December 16, 2022

Re: New Albany Tech Park
Permit - Intermediate
Application and Support
401 Wetlands

Licking County
DSW401228236A2









Water Delineation Report
Upload File(s): Clover Valley Road Site Delineation Report_REV 2022-09-08.pdf

Site Photographs
Upload File(s): 3B-Photographs.pdf

Ohio Rapid Assessment Method (ORAM) Forms
Upload File(s): Juris ORAMs combined.pdf

Habitat Evaluations
Upload File(s): HHEI Stream 2.pdf, HHEI Stream 3.pdf, HHEI Stream 1.pdf

|:| Biological Sampling Information

US Army Corps of Engineers Jurisdictional Determination
Upload File(s): 7-2022-424-SCR-Blacklick Creek JD FLAT .pdf

US Army Corps of Engineers Public Notice or Provisional Nationwide Permit
Upload File(s): LRH 2022-950-SCR _ Huntington District _ Huntington District Regulatory Public Notices.pdf

Ohio Department of Natural Resources - Natural Heritage Database Request
Upload File(s): 22-1031; EMH&T - New Albany Tech Park Comments.pdf

US Fish & Wildlife Service - Threatened and Endangered Species Coordination

Upload File(s): 2022-0089745 New albany, bat survey recommended NETO.pdf, USFWS Response re bat survey 8-24-21.pdf, Dragonfly Mist-
Net Survey Project Area.pdf

Proposed Project Antidegradation Analysis
Upload File(s): Ohio EPA SEJ TABLE NA Tech Park.pdf, NA Tech Park 404-401 Report.pdf

Proposed Project Mapping
Upload File(s): Exhibits 1-10.pdf

Proposed Mitigation Plan

Upload File(s): NA Tech Park - Mitigation Summary.pdf, Avis Road_Pooled Stream Mitigation Balance Sheet REV6 11-09-2022.pdf, USUMBI-
1, 8CIO-187, TUSC-95, MBJ Holdings, LLC, deposit payment verification letter.pdf

Section 5: Applicant and Agent Signature

| hereby designate and authorize the agent/consultant identified in Section 1 to act on my behalf in the processing of this application, and to
furnish, upon request, supplemental information in support of the application:

Application is hereby made for a Section 401 Water Quality Certification. The project proponent hereby certifies that all information contained
herein is true, accurate, and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. The project proponent hereby requests that the certifying
authority review and take action on the CWA 401 certification request within the applicable reasonable period of time.

Applicant Name: Title:
Brent Bradbury CFO
Signature: Date:
Electronically submitted by NEWALBANYCO Electronically submitted on 12/16/2022

Application ID: 51977144; Rev. 8/2014 Page 3.



























Section 1: Applicant and Consultant/Agent Information

Applicant Agent
Company/Agency Name: |MBJ Holdings, LLC EMH&T
Contact Name: Dick Roggenkamp Heather Dardinger
Title: Dir. Real Estate Senior Env Scientist
Address: 8000 Walton Parkway, Suite 120, New Albany, OH 5500 New Albany Road, New Albany, OH 43054
43054
Phone: (614) 939-8040 (614) 775-4523
Alternate Phone:
FAX Number: (614) 561-3503
Email Address: droggenkamp@newalbanycompany.com hdardinger@emht.com

Statement of Authorization:

Applicant Name: Title:
Brent Bradbury CFO
Signature: Date:
Electronically submitted by NEWALBANYCO Electronically submitted on 10/24/2022

Section 2: Project Information

Project Name: New Albany Tech Park

Coordinates LATITUDE: 40.105064 LONGITUDE: -82.723607

Project Address: Clover Valley Road, New Albany, OH 43054

Project Location Description: This site is located east and west of Clover Valley Road, between Jug Street and Miller Road NW in the City of

New Albany, Licking County, Ohio.

ZIP Code(s): 43054

County: Township:

Licking

8 or 12 Digit HUC Number: Watershed Name:
050600011307 Duncan Run

050600011503 Headwaters Blacklick Creek
050400060301 Headwaters Raccoon Creek

Corps District: Huntington

Identify the criteria used to select the project site, including stream and wetland impact avoidance and minimization:
In general, selection criteria for New Albany Tech Park site included location within or contiguous with the City of New Albany, size of at least
400 acres, reasonable proximity to the New Albany International Business Park and the Intel site, interstate access, and suitable utilities.

Attachments (Check all documents/items that have been submitted):

Site Map with boundaries
Upload File(s): 5-Exhibit 6 - Delineation Map.pdf

|:| Site maps for alternative locations considered during site selection

Site identified on USGS topographic map
Upload File(s): Exhibit 2 - USGS.pdf

|:| Proposed project footprint (including proposed construction limits)

Shape File
Upload File(s): StudyArea.dbf, StudyArea.prj, StudyArea.shx, StudyArea.shp

SECTION 3: Project Information

Application ID: 48583844; Pre-Application Request Form Page 2.



Description of Project:

The proposed development is an industrial business park, providing approximately 4.7 million square feet of occupiable building space for
advanced technology manufacturers and suppliers. The site is anticipated to include multiple warehouses, flex office and
manufacturing/maintenance buildings, along with associated parking areas, paved storage areas, site entrances and drives, stormwater
facilities and related infrastructure.

Proposed Project Schedule (Include construction start date and other dates pertinent to the project):

It is anticipated that construction of the initial phase will commence upon or soon after the isolated wetland permit issuance in 2023 and be
completed within two years. A second phase of development is expected to commence in 2024, and be completed over the following two
years, such that full build out is completed by the end of 2026.

Description of Project Purpose and Need:

The purpose of the proposed development is to construct an industrial business park providing multiple warehouses, flex office and
manufacturing/maintenance buildings for advanced technology manufacturers and suppliers. The proposed development is anticipated to
support and complement existing business located within the New Albany International Business Park, as well as the adjacent Intel facilities.

Section 4: Investigation of Water Resources and Permitting Considerations

Check all documents/items that have been submitted.
Have you taken photographs of the site?
Photographs attached

Upload File(s): 1-Delineation Photos_rev.pdf

Did you review a NRCS Soil Survey for this project?
NRCS Soil Survey attached
Upload File(s): 2-Exhibit 3A - Soils.pdf

Did you review USGS Stream Stats for this project?
USGS Stream Stats attached
Upload File(s): 3-StreamStats.pdf

Did you review a National Wetlands Inventory Map (NWI) for this project?
NWI Map attached
Upload File(s): 4-Exhibit 5 - NWI Map.pdf

Have you delineated the water resources on the site?
Wetland Delineation attached
Upload File(s): 5-Exhibit 6 - Delineation Map.pdf

Have you submitted the delineation to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers?
Date Submitted: 05/23/2022

Have you received a Jurisdictional Determination?
Jurisdictional Determination attached
Upload File(s): 7-2022-424-SCR-Blacklick Creek_JD FLAT .pdf

Did you review OAC rules 3745-1-08 to 3745-1-32 and/or 3745-1-53 for each of the water bodies on site to determine if it has a
designated use?

OAC rules attached
Upload File(s): 8-OAC 3745-1-09.pdf

Have you performed habitat assessments on the streams on site?
Habitat Assessment Score Sheets attached
Upload File(s): HHEI Stream 2 PDF.pdf, HHEI Stream 1 PDF.pdf, HHEI Stream 3 PDF.pdf

Have you conducted ORAM assessments and made proposed category assignments for the wetlands on site?
10-page ORAM form attached
Upload File(s): ORAMs combined.pdf

|:| Have you performed any other analysis (e.g., biological)?
|:| Other Analysis attached

Application ID: 48583844; Pre-Application Request Form Page 3.



Do you have an Avoidance and Minimization Plan?

Avoidance/Minimization Plan attached

Have you selected a Mitigation Site?

Mitigation Site Map attached

Do you have a conceptual Mitigation and Monitoring Plan?

Conceptual Mitigation and Monitoring Plan attached

Are you familiar with Ohio EPA’s 401 Water Quality application requirements?

X X OOO0odg

Have you read Ohio EPA’s Integrated Wetland Assessment Program. Part 67
(Standardized Monitoring Protocols and Performance Standards for Ohio Mitigation Wetlands. 2004)

Are you familiar with the Wetland Water Quality Standards, Ohio Administrative Code rules 37457
(Rules 3745-1-50 to 54 and the Isolated Wetland Statute, Ohio Revised Code 6111.02 to 6111.029)

Have you determined if other permits are necessary for the project? Check all that apply:
Individual 404 Permit

Nationwide Permit

Section 9 Permit

Section 10 Permit

Isolated Wetland Permit Permit Level: Level 3

NPDES Permit Permit Type: General

Permit to Install

UO0XMX OOOX

ODNR Permit
Regional General Permit

Notes:

The information requested in this form is based on the requirements in Ohio Revised Code 6111.30 and 6111.021, and Administrative Code
Chapter 3745-32. Applicants should be familiar with the contents of these laws and regulations prior to completing this request form. Additional
information is available at www.epa.ohio.gov/dsw/401/index.aspx or by calling (614) 644-2001

For Internal Ohio EPA Use

Date Received: Coordinator:
Ohio EPA ID #: USACE PN #:
Site Visit (Y/N):

Application ID: 48583844; Pre-Application Request Form Page 4.
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provides a written indication that waters of the United States, including wetlands, may be present
on-site.

You have declined to exercise the option to obtain an approved JD in this instance and at this
time for the above aquatic resources. However, for the purposes of the determination of impacts,
compensatory mitigation, and other resource protection measures for activities that require
authorization from this office, the above aquatic resources will be evaluated as if they are waters
of the United States.

Enclosed please find a copy of the preliminary JD form. If you agree with the findings of
this preliminary JD and understand your options regarding the same, please sign and date the
preliminary JD form and return it to this office within 30 days of receipt of this letter. You
should submit the signed copy to Kayla Osborne of the North Branch at
kayla.n.osborne@usace.army.mil or to the following address:

United States Army Corps of Engineers
Huntington District
Attn: North Branch
502 Eighth Street
Huntington, West Virginia 25701

Our December 2, 2008 headquarters guidance entitled Clean Water Act Jurisdiction
Following the U.S. Supreme Court’s Decision in Rapanos v. United States & Carabell v. United
States was followed in the final verification of Section 404 jurisdiction. Based on a review of the
information provided and other information available to us, this office has determined Wetlands
A-J, M-Q, T-U, and Z, totaling 14.46 acres, and Ponds 1-5, totaling 3.57 acres, are surrounded
by uplands and do not exhibit a distinct surface water connection to a water of the United States.
Wetlands A-J, M-Q, T-U, and Z and Ponds 1-5 would not support interstate or foreign commerce
interests, nor do they contain any rare, threatened, or endangered species. Therefore, Wetlands
A-J, M-Q, T-U, and Z and Ponds 1-5 are not jurisdictional waters of the United States.

However, you should contact the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency, Division of Surface
Water, at (614) 664-2001 to determine state permit requirements.

In accordance with the June 5, 2007 Joint Memorandum between the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) and the Corps and the January 28, 2008 Corps
Memorandum regarding coordination on jurisdictional determinations, this isolated water
determination was coordinated with the USEPA Region 5 and the Corps Headquarters, with
coordination completed on September 12, 2022 and August 24, 2022, respectively.

This jurisdictional verification is valid for a period of five (5) years from the date of this
letter unless new information warrants revision of the delineation prior to the expiration date.
This letter contains an approved JD for the subject site within the approved JD boundary. If you
object to this determination, you may request an administrative appeal under Corps regulations at
33 CFR 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






Appendix 2 - PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (PJD) FORM

BACKGROUND INFORMATION
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR PJD: 13 September 2022

B. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON REQUESTING PJD:
Dick Roggenkamp
New Albany Company
800 Walton Parkway, Suite 120
New Albany, Ohio 43054

C. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:
Huntington District, Clover Valley Road JD, LRH-2022-424-SCR-Blacklick Creek

D. PROJECT LOCATION(S) AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION:
(USE THE TABLE BELOW TO DOCUMENT MULTIPLE AQUATIC RESOURCES AND/OR
AQUATIC RESOURCES AT DIFFERENT SITES)

State: Ohio County/parish/borough: Licking City: Jersey Township

Center coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decimal format):

Lat.: 40.103135 Long.: -82.720736

Universal Transverse Mercator: (X) 353024.898482, (Y) 4440625.719466

Name of nearest waterbody: Blacklick Creek

E. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):
[ Office (Desk) Determination. Date: 13 September 2022
[] Field Determination. Date:

TABLE OF AQUATIC RESOURCES IN REVIEW AREA WHICH “MAY BE” SUBJECT TO

REGULATORY JURISDICTION.
. Geographic authority
Estimated amount . . \
Latitude Longitude | of aquatic resource Type of aql_Jatlc to which tr:‘e aquat:,c
. . . . . resource (i.e., resource “may be
Site number (decimal (decimal in review area . : .
h wetland vs. non- subject (i.e., Section
degrees) degrees) (acrque an_d linear wetland waters) 404 or Section
feet, if applicable) 10/404)
Stream 1 40.102325 -82.729305 3,329 linear feet Non-Wetland Section 404
Stream 2 40.100869 -82.723334 54 linear feet Non-Wetland Section 404
Stream 3 40.104409 -82.712978 588 linear feet Non-Wetland Section 404
Wetland K 40.101283 -82.722655 0.20 acre Wetland Section 404
Wetland L 40.100689 -82.722583 1.15 acres Wetland Section 404
Wetland R 40.104640 -82.711724 5.53 acres Wetland Section 404
Wetland S 40.104620 -82.712561 0.20 acre Wetland Section 404
Wetland V 40.102475 -82.713610 0.25 acre Wetland Section 404




1)

2)

The Corps of Engineers believes that there may be jurisdictional aquatic resources in
the review area, and the requestor of this PJD is hereby advised of his or her option
to request and obtain an approved JD (AJD) for that review area based on an
informed decision after having discussed the various types of JDs and their
characteristics and circumstances when they may be appropriate.

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 NWP or
other general permit, and the permit applicant has not requested an AJD for the
activity, the permit applicant is hereby made aware that: (1) the permit applicant has
elected to seek a permit authorization based on a PJD, which does not make an
official determination of jurisdictional aquatic resources; (2) the applicant has the
option to request an AJD before accepting the terms and conditions of the permit
authorization, and that basing a permit authorization on an AJD could possibly result
in less compensatory mitigation being required or different special conditions; (3) 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) 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) undertaking any activity in reliance upon the subject
permit authorization without requesting an AJD constitutes the applicant’s acceptance
of the use of the PJD; (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 PJD constitutes agreement that all aquatic resources in the
review area affected in any way by that activity will be treated as jurisdictional, and
waives 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 AJD or a PJD, the JD will be processed
as soon as practicable. Further, an AJD, 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. If, during an administrative appeal, it
becomes appropriate to make an official determination whether geographic
jurisdiction exists over aquatic resources in the review area, or to provide an official
delineation of jurisdictional aquatic resources in the review area, the Corps will
provide an AJD to accomplish that result, as soon as is practicable. This PJD finds
that there “may be” waters of the U.S. and/or that there “may be” navigable waters of
the U.S. on the subject review area, and identifies all aquatic features in the review
area that could be affected by the proposed activity, based on the following
information:






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

This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section IV of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook.

SECTION 1I: BACKGROUND INFORMATION
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): September 13, 2022

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER: LRH-2022-424-SCR

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION:
State: Ohio County/parish/borough: Licking County City: Jersey Township
Center coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decimal format): Lat. 40.103135°, Long. -82.720736°
Universal Transverse Mercator: NAD 83
Name of nearest waterbody: Blacklick Creek
Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: Scioto River and Muskingum River
Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): 05060001 — Upper Scioto River and 05040006 — Muskingum River
[ Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request.

[~ Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc...) are associated with this action and are recorded on a different
JD form

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):
¥ Office (Desk) Determination. Date: August 10, 2022
[ Field Determination. Date(s):

SECTION I1: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION.

There are no “navigable waters of the U.S.” within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the review area.
[Required]

[ Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide.
[~  Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce.
Explain:
B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION.
There are no “waters of the U.S.” within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required]

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

|  TNWs, including territorial seas

[ Wetlands adjacent to TNWs

[ Relatively permanent waters? (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs

|  Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs

[ Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs

[ Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs
| Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs

| Impoundments of jurisdictional waters

[ Tsolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area:
Non-wetland waters: linear feet: width (ff) and/or acres.
Wetlands: acres.

c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on:
Elevation of established OHWM (if known):

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

v Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional.
Explain: The approved JD review area contains 18 geographically isolated wetlands (Wetlands A-J, M-Q, T-U, and Z [14.46 acres]) and
five (5) geographically isolated ponds (Ponds 1-5 [3.57 acres]). Wetlands A-J, M-Q, T-U, and Z and Ponds 1-5 are surrounded by uplands
and do not exhibit a distinct surface water connection to a water of the United States. Wetlands A-J, M-Q, T-U, and Z and Ponds 1-5
would not support interstate or foreign commerce interests, nor does they contain any rare, threatened, or endangered species. Blacklick

! Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section ITT below.
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least “seasonally” (e.g., typically 3 months).
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section ITL.F.



Creek is located approximately 60 linear feet north of Wetland A, 140 linear feet north of Wetland B, 512 linear feet north of Wetland C,
354 linear feet north of Wetland D, 530 linear feet north of Wetland E, 1,117 linear feet north of Wetland F, 793 linear feet north of
Wetland G, 2,389 linear feet north of Wetland H, 1,755 linear feet north of Wetland I, 532 linear feet east of Wetland J, 673 linear feet
south of Wetland M, 972 linear feet south of Wetland N, 958 linear feet south of Wetland O, 798 linear feet south of Wetland P, and 1,528
linear feet south of Wetland Q. Duncan Run is located approximately 1,291 linear feet north of Wetland T. An unnamed tributary to
Raccoon Creek is located approximately 1,055 linear feet east of Wetland U. Therefore, Wetlands A-J, M-Q, T-U, and Z and Ponds 1-5
are not jurisdictional waters of the United States.

SECTION I11: 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
1I1.A.1 and Section II1.D.1. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections ITI.A.1 and 2 and Section
1IL.D.1.; otherwise, see Section II1.B below.

1. TNW
Identify TNW:

Summarize rationale supporting determination:

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is “adjacent”:

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 Rapanoshave been met.

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are “relatively permanent waters”
(RPWj3), 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 IT1.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, skip to Section 111.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 waterbody* 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 IT1.B.1 for the tributary, Section I11.B.2 for any
onsite wetlands, and Section I11.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite and offsite. The determination whether a
significant nexus exists is determined in Section 1I1.C below.

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

(i) General Area Conditions:
Watershed size:
Drainage area:

Average annual rainfall: inches
Average annual snowfall: inches

(i) Physical Characteristics:
(a) Relationship with TNW:

| Tributary flows directly into TNW.
| Tributary flows through tributaries before entering TNW.

Project waters are river miles from TNW.

Project waters are river miles from RPW.

Project waters are aerial (straight) miles from TNW.
Project waters are aerial (straight) miles from RPW.
Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain:

Identify flow route to TNW?:
Tributary stream order, if known:

(b) General Tributary Characteristics (check all that apply):
Tributary is: [ Natural

4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid West.
5 Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW.












tributary is seasonal in Section ITI.B and rationale in Section II1.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that
wetland is directly abutting an RPW:

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres.

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.
[ Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are
adjacent and with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data
supporting this conclusion is provided at Section I11.C.

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres.

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.
[ Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent
and with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting
this conclusion is provided at Section IT1.C.

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

7. TImpoundments of jurisdictional waters.’
As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional.
[ Demonstrate that impoundment was created from “waters of the U.S.,” or
| Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above (1-6), or

[ Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below).

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

which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes.
from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce.
which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce.
Interstate isolated waters. Explain:

Other factors. Explain:

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination:

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

Identify type(s) of waters:

[ Wetlands: acres.

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):
[ If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetland
Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements.

[v Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce.

[v Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in “SWANCC,” the review area would have been regulated based solely on the “Migratory
Bird Rule” (MBR).

| Waters do not meet the “Significant Nexus” standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain:
| Other: (explain, if not covered above):
Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR factors (i.e.,

presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional judgment (check all
that apply):

| Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft).
v Lakes/ponds: 3.57 acres. Ponds 1-5

[ Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource:.
¥ Weflands: 14.46 acres. Wetlands A-J, M-Q, T-U, and Z

? To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section IT1.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook.
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.



Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the “Significant Nexus” standard, where such a
finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply):

Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams): linear feet width (ft).

Lakes/ponds: acres.

Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource:.
Wetlands: acres.

O O 00

SECTION 1V: DATA SOURCES.

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply - checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked and
requested, appropriately reference sources below): Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site Investigation of Waters of the United States dated 23 May
2022 completed by EMH&T, Inc. (JD, May 2022) and additional information submitted on 8 August 2022 (JD, Aug 2022)

[v  Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant: Exhibit 1 —Location Map (JD, May 2022)

[+ Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant. Appendix B — USACE Wetland and Upland Data Forms
(IJD, May 2022)
[v  Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report.

[ Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report.
Data sheets prepared by the Corps:
Corps navigable waters’ study:

<1717

U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:
[¢~ USGS NHD data. NHD Map (LRD Regulatory Viewer)

[v USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps. 05060001 — Upper Scioto River, 05040006 — Muskingum River, 050400060301 — Headwaters
Raccoon Creek, 050600011307 — Duncan Run, and 050600011503 — Headwaters Blacklick Creek

U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: USGS 1:24K — Jersey and Exhibit 2 — USGS Topographic Map (JD, May

2022)

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: Exhibits 3A and 3B — Soil Survey Map (JD, May 2022)

v

v

[+ National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: Exhibit 5 —National Wetlands Inventory Map (JD, May 2022)
[~ State/Local wetland inventory map(s):

[+ FEMA/FIRM maps: Exhibit 4 — Flood Insurance Rate Map (JD, May 2022)

[ 100-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929)

[¢= Photographs: [v Aerial (Name & Date): Exhibit 6 — Delineation Map (JD, Aug 2022)

il or|v Other (Name & Date): Photographs (JD, May 2022) and Additional Photographs (JD, Aug 2022)
[T Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter:

[ Applicable/supporting case law:

[T Applicable/supporting scientific literature:

[ Other information (please specify):

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD:
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A / Missions / Regulatory / Public Notices

Public Notices by Year Disclaimer
= 2022 (39) The below listed documents may not be readable via Optical Character Recognition. To receive public notices via email for
= 2021 (29) the Huntington District Regulatory Division please send an email to LRH.Permits@usace.army.mil indicating that you
= 2020 (50) would like to be placed on the public notice electronic distribution list. Your email should include which state(s) Ohio
= 2019 (47) and/or West Virginia in which you would like to receive public notices.
= 2018 (30)
= 2017 (53)
= 2016 (46
2016 {46) LRH 2022-950-SCR
= 2015 (27)
" 2014(55) CELRH-RDN
= 2013 (40) _
= 2012 (46) Published Dec. 12, 2022 /

Expiration date: 1/12/2023
1

PRINT | E-MAIL

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: The following application has been submitted to the United States Army Corps of
Engineers’ (Corps) Huntington District for a Department of the Army (DA) Permit under the provisions of Section
404 of the Clean Water Act.

APPLICANT: Mr. Brent Bradbury
MBJ Holdings, LLC
8000 Walton Pkwy, Ste 120
New Albany, Ohio 43054

LOCATION: As depicted on the attached Sheet 1 of 2, the proposed project would be located within the
watershed of the Scioto River (40.103135 Latitude, -82.720736 Longitude) east and west of Clover Valley Road,
north of Jug Street, and south of Miller Road in the City of New Albany, Licking County, Ohio. The waters on-site
flow to Duncan Run, an indirect tributary to the Scioto River, a navigable water of the United States.

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED WORK: The applicant has requested a DA authorization to discharge 10,605 cubic
yards of dredged and/or fill material into 6.51 acres of five (5) forested wetlands and 563 linear feet (0.063 acre)
of one (1) intermittent stream (Duncan Run) in conjunction with the construction of the proposed New Albany
Tech Park Project as depicted on the attached Sheet 2 of 2 and Table 1.0 below. Additionally, the applicant is
seeking an Isolated Wetlands Permit from the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency to discharge fill material
into 8.60 acres of 18 isolated wetlands that are not subject to regulation under Section 404 of the Clean Water
Act. The proposed project would also result in the discharge of fill material into 3.57 acres of five (5) non-
jurisdictional ponds that are not subject to regulation under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. The industrial
business development would include the construction of multiple warehouses, a flex office, and
maintenance/manufacturing buildings for advanced technology manufacturers and users. The industrial park is
anticipated to provide approximately five (5) million square feet of occupiable building space along with
associated parking areas, paved storage areas, site entrances and drives, stormwater facilities, and associated
infrastructure. The proposed development is anticipated to be occupied by companies supporting and supplying
the Intel semiconductor manufacturing facility to the north. The proposed development would also support the
existing New Albany International Business Park by providing locations for expansion by existing businesses and
sites for new companies that complement existing uses.

ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS: As a result of the proposal, fill material would be discharged into 6.51 acres of five (5)
forested wetlands and 563 linear feet (0.11 acre) of one (1) intermittent stream (Duncan Run) as described

above. The project does not require access or proximity to or siting within special aquatic sites to fulfill its basic
purpose and is considered a non-water dependent activity. The Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines state for non-water
dependent activities, practicable alternatives that do not involve special aquatic sites are presumed to be
available, unless clearly demonstrated otherwise. The applicant is required to provide an alternatives analysis



that must overcome this presumption prior to receiving authorization for the discharge of dredged and/or fill
material. No permit will be issued until our review of the alternative analysis clearly demonstrates that Q

US Army Corps of Engineers Huntington District Website

AVOIDANCE AND MINIMIZATION: In evaluating a project area containing waters of the United States,
consideration must be given to avoiding impacts on these sites. If waters of the United States cannot be avoided,
then the impacts must be minimized. A total of 7.33 acres of five (5) forested wetlands, 3,892 linear feet of two
(2) intermittent streams, and 54 linear feet of one (1) ephemeral stream are located within the proposed project
area and are waters of the United States. The applicant has proposed to avoid 0.82 acre (71%) of one (1) forested
wetland, 3,329 linear feet (100%) of one (1) intermittent stream, and 54 linear feet (100%) of one (1) ephemeral
stream. The applicant has avoided and minimized impacts to waters of the United States to the maximum extent
practicable. The project area also includes a total of 14.46 acres of 18 isolated forested wetlands and 3.57 acres
of five (5) non-jurisdictional ponds. The applicant has avoided 5.86 acres of three (3) isolated forested wetlands.
Stormwater management planning would incorporate best management practices and water pollution controls
necessary to maintain compliance with the Federal Water Pollution Control Act and Ohio Water Pollution Control
Act. Stormwater management and erosion control systems would be implemented during construction. All
disturbed areas would be seeded and/or revegetated with native plant species and native seed mixes after
completion of construction activities.

COMPENSATORY MITIGATION PLAN (CMP): To compensate for the loss of waters of the United States
associated with the proposed project, the applicant proposes to purchase 16.3 acres of forested wetland
mitigation credits from a federally approved mitigation bank or in-lieu fee program and 844.5 linear feet of
stream credits from the Avis Road Pooled Stream Mitigation Site. The applicant's CMP is currently under review.
After review of all the submitted information, the Corps will make a determination of the appropriate
compensatory mitigation in the event a decision is made to issue a DA authorization.

WATER QUALITY CERTIFICATION: The applicant must obtain a Section 401 Water Quality Certification (WQC)
from the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency assuring that applicable laws and regulations pertaining to water
quality are not violated. A DA permit, if otherwise warranted, would not be issued for this project until the
Section 401 WQC has been issued or waived and the 401(a)(2) process, if required, as described in the “Clean
Water Act Section 401 Certification Rule” (Rule, 85 Federal Register 42,210 [July 13, 2020]) has been completed.

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL RESOURCES: The Corps is required by the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA)
to ensure no federal undertaking, including a Corps’ permit action, which may affect historic resources, is
commenced before the impacts of such action are considered and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
and the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) are provided an opportunity to comment as required by the
NHPA, 36 CFR 800, and 33 CFR 325, Appendix C. A Phase | Cultural Resources Management Survey was
conducted by ASC Group, Inc. for a 513-acre study area that included the majority of the New Albany Tech Park
permit area. The Phase | survey identified a total of 74 archaeological sites. One (1) prehistoric site (33LI3303)
was identified as a Hopewell camp. A Phase IB investigation was conducted to determine the site’s potential for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). The site ultimately yielded 14 artifacts but no evidence
of features or other potentially significant information was discovered. ASC recommended that no further work
is necessary at 33LI3303 or any of the other newly documented prehistoric sites. In addition to the prehistoric
sites, 20 sites with historic components and 24 architectural history resources were identified. All of the
resources lack significance and as such are not recommended for further work nor eligible for listing on the
NRHP. The review failed to identify resources within or immediately adjacent to the permit area that have been
listed or that have been determined to be eligible for inclusion on the NRHP. Approximately ten (10) acres of the
permit area was not included within the study area of the completed Phase 1 Survey. The applicant has indicated
the remainder of the permit area, approximately ten (10) acres, will be subject to Phase 1 investigations. A copy
of the completed Phase 1 Survey and the Corps effect determination will be provided to the Ohio SHPO. A copy
of this Public Notice will be furnished to the Ohio SHPO and Tribal Nations for their review. Comments
concerning archaeological sensitivity of the project area should be based on collected data. No DA permit will be
issued until all obligations under Section 106 of the NHPA of 1966 have been fulfilled.

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES: The proposed project is located within the known or historic range
of the endangered Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis), the threatened northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis),
and the proposed endangered tri-colored bat (Perimyotis subflavus). The proposed project area is comprised of
agriculture fields, forested areas, 21.04 acres of twenty (20) forested wetlands, 0.75 acre of two (2) emergent
wetlands, 3,917 linear feet of two (2) intermittent streams, 54 linear feet of one (1) ephemeral stream, and 3.57
acres of five (5) open water features. The proposed project area could provide potential habitat for the Indiana
bat, the northern long-eared bat, and the tri-colored bat. A mist net survey was conducted for the majority of the
project area and was submitted to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) for review on August 23, 2021. The
USFWS provided comments and recommendations based on their review of the bat survey on August 24, 2021
(TAILS # 03E15000-2021-TA-2118). The USFWS indicated that, “Tree clearing on the site at any time of the year is
unlikely to result in adverse impacts to Indiana bats and will not result in any unauthorized incidental take of
northern long-eared bats”. The survey excluded approximately 60 acres of forested habitat within the project
area. By letter dated 20 October 2022 (Project Code: 2022-0089745), the USFWS indicated the previously un-



determine the presence or absence of threatened and/or endangered bat species. The applicant has indicated a

summer bat survey will be completed in 2023. The Corps will make an effect determination on impacts to the Q
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pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act of 1972 (as amended). No DA permit will be issued until
the Corps has verified that all obligations under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act have been fulfilled.

PUBLIC INTEREST REVIEW AND CUMULATIVE EFFECTS: This application will be reviewed in accordance with 33
CFR 320-332, the Regulatory Program of the Corps, and other pertinent laws, regulations, and executive orders.
Our evaluation will also follow the guidelines published by the United States Environmental Protection Agency
pursuant to Section 404(b)(1) of the Clean Water Act (40 CFR part 230). The decision whether to issue a permit
will be based on an evaluation of the probable impacts, including cumulative impacts, of the proposed activity on
the public interest. That decision will reflect the national concern for both the protection and the utilization of
important resources. The benefit that reasonably may be expected to accrue from the proposal must be
balanced against its reasonably foreseeable detriments. All factors that may be relevant to the proposal will be
considered, including the cumulative effects thereof; among those factors are conservation, economics,
aesthetics, general environmental concerns, wetlands, historic properties, fish and wildlife values, flood hazards,
floodplain values, land use, navigation, shoreline erosion and accretion, recreation, water supply and
conservation, water quality, energy needs, safety, food and fiber production, mineral needs, considerations of
property ownership and, in general, the needs and welfare of the people.

SOLICITATION OF COMMENTS: The Corps is soliciting comments from the public, federal, state and local
agencies and officials, Indian Tribes and other interested parties in order to consider and evaluate the impacts of
this proposed activity. For accuracy and completeness of the administrative record, all data in support of or in
opposition to the proposed work should be submitted in writing setting forth sufficient detail to furnish a clear
understanding of the reasons for support or opposition. Any person may request, in writing, within the comment
period specified in the notice, that a public hearing be held to consider the application. Requests for public
hearings shall state, with particularity, the reasons for holding a public hearing. Any comments received will be
considered by the Corps to determine whether to issue, modify, condition or deny a permit for this proposal. To
make this decision, comments are used to assess impacts on endangered species, historic properties, water
quality, general environmental effects, and the other public interest factors listed above. Comments are used in
the preparation of an Environmental Assessment and/or an Environmental Impact Statement pursuant to the
National Environmental Policy Act. Comments are also used to determine the need for a public hearing and to
determine the overall public interest of the proposed activity. Written statements received in this office on or
before the expiration date of this Public Notice will become a part of the record and will be considered in the final
determination. A permit will be granted unless its issuance is found to be contrary to the public interest.

CLOSE OF COMMENT PERIOD: Comments should be submitted electronically to Mr. Zack Abbott by email at
jonathan.z.abbott@usace.army.mil. If the drawings are not yet posted on this website, you may request copies of
the drawings via email the Mr. Abbott.

If you do not have internet access, comments may be submitted through the U.S. Postal Service (USPS) to the
following address:

United States Army Corps of Engineers, Huntington District
ATTN: CELRH-RDN Public Notice: LRH-2022-950-SCR
502 Eighth Street

Huntington, West Virginia 25701-2070

Copies should only be provided through the USPS when electronic transmission is not possible. Precautionary
internal mail handling procedures may be instituted to protect our workforce, which may result in longer than
normal times to process and receive hard copy submissions. To be considered in our evaluation, comments
submitted through the USPS should have a postmark dated on, or prior to, the close of the comment period
listed on page one (1) of this Public Notice.

Please note names, addresses, and comments submitted in response to this Public Notice become part of our
administrative record and, as such, may be available to the public under provisions of the Freedom of
Information Act. Thank you for your interest in our nation’s water resources. If you have any questions
concerning this Public Notice, please contact Mr. Zack Abbott of the North Branch, at 304-399-5336, by mail at the
above address, or by email at jonathan.z.abbott@usace.army.mil.

Table 1.0 - Proposed Discharges of Dredged and/or Fill Material into Waters of the United
States associated with the New Albany Tech Park Project Site (LRH-2022-950-SCR)




.. [Proposed
uatic mount Onsite Impact (linearimpact Q
-q . ype (linear feet _ P . _ P % Avoided
®
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Stream 2 Ephemeral 54 If 0 NA 100%
Stream 3 Intermittent 563 If 563 If Fill 0%
Wetland K Forested 0.20 ac 0.20 ac Fill 0%
Wetland L Forested 1.15 ac 0.33 ac Fill 71%
Wetland R Forested 5.53 ac 5.53 ac Fill 0%
Wetland S Forested 0.20 ac 0.20 ac Fill 0%
Wetland V Forested 0.25 ac 0.25 ac Fill 0%

Related Story: LRH 2022-950-SCR Drawings
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  4-13-2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: W-A-24
Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R.15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): Lat: 40.100069° Long: -82.725895° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington silt loam (BeB) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No__  (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____ ,orHydrology ____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ X No__
Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____,orHydrology ____ 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 X No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No
Remarks:
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Populus deltoides 60 Yes FAC Number of Dominant Species That
2. Acer saccharinum 30 Yes FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 4 (A)
3. Ulmus americana 10 No FACW Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 4 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That
100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Lindera benzoin 20 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 80 x2= 160
5. FAC species 60 x3= 180
20 =Total Cover FACU species 0 x4= 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Carex spp. 20 Yes FACW Column Totals: 140 (A) 340 (B)
2 Prevalence Index =B/A = 243
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6 _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7 _X 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0'
8 _4 - Morphological Adaptations1 {Provide supporting
0. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 {Explain)
20 _ =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2 Vegetation
=Total Cover Present? Yes X No_
Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point:  W-A-24

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc’ Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 3/2 98 10YR 5/6 2 C PL Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
6-12 10YR 4/1 70 10YR 5/6 30 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

%L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2.cm Muck (A10)
_X_Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

___Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
___Sandy Redox (S5)
___Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
___Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
_? Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
____Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

_X_Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

_X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

___Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
___Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
___Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)

___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

___Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ___Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
___lron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)

_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) __ Other (Explain in Remarks)

___Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

_X FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 4
Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 4
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 0 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  4-13-2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: W-B-1
Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R.15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): Lat: 40.100283° Long: -82.727097 Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No__  (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____ ,orHydrology ____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ X No__
Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____,orHydrology ____ 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 X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Acer saccharinum 90 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Quercus palustris 10 No FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 4 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 4 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That

100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Lindera benzoin 50 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4, FACW species 165 x2= 330
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

50 =Total Cover FACU species 0 x4= 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Cinna arundinacea 10 Yes FACW Column Totals: 165 A) 330 B)
2. Carex spp. 5 Yes FACW Prevalence Index =B/A = 2.00
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. _X 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0'
8. _4 - Morphological Adaptations1 {Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 {Explain)

__15 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
=Total Cover Present? Yes X No_

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

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point:

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc’ Texture Remarks
0-10 10YR 4/1 90 10YR 4/6 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

%L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2.cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

___Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
___Sandy Redox (S5)
___Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
_? Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
_? Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
____Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

_X_Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
___Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
___lron Deposits (B5)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

_X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
___Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) __ Other (Explain in Remarks)

___Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
___Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
___Crayfish Burrows (C8)
___Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

_X FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

(includes capillary fringe)

Surface Water Present? Yes X
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

No Depth (inches): 1
No Depth (inches): 1
No Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region — Version 2.0
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  4-13-2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: W-C-15
Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R.15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): Lat: 40.100601° Long: -82.729281° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No__  (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____ ,orHydrology ____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ X No__
Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____,orHydrology ____ 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 X No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No
Remarks:
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Ulmus americana 80 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Quercus palustris 15 No FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (A)
3. Quercus bicolor 5 No FACW Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 3 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That
100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Lindera benzoin 5 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 135 x2= 270
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0
5 =Total Cover FACU species 0 x4= 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Carex spp. 30 Yes FACW Column Totals: 135 (A) 270 (B)
2 Prevalence Index =B/A = 2.00
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6 _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7 _X 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0'
8 _4 - Morphological Adaptations1 {Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 {Explain)
30 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
=Total Cover Present? Yes X No_
Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point:

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc’ Texture Remarks
0-10 10YR 4/1 80 10YR 4/6 20 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

%L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2.cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

___Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
___Sandy Redox (S5)
___Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
_? Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
_? Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
____Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

_X_Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
___Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
___lron Deposits (B5)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

_X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
___Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) __ Other (Explain in Remarks)

___Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

_X Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
___Crayfish Burrows (C8)
___Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

_X FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

(includes capillary fringe)

Surface Water Present? Yes X
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

No Depth (inches): 1
No Depth (inches): 1
No Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  4-19-2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: W-D-4
Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R.15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): Lat: 40.100722° Long: -82.728347° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No__  (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____ ,orHydrology ____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ X No__
Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____,orHydrology ____ 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 X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Populus deltoides 50 Yes FAC Number of Dominant Species That
2. Quercus palustris 20 Yes FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 4 (A)
3. Ulmus americana 30 Yes FACW Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 4 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That

100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Lindera benzoin 20 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 70 x2= 140
5. FAC species 50 x3= 150

20 =Total Cover FACU species 0 x4= 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Column Totals: 120 A) 290 B)
2. Prevalence Index =B/A = 242
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. _X 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0'
8. _4 - Morphological Adaptations1 {Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 {Explain)

__ =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
=Total Cover Present? Yes X No_

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

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point:

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc’ Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 4/2 95 10YR 5/6 5 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

%L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2.cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

___Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
___Sandy Redox (S5)
___Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
_? Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
_? Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
____Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

_X_Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
___Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
___lron Deposits (B5)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

_X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
___Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
_? Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) __ Other (Explain in Remarks)

___Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

_X Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
___Crayfish Burrows (C8)
___Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

_X FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

(includes capillary fringe)

Surface Water Present? Yes X
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

No Depth (inches): 3
No Depth (inches): 3
No Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  4-19-2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: W-E-9
Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R.15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): Lat: 40.100013° Long: -82.727970° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No__  (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____ ,orHydrology ____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ X No__
Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____,orHydrology ____ 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 X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Carya laciniosa 45 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Quercus palustris 40 Yes FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (A)
3. Ulmus americana 5 No FACW Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Populus deltoides 10 No FAC Across All Strata: 3 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That
100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Lindera benzoin 50 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 142 x2= 284
5. FAC species 10 x3= 30
50 =Total Cover FACU species 0 x4= 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0

Carex spp. 2 No FACW Column Totals: 152 A) 314 B)
Prevalence Index =B/A = 2.07

1.

2

3

4 Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6

7

8

9

_X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
_X 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0'
4 - Morphological Adaptations1 {Provide supporting

data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 {Explain)
__2  =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point:  W-E-9

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc’ Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 3/1 90 10YR 5/6 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
6-10 10YR 4/1 80 10YR 5/6 20 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

%L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2.cm Muck (A10)

_? Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

___Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
___Sandy Redox (S5)
___Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Matrix (F3)

_X Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
_? Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
_? Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
____Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

___Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

_X Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

___Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
___Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
___Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)

___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

___Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ___Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
___lron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)

_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

_? Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) __ Other (Explain in Remarks)

___Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

_X FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 0
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 0 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  4-19-2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: W-F-2
Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R.15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): Lat: 40.099516° Long: -82.730476° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No__  (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____ ,orHydrology ____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ X No__
Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____,orHydrology ____ 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 X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:

1. Number of Dominant Species That

2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 4 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species

4. Across All Strata: 4 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )

1. Fraxinus pennsylvanica 10 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:

2. Cornus racemosa 10 Yes FAC Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

3. OBL species 28 x1= 28

4. FACW species 80 x2= 160

5 FAC species 10 x3= 30

20 =Total Cover FACU species 2 x4= 8

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0

1. Juncus effusus 70 Yes FACW Column Totals: 120 A) 226 B)
2. Scirpus cyperinus 28 Yes OBL Prevalence Index =B/A = 1.88

3. Dipsacus fullonum 2 No FACU

4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

6. _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%

7. _X 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0'

8. _4 - Morphological Adaptations1 {Provide supporting
0. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 {Explain)

100 _ =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) present, unless disturbed or problematic.

1. Hydrophytic

2 Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No_

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

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point:

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc’ Texture Remarks
0-10 10YR 4/1 85 10YR 5/6 15 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

%L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2.cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

___Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
___Sandy Redox (S5)
___Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
_? Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
_? Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
____Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

_X_Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
___Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
___lron Deposits (B5)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

_X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
___Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) __ Other (Explain in Remarks)

___Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
___Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
___Crayfish Burrows (C8)
___Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

_X FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

(includes capillary fringe)

Surface Water Present? Yes X
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

No Depth (inches): 3
No Depth (inches): 3
No Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region — Version 2.0
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  4-19-2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: W-F-61
Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R.15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): Lat: 40.099327° Long: -82.730815° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No__  (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____ ,orHydrology ____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ X No__
Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____,orHydrology ____ 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?
Hydric Soil Present?
Wetland Hydrology Present?

Yes X No Is the Sampled Area
Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Yes X No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Fraxinus pennsylvanica 80 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 3 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That
80 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 20 x1= 20
4. FACW species 120 x2= 240
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4= 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Phalaris arundinacea 40 Yes FACW Column Totals: 140 (A) 260 (B)
2. Scirpus cyperinus 20 Yes OBL Prevalence Index =B/A = 1.86
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. _X 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0'
8. _4 - Morphological Adaptations1 {Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 {Explain)

__60 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point:

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc’ Texture Remarks
0-10 10YR 4/1 80 10YR 4/6 20 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

%L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2.cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

___Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
___Sandy Redox (S5)
___Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
_? Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
_? Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
____Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

_X_Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
___Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
___lron Deposits (B5)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

_X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
___Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) __ Other (Explain in Remarks)

___Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
___Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
___Crayfish Burrows (C8)
___Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

_X FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

(includes capillary fringe)

Surface Water Present? Yes X
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

No Depth (inches): 6
No Depth (inches): 6
No Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  4-19-2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: W-G-42
Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R.15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): Lat: 40.100439° Long: -82.730813° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No__  (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____ ,orHydrology ____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ X No__

Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____,orHydrology ____ 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 X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:

1. _Ulmus americana 70 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That

2. Quercus palustris 30 Yes FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 4 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species

4. Across All Strata: 4 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That

100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )

1. Lindera benzoin 40 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:

2. Ligustrum vulgare 10 No FACU Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

3. Rosa multiflora 5 No FACU OBL species 0 x1= 0

4, FACW species 180 x2= 360

5 FAC species 0 x3= 0

55 =Total Cover FACU species 15 x4= 60

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0

1. Cinna arundinacea 35 Yes FACW Column Totals: 195 A) 420 B)
2. Carex spp. 5 No FACW Prevalence Index =B/A = 215

3.

4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

6. _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%

7. _X 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0'

8. _4 - Morphological Adaptations1 {Provide supporting
0. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 {Explain)

__40 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) present, unless disturbed or problematic.

1. Hydrophytic

2 Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No_

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

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point: W-G-42

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc’ Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 4/2 98 10YR 3/4 2 C M Loamy/Clayey Distinct redox concentrations
6-10 10YR 4/1 85 10YR 4/6 15 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

%L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2.cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

___Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
___Sandy Redox (S5)
___Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
___Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
_? Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
____Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

_X_Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
___Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
___lron Deposits (B5)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

_X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
___Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
___Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) __ Other (Explain in Remarks)

___Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
___Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

_X FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

(includes capillary fringe)

Surface Water Present? Yes X
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

No Depth (inches): 1
No Depth (inches): 1
No Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Sampling Date:  4-20-2022

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

State: OH Sampling Point: W-H-2

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression
Slope (%): Lat: 40.096476°

Long: -82.732538°

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington silt loam (BeB)

NWI classification: NA

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

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

, Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present?

No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

X No

Yes

(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 X No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland?
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Yes No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Quercus palustris 40 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Fraxinus pennsylvanica 10 No FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 4 (A)
3. Crataegus crus-galli 10 No FAC Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Acer saccharinum 10 No FACW Across All Strata: 5 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That
70 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 80.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Comus amomum 10 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 160 x2= 320
5. FAC species 10 x3= 30
10 =Total Cover FACU species 10 x4 = 40
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Elymus virginicus 20 Yes FACW Column Totals: 180 (A) 390 (B)
2. Carex spp. 70 Yes FACW Prevalence Index = B/A = 217
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2 - Dominance Test is >50%
7. X 3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0°
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)
80 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Vitis labrusca 10 Yes FACU Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
10 =Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point: ~ W-H-2

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 3/1 90 10YR 5/6 10 C PL Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
6-12 10YR 3/1 98 10YR 3/4 2 C M Loamy/Clayey Distinct redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
____Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Matrix (F3)
_X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
_? Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
_? Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

_X Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

_X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

____Aquatic Fauna (B13)

____True Aquatic Plants (B14)

____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

_X_Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Thin Muck Surface (C7)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes X
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

(includes capillary fringe)

No Depth (inches): 2
No Depth (inches): 2
No Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  4-19-2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: W-I-1
Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R.15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): Lat: 40.097927° Long: -82.732040° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No__  (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____ ,orHydrology ____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ X No__
Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____,orHydrology ____ 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 X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Quercus palustris 5 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 3 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That
5 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 66.7% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 10 x2= 20
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 10 x4= 40
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0

Lysimachia nummularia 5 Yes FACW Column Totals: 20 A) 60 B)
Prevalence Index =B/A = 3.00

1.

2

3

4 Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6

7

8

9

_X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
_X 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0'
4 - Morphological Adaptations1 {Provide supporting

data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 {Explain)
5 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Vitis labrusca 10 Yes FACU Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
10 =Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL Sampling Point: ~ W-I-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc
0-10 10YR 4/1 90 10YR 3/4 10 C PL

2 Texture

Loamy/Clayey

Remarks

Distinct redox concentrations

%L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.
Hydric Soil Indicators:

___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)

____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)

___2.cm Muck (A10)

___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

___Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
___Sandy Redox (S5)
___Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
_? Redox Depressions (F8)

_? Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
____Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)
___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

_X_Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)

_X Water Marks (B1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
___Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
___lron Deposits (B5)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

_X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

_X Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

___Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) __ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

___Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
___Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
___Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

___Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

(includes capillary fringe)

Surface Water Present? Yes X
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

No Depth (inches): 6
No Depth (inches): 6
No Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region — Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  04/13/2022

State: OH Sampling Point: WJ-1

Investigator(s): Bryan Lombard, EMH&T

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression

Slope (%): 3 Lat: 40.102890°

Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave
Long: -82.733062°

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: pewamo silty clay loam (Pe)

NWI classification: None

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

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X No

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Yes X

No (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 Vegetation Present? Yes X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Fraxinus pennsylvanica 90 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Quercus palustris 10 No FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 3 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That

100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Lindera benzoin 20 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 10 x1= 10
4. FACW species 120 xX2= 240
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

20 =Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Carex stricta 10 Yes OBL Column Totals: 130 (A) 250 (B)
2 Prevalence Index = B/A = 1.92
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6 _X_2 - Dominance Test is >50%
7 X 3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0°
8 T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

10 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point: WJ-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-12 10YR 3/1 80 10YR 5/4 20 C M Loamy/Clayey Distinct redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
____Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Matrix (F3)
_X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type: N/A

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

_X Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)

_X_ Water Marks (B1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
_X_Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

_X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

____Aquatic Fauna (B13)

____True Aquatic Plants (B14)

____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Thin Muck Surface (C7)

_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

_X_Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

_X_Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

(includes capillary fringe)

Surface Water Present? Yes X
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

No Depth (inches): 2
No Depth (inches): 2
No Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Sampling Date:  4-14-2022

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

State: OH Sampling Point: W-K-1

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): Lat: 40.101283° Long: -82.722655° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington silt loam (BeB) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No _ (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation  ,Soil_____, orHydrology_____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No

Are Vegetation , Soil , 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 X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Acer saccharinum 50 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Ulmus americana 30 Yes FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 4 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 4 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That

80  =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Lindera benzoin 30 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 115 x2= 230
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

30 =Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Impatiens capensis 5 Yes FACW Column Totals: 115 (A) 230 (B)
2 Prevalence Index = B/A = 2.00
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6 _X_2 - Dominance Test is >50%
7 X 3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0°
8 T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

5 =Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' )

1.

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

2.

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic
Vegetation
Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point:

W-K-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-10 10YR 4/1 95 10YR 5/6 5 C PL Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:

___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)

Stratified Layers (A5)
—2.cm Muck (A10)

Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
:Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)

___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:

? Coast Prairie Redox (A16)

___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,

___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ? Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:
This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

_X Surface Water (A1) _X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

_X_High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13)

_X_Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14)

____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2) _X_Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)

_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) _X Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 2
Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 2
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 0 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:
Buttressed roots.

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date: 04/14/2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: WL-1
Investigator(s): Bryan Lombard, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression

Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave
Slope (%): 5 Lat: 40.100689° Long: -82.722583°

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: pewamo silty clay loam (Pe)

NWI classification: PFO1C

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

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X No

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Yes X

No (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 Vegetation Present? Yes X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Acer saccharinum 50 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 3 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That

50  =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Lindera benzoin 10 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 80 x1= 80
4. FACW species 60 x2= 120
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

10 =Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Carex spp 80 Yes OBL Column Totals: 140 (A) 200 (B)
2 Prevalence Index = B/A = 1.43
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6 _X_2 - Dominance Test is >50%
7 X 3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0°
8 T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

80 _ =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point: WL-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-12 10YR 3/1 90 10YR 5/4 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Distinct redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
____Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Matrix (F3)
_X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type: N/A

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

_X Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)

_X_ Water Marks (B1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

_X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

____Aquatic Fauna (B13)

____True Aquatic Plants (B14)

____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Thin Muck Surface (C7)

_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

_X_Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

_X_Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

(includes capillary fringe)

Surface Water Present? Yes X
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

No Depth (inches): 1
No Depth (inches): 1
No Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date: 4-14-2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: W-M-2
Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): Lat: 40.102300° Long: -82.722024° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No _ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation  ,Soil_____, orHydrology_____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__

Are Vegetation  ,Soil___,orHydrology  naturally problematic?  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Acer saccharinum 30 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Ulmus americana 5 No FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (A)
3. Quercus palustris S No FACW Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 3 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That

40 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Lindera benzoin 15 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 105 xX2= 210
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

15 =Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Carex spp. 50 Yes FACW Column Totals: 105 (A) 210 (B)
2 Prevalence Index = B/A = 2.00
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6 _X_2 - Dominance Test is >50%
7 X 3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0°
8 T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

50 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point: ~ W-M-2

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-10 10YR 4/1 90 10YR 5/6 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
____Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
_? Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
_? Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

_X Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

_X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

____Aquatic Fauna (B13)

____True Aquatic Plants (B14)

____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Thin Muck Surface (C7)

_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

(includes capillary fringe)

Surface Water Present? Yes X
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

No Depth (inches): 2
No Depth (inches): 2
No Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Sampling Date:  4-20-2022

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

State: OH Sampling Point: W-N-9

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression
Slope (%): Lat: 40.102681°

Long: -82.721067°

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe)

NWI classification: NA

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

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

, Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present?

No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

X No

Yes

(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 X No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland?
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Yes No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 3 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 66.7% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 80 x2= 160
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Juncus effusus 40 Yes FACW Column Totals: 80 (A) 160 (B)
2. Carex spp. 30 Yes FACW Prevalence Index = B/A = 2.00
3. Aster spp. 10 No FACW
4. Sefaria glauca 20 Yes FAC Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2 - Dominance Test is >50%
7. X 3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0°
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

100 _ =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL Sampling Point: ~ W-N-9

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-20 10YR 3/2 85 10YR 5/6 15 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2| ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) _? Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) ___Depleted Matrix (F3)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) _X_Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) _? Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes_ X No__
Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

_X_High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

_X_Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) _X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) _X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 0
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 0 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  4-14-2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: W-0-19
Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R.15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): Lat: 40.101979° Long: -82.720295° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington silt loam (BeB) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No__ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation ., Soil__,orHydrology _significantly disturbed?  Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X No_

Are Vegetation_ ,Soil_____,orHydrology____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 X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Acer saccharinum 60 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Ulmus americana 30 Yes FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 4 (A)
3. Quercus palustris 10 No FACW Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 4 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That
100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Lindera benzoin 10 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 115 x2= 230
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

10 =Total Cover FACU species 0 x4= 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Carex spp. 5 Yes FACW Column Totals: 115 A) 230 (B)
2 Prevalence Index =B/A = 2.00
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ___1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6 _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7 X 3- Prevalence Index is £3.0"
8 _4 - Morphological Adaptations1 {Provide supporting
9. T datain Remarks orona separate sheet)
10. _ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 {Explain)

5 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point:  W-0-19

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc’ Texture Remarks
0-8 10YR 3/1 98 10YR 4/6 2 C PL Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
8-12 10YR 5/1 60 10YR 4/6 40 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

%L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2.cm Muck (A10)

_? Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

___Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
___Sandy Redox (S5)
___Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Matrix (F3)

_X Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
___Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
_? Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
____Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

_X_Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)

_X Water Marks (B1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
___Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
___lron Deposits (B5)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

_X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

_X Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

___Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
_X Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) __ Other (Explain in Remarks)

___Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
_X_Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

_X FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

(includes capillary fringe)

Surface Water Present? Yes X
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

No Depth (inches): 8
No Depth (inches): 8
No Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  04/14/2022

Applicant/Owner:

The New Albany Company

State: OH Sampling Point: WP-1

Investigator(s): Bryan Lombard, EMH&T

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression
Lat: 40.100887°

Slope (%): 8

Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Long: -82.719055° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: pewamo silty clay loam (Pe)

NWI classification: PFO1C

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X No
Are Vegetation , Soil , 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 X No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No
Remarks:
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Fraxinus pennsylvanica 80 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Quercus palustris 10 No FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 5 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 5 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That

90 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Lindera benzoin 15 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Lindera benzoin 5 Yes FACW Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 3 x1= 3
4. FACW species 112 xX2= 224
5 FAC species 0 x3= 0

20 =Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Carex stricta 3 Yes OBL Column Totals: 115 (A) 227 (B)
2. Cinna arundinacea 2 Yes FACW Prevalence Index = B/A = 1.97
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2 - Dominance Test is >50%
7. X 3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0°
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. T datain Remarks orona separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

5 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point: ~ WP-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-12 10YR 2/1 90 10YR 5/4 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Distinct redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
____Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Matrix (F3)
_X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type: N/A

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

_X Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)

_X_ Water Marks (B1)
_X_Sediment Deposits (B2)
_X_Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

_X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

____Aquatic Fauna (B13)

____True Aquatic Plants (B14)

____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Thin Muck Surface (C7)

_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

_X_Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

_X_Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

(includes capillary fringe)

Surface Water Present? Yes X
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

No Depth (inches): 5
No Depth (inches): 5
No Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Sampling Date:  4-20-2022

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

State: OH Sampling Point: W-Q-1

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): Lat: 40.100800° Long: -82.715072° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Condit silt loam (Cn) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No _ (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation  ,Soil_____, orHydrology_____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No

Are Vegetation , Soil , 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 X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Quercus bicolor 50 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Ulmus americana 20 Yes FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 7 (A)
3. Quercus palustris 30 Yes FACW Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 7 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That

100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Lindera benzoin 10 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Rosa palustris 5 Yes OBL Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 5 x1= 5
4. FACW species 135 x2= 270
5 FAC species 5 x3= 15

15 =Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Carex spp. 10 Yes FACW Column Totals: 145 (A) 290 (B)
2. Cinna arundinacea 15 Yes FACW Prevalence Index = B/A = 2.00
3. Galium spp. 5 No FAC
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2 - Dominance Test is >50%
7. X 3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0°
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

30 =Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' )

1.

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

2.

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic
Vegetation
Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Buttonbush is located in the center of the wetland.

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point:

W-Q-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-8 10YR 4/1 90 10YR 5/6 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:

___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)

___2cm Muck (A10)

Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
:Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)

___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:

? Coast Prairie Redox (A16)

___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,

___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ? Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:
This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

_X Surface Water (A1) _X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

_X_High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13)

_X_Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14)

_X_ Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2) _X_Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)

_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 4
Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 4
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 0 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking
State: OH

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Sampling Date:
Sampling Point:

0322022

WR-1

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): 3 Lat: 40.104640° Long: -82.711724° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington (BeB) NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation , Soll , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present?

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?  (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Yes X No

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Acer saccharinum 80 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Quercus palustris 20 Yes FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 6 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 6 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That

100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size:
1. Lindera benzoin 15 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Fraxinus pennsylvanica 15 Yes FACW Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 15 x1= 15
4. FACW species 145 xX2= 290
5 FAC species 0 x3= 0

30 =Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Carex stricta 15 Yes OBL Column Totals: 160 (A) 305 (B)
2. Cinna arundinacea 15 Yes FACW Prevalence Index = B/A = 1.91
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2 - Dominance Test is >50%
7. X 3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0°
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

30 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point: ~ WR-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-3 10YR 3/1 100 Loamy/Clayey
3-12 10YR 3/1 95 10YR 4/6 5 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
12-16 10YR 3/1 90 10YR 4/6 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
16-20 10YR 3/1 100 Loamy/Clayey

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

___Histosol (A1)

____2cm Muck (A1

Hydric Soil Indicators:

___Histic Epipedon (A2)
___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)

0)

___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
____Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Matrix (F3)
_X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Type:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

N/A

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

_X Surface Water

_X_Saturation (A3)

___Algal Mat or Cri

(A1)

_X_High Water Table (A2)

____Water Marks (B1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)

ust (B4)

____Iron Deposits (B5)
____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

_X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

_X_Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils
Thin Muck Surface (C7)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
_X_Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
(C6) _X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present?
Water Table Present?
Saturation Present?
(includes capillary fringe)

Yes
Yes
Yes

X
X
X

No Depth (inches): 1
No Depth (inches): 1
No Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Applicant/Owner:

The New Albany Company

Sampling Date:

0392022

State: OH Sampling Point: W-S-1

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression

Slope (%): Lat: 40.104620°

Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Long: -82.712561°

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington (BeB)

NWI classification: None

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

Are Vegetation

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Yes X

, Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X No

No (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 Vegetation Present? Yes

Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes
Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Acer saccharinum 70 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Quercus palustris 30 Yes FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 5 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 6 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That

100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 83.3% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size:
1. Lindera benzoin 10 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Rosa multiflora 30 Yes FACU Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 30 x1= 30
4. FACW species 160 x2= 320
5 FAC species 0 x3= 0

40 =Total Cover FACU species 30 x4 = 120
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Carex spp. 50 Yes FACW Column Totals: 220 (A) 470 (B)
2. Cinna arundinacea 30 Yes OBL Prevalence Index = B/A = 2.14
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2 - Dominance Test is >50%
7. X 3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0°
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

80 _ =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point:  W-8-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-12 10YR 3/1 85 10YR 4/6 15 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
____Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
_X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type: N/A

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

_X Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

_X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

____Aquatic Fauna (B13)

____True Aquatic Plants (B14)

____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Thin Muck Surface (C7)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

(includes capillary fringe)

Surface Water Present? Yes X
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

No Depth (inches): 0.5
No Depth (inches): 0.5
No Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  03/3/2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: WT-1
Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): 3 Lat: 40.102563° Long: -82.710200° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington (BeB) NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No _ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation  ,Soil_____, orHydrology_____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__
Are Vegetation  ,Soil___,orHydrology  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 X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Acer saccharinum 70 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 4 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 4 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That
70 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Comus sericea 10 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 30 x1= 30
4. FACW species 140 xX2= 280
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0
10 =Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Ajuga reptans 60 Yes FACW Column Totals: 170 (A) 310 (B)
2. Toxicodendron radicans 20 Yes OBL Prevalence Index = B/A = 1.82
3. Leersia oryzoides 10 No OBL
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2 - Dominance Test is >50%
7. X 3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0°
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)
80 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point: ~ WT-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 4/1 90 10YR 7/6 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
____Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type: N/A

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

_X Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

_X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

____Aquatic Fauna (B13)

____True Aquatic Plants (B14)

____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
____Thin Muck Surface (C7)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

(includes capillary fringe)

Surface Water Present? Yes X
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

No Depth (inches): 0.5
No Depth (inches): 0.5
No Depth (inches): 0

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Applicant/Owner:

The New Albany Company

Sampling Date:  03/2/2022

State: OH Sampling Point: WwuU-4

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression

Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): 3 Lat: 40.104579°

Long: -82.708713°

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington (BeB)

NWI classification: PEM1C

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

Are Vegetation

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

, Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X No

No (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 Vegetation Present? Yes

Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes
Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Acer saccharinum 80 Yes FAC Number of Dominant Species That
2. Salix nigra 20 Yes OBL Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 5 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 6 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That

100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 83.3% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size:
1. Cornus sericea 5 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Rosa multiflora 5 Yes FACU Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 50 x1= 50
4. FACW species 5 xX2= 10
5 FAC species 95 x3= 285

10 =Total Cover FACU species 20 x4 = 80
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Juncus effusus 30 Yes OBL Column Totals: 170 (A) 425 (B)
2. Toxicodendron radicans 15 Yes FAC Prevalence Index = B/A = 2.50
3. Daclylis glomerata 10 No FACU
4. Solidago spp. 5 No FACU Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2 - Dominance Test is >50%
7. X 3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0°
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

60 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point:  WU-4

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-3 10YR 4/1 90 10YR 4/6 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
3-10 10YR 5/1 65 10YR 7/6 35 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:

___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)

___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7)

___Stratified Layers (A5)

___2cm Muck (A10)

___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type: N/A
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes X

No

Remarks:

Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

_X Surface Water (A1) _X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
_X_High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
_X_Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 1
Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 1
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 0

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date: 04/22/2022

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

State: OH Sampling Point: WV-1

Investigator(s): Bryan Lombard, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression

Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave
Slope (%): 5  Lat: 40.102475° Long: -82.713610°

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo (Pe)

NWI classification: PFO1C

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

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X No

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Yes X

No (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 Vegetation Present? Yes X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Fraxinus pennsylvanica 80 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Ulmus americana 20 Yes FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 3 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That

100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Comus sericea 10 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 110 x2= 220
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

10 =Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Column Totals: 110 (A) 220 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 2.00
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2 - Dominance Test is >50%
7. X 3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0°
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

=Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point: ~ WV-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-3 10YR 4/1 90 10YR 4/6 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
3-10 10YR 5/1 65 10YR 7/6 35 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:

___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)

____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)

___2cm Muck (A10)

___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
____Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type: N/A
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:
This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

_X Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)

_X_ Water Marks (B1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)

X Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
Aquatic Fauna (B13)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)

____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) X Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) _X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) _X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 4
Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 4
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 0 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  05/20/2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: wz-1
Investigator(s): Bryan Lombard, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression/farm field/fence row

Slope (%): 3 Lat: 40.097152° Long: -82.729675°

Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo (Pe)

NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X No
Are Vegetation , Soil , 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 X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 2 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 10 x1= 10
4. FACW species 75 x2= 150
5. FAC species 13 x3= 39

=Total Cover FACU species 2 x4 = 8
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Carex spp. 40 Yes FACW Column Totals: 100 (A) 207 (B)
2. Phalaris arundinacea 30 Yes FACW Prevalence Index = B/A = 2.07
3. Juncus effusus 10 No OBL
4. Agrimonia parviflora 5 No FACW Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Rumex crispus 5 No FAC ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. Toxicodendron radicans 5 No FAC _X_2 - Dominance Test is >50%
7. Setaria pumila 3 No FAC X 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0'
8. Rubus idaeus 2 No FACU T 4- Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

100 _ =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point: ~ WZ-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 3/1 95 10YR 5/4 5 C M Loamy/Clayey Distinct redox concentrations
6-12 10YR 3/1 75 10YR 5/4 25 C M Loamy/Clayey Distinct redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:

___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5)

___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) _X_Depleted Matrix (F3)

___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) _X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

_X Surface Water (A1) _X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
_X_High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)
_X_Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) X Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) _X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
: Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) _X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 6
Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 6
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 0

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point: ~ WZ-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 3/1 95 10YR 5/4 5 C M Loamy/Clayey Distinct redox concentrations
6-12 10YR 3/1 75 10YR 5/4 25 C M Loamy/Clayey Distinct redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:

___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5)

___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) _X_Depleted Matrix (F3)

___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) _X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

_X Surface Water (A1) _X_ Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
_X_High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)
_X_Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) X Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) _X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
: Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) _X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 6
Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 6
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 0

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

State: OH

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): terrace

Sampling Date:
Sampling Point:

4-13-2022
U-A-24

Local relief (concave, convex, none): none

Slope (%): Lat: 40.099727°

Long: -82.726188°

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington silt loam (BeB)

NWI classification: NA

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

Are Vegetation

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

, Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present?

Yes X

No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Yes X No

(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 X Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Prunus serotina 50 Yes FACU Number of Dominant Species That
2. Carya ovalis 10 No FACU Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Acer saccharum 20 Yes FACU Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Acer saccharinum 20 Yes FACW Across All Strata: 4 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That
100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 25.0% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 20 xX2= 40
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 84 x4 = 336
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 90 x5= 450
1. Erythronium americanum 90 Yes UPL Column Totals: 194 (A) 826 (B)
2. Podophyllum peltatum 2 No FACU Prevalence Index = B/A = 4.26
3. Geranium maculatum 2 No FACU
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. T datain Remarks orona separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

Woody Vine Stratum
1.

(Plot size: 15'

94 =Total Cover

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

2.

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic
Vegetation
Present?

Yes No X

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point:  U-A-24

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 4/2 100 Loamy/Clayey
6-12 10YR 6/1 80 10YR 5/6 20 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
____Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes X

No

Remarks:

Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:
No hydology observed.

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site.

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

Sampling Date:

4-13-2022

State: OH Sampling Point: U-B-1

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): terrace

Slope (%): Lat: 40.100192°

Local relief (concave, convex, none): none
Long: -82.727672°

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe)

NWI classification: NA

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

Are Vegetation

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Yes X

, Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present?

No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Yes X No

(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 X No
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland?

Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Acer saccharinum 70 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Caryaovata 15 No FACU Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
3. Juglans nigra 10 No FACU Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Ulmus americana 5 No FACW Across All Strata: 3 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That

100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 66.7% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Lindera benzoin 10 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 87 xX2= 174
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

10 =Total Cover FACU species 50 x4 = 200
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Geranium maculatum 25 Yes FACU Column Totals: 137 (A) 374 (B)
2. Cardamine douglassii 2 No FACW Prevalence Index = B/A = 2.73
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2 - Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

27 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL Sampling Point: ~ U-B-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-10 10YR 4/1 90 10YR 4/6 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2| ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) _X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) ___Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) _? Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes_ X No__
Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) _X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:
No hydrology observed.

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515- Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date: 4-13-2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: U-C-15
Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): terrace Local relief (concave, convex, none): none

Slope (%): Lat: 40.100644° Long: -82.729582° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No _ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation  ,Soil_____, orHydrology_____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__

Are Vegetation  ,Soil___,orHydrology  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 X Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Acer saccharum 80 Yes FACU Number of Dominant Species That
2. Caryaovata 20 Yes FACU Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 4 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That
100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 25.0% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 5 xX2= 10
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 105 x4 = 420
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Geranium maculatum 5 Yes FACU Column Totals: 110 (A) 430 (B)
2. Cardamine douglassii 5 Yes FACW Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.91
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

10 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL Sampling Point:  U-C-15

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-10 10YR 4/1 90 10YR 4/6 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2| ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) _X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) ___Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) _? Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes_ X No__
Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:
No hydrology observed.

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515- Acre Site

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

Sampling Date:  4-19-2022

State: OH Sampling Point: U-D-4

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): slope

Slope (%): Lat: 40.100715°

Local relief (concave, convex, none): sloping
Long: -82.728448°

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe)

NWI classification: NA

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

Are Vegetation

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Yes X

, Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present?

No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Yes X No

(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 X
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland?

Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Acer saccharinum 80 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Carya ovata 15 No FACU Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
3. Juglans nigra 5 No FACU Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 4 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That

100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Lindera benzoin 40 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Rosa multiflora 10 Yes FACU Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 122 xX2= 244
5 FAC species 0 x3= 0

50 =Total Cover FACU species 55 x4 = 220
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Geranium maculatum 25 Yes FACU Column Totals: 177 (A) 464 (B)
2. Cardamine douglassii 2 No FACW Prevalence Index = B/A = 2.62
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

27 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL Sampling Point: ~ U-D-4

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-10 10YR 4/1 90 10YR 5/6 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2| ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) _X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) ___Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) _? Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes_ X No__
Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:
No hydrology observed.

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515- Acre Site

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

Sampling Date:  4-19-2022

State: OH Sampling Point: U-E-9

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): terrace

Slope (%): Lat: 40.099996°

Local relief (concave, convex, none): none

Long: -82.728176°

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe)

NWI classification: NA

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

Are Vegetation

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Yes X

, Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present?

No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Yes X No

(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 X No
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland?

Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Acer rubrum 30 Yes FAC Number of Dominant Species That
2. Juglans nigra 60 Yes FACU Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (A)
3. Uimus americana 10 No FACW Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 5 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That

100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 60.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Lindera benzoin 40 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 60 x2= 120
5. FAC species 30 x3= 90

40 =Total Cover FACU species 75 x4 = 300
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Geranium maculatum 15 Yes FACU Column Totals: 165 (A) 510 (B)
2. Cardamine douglassii 10 Yes FACW Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.09
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2 - Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

25  =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point: U-E-9

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-15 10YR 3/1 95 10YR 5/6 5 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
15-20 10YR 4/1 80 10YR 5/6 20 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
____Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Matrix (F3)
_X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
_? Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes X

No

Remarks:

Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:
No hydrology observed.

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515- Acre Site

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

Sampling Date:

4-19-2022

State: OH Sampling Point: U-F-2

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): terrace

Local relief (concave, convex, none): none

Slope (%): Lat: 40.099551°

Long: -82.730613°

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington silt loam (BeB)

NWI classification: NA

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

Are Vegetation

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

, Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present?

Yes X

No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Yes X No

(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 X
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland?

Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Gleditsia triacanthos 30 Yes FACU Number of Dominant Species That
2. Fraxinus pennsylvanica 15 Yes FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 4 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That
45 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.0% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 65 x2= 130
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 70 x4 = 280
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Apocynum cannabinum 30 Yes FACU Column Totals: 135 (A) 410 (B)
2. Solidago canadensis 50 Yes FACW Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.04
3. Rosa carolina 10 No FACU
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

80 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

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

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point: U-F-2

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-15 10YR 3/1 95 10YR 5/6 5 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
15-20 10YR 4/1 70 10YR 5/6 30 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
____Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Matrix (F3)
_X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
_? Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes X

No

Remarks:

Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:
No hydrology observed.

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515- Acre Site

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

Sampling Date:

4-19-2022

State: OH Sampling Point: U-G-42

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): terrace

Slope (%): Lat: 40.100665°

Local relief (concave, convex, none): none

Long: -82.729857°

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe)

NWI classification: NA

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

Are Vegetation

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Yes X

, Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present?

No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

No

Yes X

(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 X
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland?

Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Carya ovata 50 Yes FACU Number of Dominant Species That
2. Ulmus americana 50 Yes FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 6 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That

100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Lindera benzoin 10 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Ligustrum vulgare 5 Yes FACU Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 65 x2= 130
5 FAC species 0 x3= 0

15 =Total Cover FACU species 65 x4 = 260
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Geranium maculatum 10 Yes FACU Column Totals: 130 (A) 390 (B)
2. Cardamine douglassii 5 Yes FACW Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.00
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

15 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point:  U-G-42

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
04 10YR 4/2 100 Loamy/Clayey
4-10 10YR 4/1 85 10YR 4/6 15 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
____Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
_? Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes X

No

Remarks:

Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:
No hydrology observed.

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515- Acre Site

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Sampling Date:

Applicant/Owner: The City of New Albany

4-20-2022

State: OH Sampling Point: Up-H-2

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): terrace

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Local relief (concave, convex, none): none

Slope (%): Lat: 40.096472° Long: -82.732406° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington silt loam (BeB) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No _ (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation  ,Soil_____, orHydrology_____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No

Are Vegetation , Soil , 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 X Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 3 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 0 xX2= 0
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 100 x4 = 400
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Trifolium repens 20 Yes FACU Column Totals: 100 (A) 400 (B)
2. Festuca spp. 70 Yes FACU Prevalence Index = B/A = 4.00
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

80 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Vitis labrusca 10 Yes FACU Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
10 =Total Cover Present? Yes No X

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL Sampling Point: ~ Up-H-2

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-20 10YR 4/3 100 Loamy/Clayey
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2| ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) ___Depleted Matrix (F3)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) ___Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes  No_X
Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:
No hydrology observed.

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515- Acre Site

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  4-19-2022

State: OH Sampling Point: U-1-1

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): terrace

Local relief (concave, convex, none): none

Slope (%): Lat: 40.098104° Long: -82.731847° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No _ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation  ,Soil_____, orHydrology_____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__
Are Vegetation  ,Soil___,orHydrology  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 X Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Pinus strobus 30 Yes FACU Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 4 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That

30 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 0 xX2= 0
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 110 x4 = 440

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 30 x5= 150
1. Glechoma hederacea 10 No FACU Column Totals: 140 (A) 590 (B)
2. Taraxacum officinale 30 Yes UPL Prevalence Index = B/A = 4.21
3. Festuca spp. 60 Yes FACU
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

100 _ =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Vitis labrusca 10 Yes FACU Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

10 =Total Cover Present? Yes No X

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL Sampling Point: ~ U-I-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-10 10YR 4/1 95 10YR 4/4 5 C M Loamy/Clayey Distinct redox concentrations
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2| ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) _X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) ___Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) _? Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes_ X No__
Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:
No hydrology observed.

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515- Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  04/13/2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: UPJ-1
Investigator(s): Bryan Lombard, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): farm field Local relief (concave, convex, none): convex

Slope (%): 3 Lat: 40.103056° Long: -82.733234° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: pewamo silty clay loam (Pe) NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No _ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation  ,Soil_____, orHydrology_____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__

Are Vegetation  ,Soil___,orHydrology  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 X Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X
Remarks:
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 1 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 0 xX2= 0
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species 100 x5= 500
1. Zea mays 100 Yes UPL Column Totals: 100 (A) 500 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 5.00
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

100 _ =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X
Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Fallow Corn Field

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL Sampling Point: ~ UPJ-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-12 10YR 3/2 90 10YR 5/4 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Distinct redox concentrations
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2| ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) ___Depleted Matrix (F3)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) _X_Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type: N/A

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes_ X No__
Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515- Acre Site

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Applicant/Owner:

The New Albany Company

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Sampling Date:  4-14-2022

State: OH Sampling Point: U-K-1

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): terrace

Slope (%):

Lat: 40.101298°

Local relief (concave, convex, none): none
Long: -82.722499°

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington silt loam (BeB)

NWI classification: NA

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

Are Vegetation

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Yes X

, Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X No

No (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.

Hydric Soil Present?

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No X

Yes X No
Yes No X

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland?

Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Fagus grandifolia 70 Yes FACU Number of Dominant Species That
2. Prunus serotina 20 Yes FACU Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Quercus palustris 10 No FACW Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 3 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That
100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 33.3% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Lindera benzoin 5 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 15 x2= 30
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

5 =Total Cover FACU species 90 x4 = 360
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Column Totals: 105 (A) 390 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.71
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

=Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

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

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point: U-K-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
04 10YR 4/2 100 Loamy/Clayey
4-10 10YR 4/1 70 10YR 7/6 30 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:

___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)

___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7)

___Stratified Layers (A5)

___2cm Muck (A10)

___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
_? Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes X

No

Remarks:

Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
_? Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515- Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date: 04/14/2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: UPL-1
Investigator(s): Bryan Lombard, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): woods Local relief (concave, convex, none): convex

Slope (%): 7 Lat: 40.100944° Long: -82.723163° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: bennington (BeB) NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No _ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation  ,Soil_____, orHydrology_____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__

Are Vegetation  ,Soil___,orHydrology  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 X Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Gleditsia triacanthos 70 Yes FACU Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 3 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That
70 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 33.3% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Rosa multifiora 10 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Lindera benzoin FACW Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 10 x2= 20
5 FAC species 0 x3= 0
10 =Total Cover FACU species 85 x4 = 340
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species 0 x5= 0

Geranium maculatum 15 Yes FACU Column Totals: 95 (A) 360 (B)
Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.79

1.

2

3

4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6

7

8

9

2 - Dominance Test is >50%

3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0'

4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

10. Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)
__ 15 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

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

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL Sampling Point: ~ UPL-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-12 10YR 3/2 90 10YR 5/4 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Distinct redox concentrations
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2| ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) ___Depleted Matrix (F3)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) _X_Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type: N/A

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes_ X No__
Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515- Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date: 4-14-2022

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

State: OH Sampling Point: U-M-2

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): terrace

Local relief (concave, convex, none): none
Slope (%): Lat: 40.102310° Long: -82.721869°

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe)

NWI classification: NA

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

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X No

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Yes X

No (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 Vegetation Present? Yes No X Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Fagus grandifolia 20 Yes FACU Number of Dominant Species That
2. Carya ovata 5 No FACU Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (A)
3. Acer saccharum 30 Yes FACU Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Acer saccharinum 20 Yes FACW Across All Strata: 7 (B)
5. Ostrya virginiana 25 Yes FACU Percent of Dominant Species That

100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 429% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Lindera benzoin 15 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 40 xX2= 80
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

15 =Total Cover FACU species 85 x4 = 340
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Cardamine douglassii 5 Yes FACW Column Totals: 125 (A) 420 (B)
2. Geranium maculatum 5 Yes FACU Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.36
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

10 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point: U-M-2

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 4/2 100 Loamy/Clayey
6-12 10YR 4/1 90 10YR 5/6 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
____Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes X

No

Remarks:

Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:
No hydology observed.

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515- Acre Site

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Sampling Date:

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

4-20-2022

State: OH Sampling Point: W-N-9

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): terrace

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Local relief (concave, convex, none): none

Slope (%): Lat: 40.102730° Long: -82.720996° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Pewamo silty clay loam (Pe) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No _ (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation  ,Soil_____, orHydrology_____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No

Are Vegetation , Soil , 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 X Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 1 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 0 xX2= 0
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 100 x4 = 400
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Festuca spp. 100 Yes FACU Column Totals: 100 (A) 400 (B)
2 Prevalence Index = B/A = 4.00
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6 ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8 T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

100 =Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' )

1.

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

2.

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic
Vegetation
Present? Yes No X

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL Sampling Point: ~ W-N-9

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-20 10YR 3/2 85 10YR 5/6 15 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2| ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) ___Depleted Matrix (F3)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) _X_Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) _? Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes_ X No__
Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:
No hydrology observed.

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515- Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date: 4-14-2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: U-0-19
Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): terrace Local relief (concave, convex, none): none

Slope (%): Lat: 40.101986° Long: -82.720513° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington silt loam (BeB) NWI classification: NA

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No _ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation  ,Soil_____, orHydrology_____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__

Are Vegetation  ,Soil___,orHydrology  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 X Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Fagus grandifolia 30 Yes FACU Number of Dominant Species That
2. Quercus bicolor 10 No FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
3. Quercus rubra 40 Yes FACU Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Ulmus americana 20 Yes FACW Across All Strata: 6 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That
100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 33.3% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Lindera benzoin 15 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 45 xX2= 90
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0
15 =Total Cover FACU species 75 x4 = 300
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 5 x5= 25
1. Fragaria vesca 5 Yes UPL Column Totals: 125 (A) 415 (B)
2. Claylonia virginica 5 Yes FACU Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.32
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)
10 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point:  U-0-19

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 3/2 100 Loamy/Clayey
6-20 10YR 3/2 90 10YR 5/6 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
____Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Matrix (F3)
_X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes X

No

Remarks:

Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:
No hydology observed.

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515- Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date: 04/14/2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: UPP-1
Investigator(s): Bryan Lombard, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): woods Local relief (concave, convex, none): convex

Slope (%): 4 Lat: 40.100913° Long: -82.719522° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington (BeB) NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No _ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation  ,Soil_____, orHydrology_____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__

Are Vegetation  ,Soil___,orHydrology  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 X Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Fraxinus pennsylvanica 70 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Fagus grandifolia 30 Yes FACU Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 5 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That
100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 40.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Rosa multifiora 35 Yes FACU Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Lindera benzoin 10 Yes FACW Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 80 x2= 160
5 FAC species 0 x3= 0
45 =Total Cover FACU species 85 x4 = 340
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species 0 x5= 0

Geranium maculatum 20 Yes FACU Column Totals: 165 (A) 500 (B)
Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.03

1.

2

3

4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6

7

8

9

2 - Dominance Test is >50%

3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0'
4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

10. Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)
__20 =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

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

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL Sampling Point: ~ UPP-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-12 10YR 3/2 95 10YR 5/4 5 C M Loamy/Clayey Distinct redox concentrations
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2| ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) ___Depleted Matrix (F3)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) _X_Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type: N/A

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes_ X No__
Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515- Acre Site

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Sampling Date:  4-20-2022

State: OH Sampling Point: U-Q-1

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression
Slope (%): Lat: 40.100815°

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave

Long: -82.715253°

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Condit silt loam (Cn)

NWI classification: NA

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

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Yes X

, Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present?

No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Yes X No

(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 X
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland?

Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Acer saccharinum 70 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Maclura pomifera 30 Yes FACU Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 6 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That

100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 16.7% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' )
1. Ligustrum vulgare 10 Yes FACU Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Rubus occidentalis 5 Yes UPL Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 70 xX2= 140
5 FAC species 0 x3= 0

15 =Total Cover FACU species 55 x4 = 220
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) UPL species 20 x5= 100
1. Solidago canadensis 10 Yes FACU Column Totals: 145 (A) 460 (B)
2. Fragaria vesca 15 Yes UPL Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.17
3. Aster spp. 5 No FACU
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

30 =Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15' )

1.

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

2.

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic
Vegetation

Present? Yes No X

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Buttonbush is located in the center of the wetland.

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL Sampling Point: ~ U-Q-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-10 10YR 4/2 90 10YR 5/6 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2| ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) _X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) ___Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) _? Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes_ X No__
Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:
No hydrology observed.

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515- Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  03/2/2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: UPR-1
Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): woods Local relief (concave, convex, none): convex

Slope (%): 3 Lat: 40.104522° Long: -82.711540° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington (BeB) NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No _ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation  ,Soil_____, orHydrology_____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__
Are Vegetation  ,Soil___,orHydrology  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 X Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Ulmus rubra 65 Yes FAC Number of Dominant Species That
2. Quercus rubra 20 Yes FACU Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
3. Populus deltoides 10 No FAC Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Maclura pomifera 5 No FACU Across All Strata: 4 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That

100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Rosa multifiora 20 Yes FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 20 x2= 40
5. FAC species 75 x3= 225

20 =Total Cover FACU species 75 x4 = 300
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Column Totals: 170 (A) 565 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.32
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

=Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Vilis vinifera 50 Yes FACU Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

50 =Total Cover Present? Yes No X

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
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SOIL Sampling Point:  UPR-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-3 10YR 3/2 100

3-20 10YR 5/3 90 10YR 7/6 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Distinct redox concentrations
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2| ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) ___Depleted Matrix (F3)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) ___Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type: N/A

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes  No_X
Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515- Acre Site

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Applicant/Owner:

The New Albany Company

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Sampling Date:  03/9/2022

State: OH Sampling Point: U-S-1

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): terrace

Slope (%):

Lat: 40.104620°

Local relief (concave, convex, none): none
Long: -82.712561°

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington (BeB)

NWI classification: None

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

Are Vegetation

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Yes X

, Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present?

No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Yes X No

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?
Hydric Soil Present?
Wetland Hydrology Present?

Yes
Yes
Yes

No X
X No
No X

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland?

Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Acer saccharinum 50 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Quercus palustris 20 Yes FACW Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
3. Juglans nigra 30 Yes FACU Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 5 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That

100 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 40.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Rosa multifiora 20 Yes FACU Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 70 xX2= 140
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

20 =Total Cover FACU species 80 x4 = 320
Herb Stratum (Plot size: UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. . Column Totals: 150 (A) 460 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.07
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

=Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Vitis labrusca 30 Yes FACU Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

30 =Total Cover Present? Yes No X

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

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL Sampling Point: ~ U-S-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-12 10YR 3/1 85 10YR 4/6 15 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2| ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) _X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) _X_Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type: N/A

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes_ X No__
Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Supplier Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  03/3/2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: WT-1
Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): woods Local relief (concave, convex, none): convex

Slope (%): 3 Lat: 40.102970° Long: -82.709874° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington (BeB) NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No _ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation  ,Soil_____, orHydrology_____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__
Are Vegetation  ,Soil___,orHydrology  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 X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Acer saccharinum %0 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 3 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species That

90 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 33.3% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Rosa multifiora 10 Yes FACU Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Lonicera periclymenum 10 Yes FACU Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 90 x2= 180
5 FAC species 0 x3= 0

20 =Total Cover FACU species 20 x4 = 80
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Column Totals: 110 (A) 260 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 2.36
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

=Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation
=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL Sampling Point: ~ WT-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-6 10YR 4/3 100

6-12 10YR 4/2 80 10YR 4/6 20 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2| ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) _X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) ___Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type: N/A

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes_ X No__
Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:
none observed

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site

City/County: New Albany/ Licking

Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company

Sampling Date:

0322022

State: OH Sampling Point: UPU4

Investigator(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15 W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): field

Local relief (concave, convex, none): convex

Slope (%): 3 Lat: 40.104681°

Long: -82.709135°

Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington (BeB)

NWI classification: None

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

Are Vegetation

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

, Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present?

Yes X

No (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Yes X No

(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 X
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland?

Yes No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 2 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That
=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Elaeagnus umbellata 20 Yes FACU Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 10 x2= 20
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

20 =Total Cover FACU species 95 x4 = 380
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Dactylis glomerata 75 Yes FACU Column Totals: 105 (A) 400 (B)
2. Aster spp. 10 No FACW Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.81
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

85  =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL

Sampling Point:  UPU-4

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
04 10YR 4/2 100 Loamy/Clayey
4-10 10YR 4/2 80 10YR 4/6 20 C PL Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2 ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

___Histic Epipedon (A2)

___ Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___Stratified Layers (A5)
___2cm Muck (A10)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
____Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)
___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_X_Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
___Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type: N/A
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes X

No

Remarks:

Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required

___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
___Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Drainage Patterns (B10)
___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:
none observed

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date: 04/22/2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: UPV-1
Investigator(s): Bryan Lombard, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): farm field Local relief (concave, convex, none): convex

Slope (%): 5 Lat: 40.102486° Long: -82.713862° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington (BeB) NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No _ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation  ,Soil_____, orHydrology_____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__

Are Vegetation  ,Soil___,orHydrology  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 X Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X
Remarks:
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 1 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 0 xX2= 0
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species 100 x5= 500
1. Zea mays 100 Yes UPL Column Totals: 100 (A) 500 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 5.00
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

100 _ =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X
Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Fallow Corn Field

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL Sampling Point:  UPV-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-12 10YR 3/2 90 10YR 5/4 10 C M Loamy/Clayey Distinct redox concentrations
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2| ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) ___Depleted Matrix (F3)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) _X_Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type: N/A

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes_ X No__
Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Clover Valley Road 515-Acre Site City/County: New Albany/ Licking Sampling Date:  05/20/2022
Applicant/Owner: The New Albany Company State: OH Sampling Point: UPZ-1
Investigator(s): Bryan Lombard, EMH&T Section, Township, Range: T.2N;R. 15W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): farm field Local relief (concave, convex, none): convex

Slope (%): 3 Lat: 40.097134° Long: -82.729473° Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Bennington (BeB) NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No _ (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation  ,Soil_____, orHydrology_____significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__

Are Vegetation  ,Soil___,orHydrology  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 X Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X
Remarks:
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant Species
4. Across All Strata: 1 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1= 0
4. FACW species 0 xX2= 0
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: ) UPL species 100 x5= 500
1. Zea mays 100 Yes UPL Column Totals: 100 (A) 500 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 5.00
3
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. T 4- Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

100 _ =Total Cover "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X
Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Fallow Corn Field

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0



SOIL Sampling Point:  UPZ-1

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-12 10YR 3/2 100
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2| ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Histosol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Sandy Redox (S5) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) ___Depleted Matrix (F3)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) ___Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type: N/A

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes  No_X
Remarks:

This data form is revised from Midwest Regional Supplement Version 2.0 to include the NRCS Field Indicators of Hydric Soils, Version 7.0, 2015
Errata. (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENT S/nrcs142p2_051293.docx)

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required
___Surface Water (A1) ___Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) __ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___ Drift Deposits (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)

___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

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

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region — Version 2.0
























Name of Wetland: Wetland K

Wetland Size (acres, hectares):
Sketch: Include north arrow, relationship with other surface waters, vegetation zones, etc.

See Delineation Map.

0.2 acre

Comments, Narrative Discussion, Justification of Category Changes:

NA

Category: |1 or 2 gray zone

Final score : 3




Scoring Boundary Worksheet

INSTRUCTIONS. The initial step in completing the ORAM is to identify the “scoring boundaries” of the wetland
being rated. In many instances this determination will be relatively easy and the scoring boundaries will coincide
with the “jurisdictional boundaries.” For example, the scoring boundary of an isolated cattail marsh located in the
middle of a farm field will likely be the same as that wetland’s jurisdictional boundaries. In other instances,
however, the scoring boundary will not be as easily determined. Wetlands that are small or isolated from other
surface waters often form large contiguous areas or heterogeneous complexes of wetland and upland. In separating
wetlands for scoring purposes, the hydrologic regime of the wetland is the main criterion that should be used.
Boundaries between contiguous or connected wetlands should be established where the volume, flow, or velocity of
water moving through the wetland changes significantly. Areas with a high degree of hydrologic interaction should
be scored as a single wetland. In determining a wetland’s scoring boundaries, use the guidelines in the ORAM
Manual Section 5.0. In certain instances, it may be difficult to establish the scoring boundary for the wetland being
rated. These problem situations include wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, wetlands divided by
artificial boundaries like property fences, roads, or railroad embankments, wetlands that are contiguous with
streams, lakes, or rivers, and estuarine or coastal wetlands. These situations are discussed below, however, it is
recommended that Rater contact Ohio EPA, Division of Surface Water, 401/Wetlands Section if there are additional
questions or a need for further clarification of the appropriate scoring boundaries of a particular wetland.

# Steps in properly establishing scoring boundaries done? not applicable
Step 1 Identify the wetland area of interest. This may be the site of a

proposed impact, a reference site, conservation site, etc. X
Step 2 Identify the locations where there is physical evidence that hydrology

changes rapidly. Such evidence includes both natural and human- X

induced changes including, constrictions caused by berms or dikes,
points where the water velocity changes rapidly at rapids or falls,
points where significant inflows occur at the confluence of rivers, or
other factors that may restrict hydrologic interaction between the
wetlands or parts of a single wetland.

Step 3 Delineate the boundary of the wetland to be rated such that all areas
of interest that are contiguous to and within the areas where the X
hydrology does not change significantly, i.e. areas that have a high
degree of hydrologic interaction are included within the scoring

boundary.
Step 4 Determine if artificial boundaries, such as property lines, state lines,
roads, railroad embankments, etc., are present. These should not be X

used to establish scoring boundaries unless they coincide with areas
where the hydrologic regime changes.

Step 5 In all instances, the Rater may enlarge the minimum scoring
boundaries discussed here to score together wetlands that could be X
scored separately.

Step 6 Consult ORAM Manual Section 5.0 for how to establish scoring
boundaries for wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, X
divided by artificial boundaries, contiguous to streams, lakes or rivers,
or for dual classifications.

End of Scoring Boundary Determination. Begin Narrative Rating on next page.









Table 1. Characteristic plant species.

invasive/exotic spp fen species bog species Oak Opening species wet prairie species

Lythrum salicaria Zygadenus elegans var. glaucus  Calla palustris Carex cryptolepis Calamagrostis canadensis
Myriophyllum spicatum  Cacalia plantaginea Carex atlantica var. capillacea Carex lasiocarpa Calamogrostis stricta
Najas minor Carex flava Carex echinata Carex stricta Carex atherodes
Phalaris arundinacea Carex sterilis Carex oligosperma Cladium mariscoides Carex buxbaumii
Phragmites australis Carex stricta Carex trisperma Calamagrostis stricta Carex pellita
Potamogeton crispus Deschampsia caespitosa Chamaedaphne calyculata Calamagrostis canadensis Carex sartwellii
Ranunculus ficaria Eleocharis rostellata Decodon verticillatus Quercus palustris Gentiana andrewsii
Rhamnus frangula Eriophorum viridicarinatum Eriophorum virginicum Helianthus grosseserratus
Typha angustifolia Gentianopsis spp. Larix laricina Liatris spicata
Typha xglauca Lobelia kalmii Nemopanthus mucronatus Lysimachia quadriflora

Parnassia glauca Schechzeria palustris Lythrum alatum

Potentilla fruticosa Sphagnum spp. Pycnanthemum virginianum

Rhamnus alnifolia
Rhynchospora capillacea
Salix candida

Salix myricoides

Salix serissima

Solidago ohioensis
Tofieldia glutinosa
Triglochin maritimum
Triglochin palustre

Vaccinium macrocarpon
Vaccinium corymbosum
Vaccinium oxycoccos
Woodwardia virginica
Xyris difformis

Silphium terebinthinaceum
Sorghastrum nutans
Spartina pectinata
Solidago riddellii

End of Narrative Rating. Begin Quantitative Rating on next page.



ORAM v. 5.0 Field Form Quantitative Rating

| Site: Suppliers Site Wetland K

| Rater(s): Eric Nagy, EMHAT

| Date: 4/14/2022

Metric 1. Wetland Area (size).

Select one size class and assign score.

>50 acres (>20.2ha) (6 pts)

<0.1 acres (0.04ha) (0 pts)

1 1
max 6 pts. subtotal
8 9 Metri

max 14 pis. subtotal

2a. Calc

v

2b. Inten

v

v

6 15

max 30 pis. subtotal

impounded pond

8 23

max 20 pis. subtotal

3a. Sour

Metri

High pH groundwater (5)

Other groundwater (3)

Precipitation (1)

3c. Maxi

>0.7 (27.6in) (3)

v

<0.4m (<15.7in) (1)

3e. Modifications to natural hydrologic regime. Score one or double checl

None or none apparent (12)

Recovered (7)

Recovering (3)

Recent or no recovery (1)

25 to <50 acres (10.1 to <20.2ha) (5 pts)
10 to <25 acres (4 to <10.1ha) (4 pts)

3 to <10 acres (1.2 to <4ha) (3 pts)

0.3 to <3 acres (0.12 to <1.2ha) (2pts)
0.1 to <0.3 acres (0.04 to <0.12ha) (1 pt)

ces of Water. Score all that apply. 3b.

Seasonal/Intermittent surface water (3)
Perennial surface water (lake or stream) (5) 3d.
mum water depth. Select only one and assign score.

0.4 to 0.7m (15.7 to 27.6in) (2)

Check all disturbances observed
ditch

tile

dike

weir

stormwater input

¢ 2. Upland buffers and surrounding land use.

llate average buffer width. Select only one and assign score. Do not double check.

WIDE. Buffers average 50m (164ft) or more around wetland perimeter (7)

MEDIUM. Buffers average 25m to <50m (82 to <164ft) around wetland perimeter (4)

NARROW. Buffers average 10m to <25m (32ft to <82ft) around wetland perimeter (1)

VERY NARROW. Buffers average <10m (<32ft) around wetland perimeter (0)

sity of surrounding land use. Select one or double check and average.

VERY LOW. 2nd growth or older forest, prairie, savannah, wildlife area, etc. (7)

LOW. Old field (>10 years), shrub land, young second growth forest. (5)

MODERATELY HIGH. Residential, fenced pasture, park, conservation tillage, new fallow field. (3)
HIGH. Urban, industrial, open pasture, row cropping, mining, construction. (1)

¢ 3. Hydrology.

Connectivity. Score all that apply.

100 year floodplain (1)

Between stream/lake and other human use (1)

v

Part of wetland/upland (e.q. forest}, complex (1)

Part of riparian or upland corridor (1)

Duration inundation/saturation. Score one or dbl check.

Semi- to permanently inundated/saturated (4)

Regularly inundated/saturated (3)

v

Seasonally inundated (2)

Seasonally saturated in upper 30cm (12in) (1)

k and average.

point source (nonstormwater)

filling/grading

road bed/RR track

dredging

other

Metric 4. Habitat Alteration and Development.

4a. Substrate disturbance. Score one or double check and average.

None or none apparent (4)

v

Recovered (3)

Recovering (2)

Recent or no recovery (1)

4b. Habitat development. Select only one and assign score.

Excellent (7)

Very good (6)

Good (5)

Moderately good (4)

Fair (3)

v

Poor to fair (2)

Poor (1)

4c. Habitat alteration. Score one or double check and average.

None or none apparent (9)

Recovered (6)

Recovering (3)

Recent or no recovery (1)

23

subtotal this page

last revised 1 February 2001 jjm

Check all disturbances observed
mowing

grazing

clearcutting

v |selective cutting

woody debris removal
toxic pollutants

shrub/sapling removal

herbaceous/aquatic bed removal

sedimentation

dredging

farming

nutrient enrichment




ORAM v. 5.0 Field Form Quantitative Rating

| Site: Suppliers Site Wetland K

| Rater(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T | Date: 4/14/2022

23

subtotal first page

0

23 Metric 5. Special Wetlands.

max 10 pts.

subtotal  Check all that apply and score as indicated.

Bog (10)

|| Fen (10)

Old growth forest (10)

Mature forested wetland (5)

7

Lake Erie coastal/tributary wetland-unrestricted hydrology (10)
Lake Erie coastal/tributary wetland-restricted hydrology (5)
Lake Plain Sand Prairies (Oak Openings) (10)
| __|Relict Wet Prairies (10)
— ]| Known occurrence state/federal threatened or endangered species (10)
| | Significant migratory songbird/water fowl habitat or usage (10)

| Category 1 Wetland. See Question 1 Qualitative Rating (-10)

30 Metric 6. Plant communities, interspersion, microtopography.

max 20 pts.

30

subtotal  Ga. Wetland Vegetation Communities.

Score all

present using 0 to 3 scale.

Aquatic bed

Emergent

Shrub

Forest

Mudflats

Open water

Other

6b. horiz
Select on

ontal (plan view) Interspersion.
ly one.

High (5)

Moderately high(4)
Moderate (3)

Moderately low (2)

Low (1)

None (0)

6c. Coverage of invasive plants. Refer
to Table 1 ORAM long form for list. Add

or deduct points for coverage

Extensive >75% cover (-5)

Moderate 25-75% cover (-3)

Sparse 5-25% cover (-1)

v

Nearly absent <5% cover (0)
Absent (1)

6d. Microtopography.

Score all

present using 0 to 3 scale.

1

Vegetated hummucks/tussucks

Coarse woody debris >15cm (6in)

Standing dead >25cm (10in) dbh

Amphibian breeding pools

Category 1 or 2 gray zone

Vegetation Community Cover Scale

0

Absent or comprises <0.1ha (0.2471 acres) contiguous area

1

Present and either comprises small part of wetland's
vegetation and is of moderate quality, or comprises a
significant part but is of low quality

Present and either comprises significant part of wetland's
vegetation and is of moderate quality or comprises a small
part and is of high quality

Present and comprises significant part, or more, of wetland's
vegetation and is of high quality

Narrative Description of Vegetation Quality

low

Low spp diversity and/or predominance of nonnative or
disturbance tolerant native species

mod

Native spp are dominant component of the vegetation,
although nonnative and/or disturbance tolerant native spp
can also be present, and species diversity moderate to
moderately high, but generally w/o presence of rare
threatened or endangered spp

high

A predominance of native species, with nonnative spp
and/or disturbance tolerant native spp absent or virtually
absent, and high spp diversity and often, but not always,
the presence of rare, threatened, or endangered spp

Mudflat and Open Water Class Quality

0 Absent <0.1ha (0.247 acres)

1 Low 0.1 to <1ha (0.247 to 2.47 acres)

2 Moderate 1 to <4ha (2.47 to 9.88 acres)
3 High 4ha (9.88 acres) or more

Microtopography Cover Scale

0 Absent

1 Present very small amounts or if more common
of marginal quality

2 Present in moderate amounts, but not of highest
quality or in small amounts of highest quality

3 Present in moderate or greater amounts

and of highest quality

End of Quantitative Rating. Complete Categorization Worksheets.












Name of Wetland: Wetland L

Wetland Size (acres, hectares): 1.15 acre

Sketch: Include north arrow, relationship with other surface waters, vegetation zones, etc.

See Delineation Map.

Comments, Narrative Discussion, Justification of Category Changes:

NA

Category: |»

Final score : 54




Scoring Boundary Worksheet

INSTRUCTIONS. The initial step in completing the ORAM is to identify the “scoring boundaries” of the wetland
being rated. In many instances this determination will be relatively easy and the scoring boundaries will coincide
with the “jurisdictional boundaries.” For example, the scoring boundary of an isolated cattail marsh located in the
middle of a farm field will likely be the same as that wetland’s jurisdictional boundaries. In other instances,
however, the scoring boundary will not be as easily determined. Wetlands that are small or isolated from other
surface waters often form large contiguous areas or heterogeneous complexes of wetland and upland. In separating
wetlands for scoring purposes, the hydrologic regime of the wetland is the main criterion that should be used.
Boundaries between contiguous or connected wetlands should be established where the volume, flow, or velocity of
water moving through the wetland changes significantly. Areas with a high degree of hydrologic interaction should
be scored as a single wetland. In determining a wetland’s scoring boundaries, use the guidelines in the ORAM
Manual Section 5.0. In certain instances, it may be difficult to establish the scoring boundary for the wetland being
rated. These problem situations include wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, wetlands divided by
artificial boundaries like property fences, roads, or railroad embankments, wetlands that are contiguous with
streams, lakes, or rivers, and estuarine or coastal wetlands. These situations are discussed below, however, it is
recommended that Rater contact Ohio EPA, Division of Surface Water, 401/Wetlands Section if there are additional
questions or a need for further clarification of the appropriate scoring boundaries of a particular wetland.

# Steps in properly establishing scoring boundaries done? not applicable
Step 1 Identify the wetland area of interest. This may be the site of a

proposed impact, a reference site, conservation site, etc. X
Step 2 Identify the locations where there is physical evidence that hydrology

changes rapidly. Such evidence includes both natural and human- X

induced changes including, constrictions caused by berms or dikes,
points where the water velocity changes rapidly at rapids or falls,
points where significant inflows occur at the confluence of rivers, or
other factors that may restrict hydrologic interaction between the
wetlands or parts of a single wetland.

Step 3 Delineate the boundary of the wetland to be rated such that all areas
of interest that are contiguous to and within the areas where the X
hydrology does not change significantly, i.e. areas that have a high
degree of hydrologic interaction are included within the scoring

boundary.
Step 4 Determine if artificial boundaries, such as property lines, state lines,
roads, railroad embankments, etc., are present. These should not be X

used to establish scoring boundaries unless they coincide with areas
where the hydrologic regime changes.

Step 5 In all instances, the Rater may enlarge the minimum scoring
boundaries discussed here to score together wetlands that could be X
scored separately.

Step 6 Consult ORAM Manual Section 5.0 for how to establish scoring
boundaries for wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, X
divided by artificial boundaries, contiguous to streams, lakes or rivers,
or for dual classifications.

End of Scoring Boundary Determination. Begin Narrative Rating on next page.









Table 1. Characteristic plant species.

invasive/exotic spp fen species bog species Oak Opening species wet prairie species

Lythrum salicaria Zygadenus elegans var. glaucus  Calla palustris Carex cryptolepis Calamagrostis canadensis
Myriophyllum spicatum  Cacalia plantaginea Carex atlantica var. capillacea Carex lasiocarpa Calamogrostis stricta
Najas minor Carex flava Carex echinata Carex stricta Carex atherodes
Phalaris arundinacea Carex sterilis Carex oligosperma Cladium mariscoides Carex buxbaumii
Phragmites australis Carex stricta Carex trisperma Calamagrostis stricta Carex pellita
Potamogeton crispus Deschampsia caespitosa Chamaedaphne calyculata Calamagrostis canadensis Carex sartwellii
Ranunculus ficaria Eleocharis rostellata Decodon verticillatus Quercus palustris Gentiana andrewsii
Rhamnus frangula Eriophorum viridicarinatum Eriophorum virginicum Helianthus grosseserratus
Typha angustifolia Gentianopsis spp. Larix laricina Liatris spicata
Typha xglauca Lobelia kalmii Nemopanthus mucronatus Lysimachia quadriflora

Parnassia glauca Schechzeria palustris Lythrum alatum

Potentilla fruticosa Sphagnum spp. Pycnanthemum virginianum

Rhamnus alnifolia
Rhynchospora capillacea
Salix candida

Salix myricoides

Salix serissima

Solidago ohioensis
Tofieldia glutinosa
Triglochin maritimum
Triglochin palustre

Vaccinium macrocarpon
Vaccinium corymbosum
Vaccinium oxycoccos
Woodwardia virginica
Xyris difformis

Silphium terebinthinaceum
Sorghastrum nutans
Spartina pectinata
Solidago riddellii

End of Narrative Rating. Begin Quantitative Rating on next page.



ORAM v. 5.0 Field Form Quan

titative Rating

| Site: Suppliers Site Wetland L

| Rater(s): Bryan Lombard, EMH&T

| Date: 4/14/2022

2 2 Metric 1. Wetland Area (size).

max6pts.  subtotal  Select one size class and assign score.

>50 acres (>20.2ha) (6 pts)

25 to <50 acres (10.1 to <20.2ha) (5 pts)

10 to <25 acres (4 to <10.1ha) (4 pts)

3 to <10 acres (1.2 to <4ha) (3 pts)

0.3 to <3 acres (0.12 to <1.2ha) (2pts)

0.1 to <0.3 acres (0.04 to <0.12ha) (1 pt)

<0.1 acres (0.04ha) (0 pts)

8 10

max 14 pts.  subtotal 2z, Calcl

Metri

v

2b. Inten

v

v

max30pts.  subtotal 3a. Sources of Water. Score all that apply. 3b.

High pH groundwater (5)

Other groundwater (3)

Precipitation (1)

Seasonal/Intermittent surface water (3)

Perennial surface water (lake or stream) (5) 3d.

3c. Maximum water depth. Select only one and assign score.

>0.7 (27.6in) (3)

v

0.4 to 0.7m (15.7 to 27.6in) (2)

<0.4m (<15.7in) (1)

3e. Modifications to natural hydrologic regime. Score one or double checl

None or none apparent (12)|| Check all disturbances observed

v_|Recovered (7) ditch
Recovering (3) v |tile
Recent or no recovery (1) dike

weir
stormwater input

¢ 2. Upland buffers and surrounding land use.

llate average buffer width. Select only one and assign score. Do not double check.

WIDE. Buffers average 50m (164ft) or more around wetland perimeter (7)

MEDIUM. Buffers average 25m to <50m (82 to <164ft) around wetland perimeter (4)

NARROW. Buffers average 10m to <25m (32ft to <82ft) around wetland perimeter (1)

VERY NARROW. Buffers average <10m (<32ft) around wetland perimeter (0)

sity of surrounding land use. Select one or double check and average.

VERY LOW. 2nd growth or older forest, prairie, savannah, wildlife area, etc. (7)

LOW. Old field (>10 years), shrub land, young second growth forest. (5)

MODERATELY HIGH. Residential, fenced pasture, park, conservation tillage, new fallow field. (3)
HIGH. Urban, industrial, open pasture, row cropping, mining, construction. (1)

16 26 Metric 3. Hydrology.

Connectivity. Score all that apply.

100 year floodplain (1)

v

Between stream/lake and other human use (1)

v

Part of wetland/upland (e.q. forest}, complex (1)

v

Part of riparian or upland corridor (1)

Duration inundation/saturation. Score one or dbl check.

Semi- to permanently inundated/saturated (4)

v

Regularly inundated/saturated (3)

Seasonally inundated (2)

Seasonally saturated in upper 30cm (12in) (1)

k and average.

point source (nonstormwater)

filling/grading

road bed/RR track

dredging

other

max 20 pts.  subtotal 43, Substrate disturbance. Score one or double check and average.

None or none apparent (4)

v

Recovered (3)

11 g7 |Metric 4. Habitat Alteration and Development.

v _|Recovering (2)

Recent or no recovery (1) I ing f
4b. Habitat development. Select only one and assign score. clearing tor
Excellent (7) trail road
\éefvdg(%?d (6) southern abutting
00

v_|Moderately good (4) mowed Igwn and
Fair (3) gravel driveway
Poor to fair (2)
Poor (1)

4c. Habitat alteration. Score one or double check and average.

None or none apparent (9) || Check all disturbances observed

Recovered (6) v | mowing
Recovering (3) grazing
Recent or no recovery (1) clearcutting

37

subtotal this page

last revised 1 February 2001 jjm

v |selective cutting
woody debris removal
toxic pollutants

shrub/sapling removal

herbaceous/aquatic bed removal

sedimentation

dredging

farming

nutrient enrichment




ORAM v. 5.0 Field Form Quantitative Rating

| Site: Suppliers Site Wetland L | Rater(s): Bryan Lombard, EMH&T | Date: 4/14/2022

subtotal first page

37

0

37 Metric 5. Special Wetlands.

max 10 pts.

subtotal  Check all that apply and score as indicated.

Bog (10)

|| Fen (10)

Old growth forest (10)

Mature forested wetland (5)
Lake Erie coastal/tributary wetland-unrestricted hydrology (10)

Lake Erie coastal/tributary wetland-restricted hydrology (5)

Lake Plain Sand Prairies (Oak Openings) (10)

P
Relict Wet Prairies (10)

Known occurrence state/federal threatened or endangered species (10)

Significant migratory songbird/water fowl habitat or usage (10)

Category 1 Wetland. See Question 1 Qualitative Rating (-10)

14

51 Metric 6. Plant communities, interspersion, microtopography.

max 20 pts.

51

subtotal  Ga. Wetland Vegetation Communities. Vegetation Community Cover Scale
Score all present using 0 to 3 scale. 0 Absent or comprises <0.1ha (0.2471 acres) contiguous area
Aquatic bed 1 Present and either comprises small part of wetland's
2 |Emergent vegetation and is of moderate quality, or comprises a
1 Shrub significant part but is of low quality
2 Forest 2 Present and either comprises significant part of wetland's
Mudflats vegetation and is of moderate quality or comprises a small
Open water part and is of high quality
Other 3 Present and comprises significant part, or more, of wetland's
6b. horizontal (plan view) Interspersion. vegetation and is of high quality
Select only one.
High (5) Narrative Description of Vegetation Quality
Moderately high(4) low Low spp diversity and/or predominance of nonnative or
v | Moderate (3) disturbance tolerant native species
Moderately low (2) mod Native spp are dominant component of the vegetation,
| JLlow (1) although nonnative and/or disturbance tolerant native spp
[ |None (0) can also be present, and species diversity moderate to
6c. Coverage of invasive plants. Refer moderately high, but generally w/o presence of rare
to Table 1 ORAM long form for list. Add threatened or endangered spp
or deduct points for coverage high A predominance of native species, with nonnative spp
Extensive >75% cover (-5) and/or disturbance tolerant native spp absent or virtually
Moderate 25-75% cover (-3) absent, and high spp diversity and often, but not always,
Sparse 5-25% cover (-1) the presence of rare, threatened, or endangered spp
v |Nearly absent <5% cover (0)
| Absent (1) Mudflat and Open Water Class Quality
6d. Microtopography. 0 Absent <0.1ha (0.247 acres)
Score all present using 0 to 3 scale. 1 Low 0.1 to <1ha (0.247 to 2.47 acres)
2 Vegetated hummucks/tussucks 2 Moderate 1 to <4ha (2.47 to 9.88 acres)
1 Coarse woody debris >15cm (6in) 3 High 4ha (9.88 acres) or more
1 Standing dead >25cm (10in) dbh
2 Amphibian breeding pools Microtopography Cover Scale
0 Absent
1 Present very small amounts or if more common
of marginal quality
2 Present in moderate amounts, but not of highest
quality or in small amounts of highest quality
3 Present in moderate or greater amounts
and of highest quality

Category 2

End of Quantitative Rating. Complete Categorization Worksheets.












Name of Wetland: Wetland R

Wetland Size (acres, hectares): 5.53 acres

Sketch: Include north arrow, relationship with other surface waters, vegetation zones, etc.

See Delineation Map.

Comments, Narrative Discussion, Justification of Category Changes:

NA

Category: |»

Final score : 54




Scoring Boundary Worksheet

INSTRUCTIONS. The initial step in completing the ORAM is to identify the “scoring boundaries” of the wetland
being rated. In many instances this determination will be relatively easy and the scoring boundaries will coincide
with the “jurisdictional boundaries.” For example, the scoring boundary of an isolated cattail marsh located in the
middle of a farm field will likely be the same as that wetland’s jurisdictional boundaries. In other instances,
however, the scoring boundary will not be as easily determined. Wetlands that are small or isolated from other
surface waters often form large contiguous areas or heterogeneous complexes of wetland and upland. In separating
wetlands for scoring purposes, the hydrologic regime of the wetland is the main criterion that should be used.
Boundaries between contiguous or connected wetlands should be established where the volume, flow, or velocity of
water moving through the wetland changes significantly. Areas with a high degree of hydrologic interaction should
be scored as a single wetland. In determining a wetland’s scoring boundaries, use the guidelines in the ORAM
Manual Section 5.0. In certain instances, it may be difficult to establish the scoring boundary for the wetland being
rated. These problem situations include wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, wetlands divided by
artificial boundaries like property fences, roads, or railroad embankments, wetlands that are contiguous with
streams, lakes, or rivers, and estuarine or coastal wetlands. These situations are discussed below, however, it is
recommended that Rater contact Ohio EPA, Division of Surface Water, 401/Wetlands Section if there are additional
questions or a need for further clarification of the appropriate scoring boundaries of a particular wetland.

# Steps in properly establishing scoring boundaries done? not applicable
Step 1 Identify the wetland area of interest. This may be the site of a

proposed impact, a reference site, conservation site, etc. X
Step 2 Identify the locations where there is physical evidence that hydrology

changes rapidly. Such evidence includes both natural and human- X

induced changes including, constrictions caused by berms or dikes,
points where the water velocity changes rapidly at rapids or falls,
points where significant inflows occur at the confluence of rivers, or
other factors that may restrict hydrologic interaction between the
wetlands or parts of a single wetland.

Step 3 Delineate the boundary of the wetland to be rated such that all areas
of interest that are contiguous to and within the areas where the X
hydrology does not change significantly, i.e. areas that have a high
degree of hydrologic interaction are included within the scoring

boundary.
Step 4 Determine if artificial boundaries, such as property lines, state lines,
roads, railroad embankments, etc., are present. These should not be X

used to establish scoring boundaries unless they coincide with areas
where the hydrologic regime changes.

Step 5 In all instances, the Rater may enlarge the minimum scoring
boundaries discussed here to score together wetlands that could be X
scored separately.

Step 6 Consult ORAM Manual Section 5.0 for how to establish scoring
boundaries for wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, X
divided by artificial boundaries, contiguous to streams, lakes or rivers,
or for dual classifications.

End of Scoring Boundary Determination. Begin Narrative Rating on next page.









Table 1. Characteristic plant species.

invasive/exotic spp fen species bog species Oak Opening species wet prairie species

Lythrum salicaria Zygadenus elegans var. glaucus  Calla palustris Carex cryptolepis Calamagrostis canadensis
Myriophyllum spicatum  Cacalia plantaginea Carex atlantica var. capillacea Carex lasiocarpa Calamogrostis stricta
Najas minor Carex flava Carex echinata Carex stricta Carex atherodes
Phalaris arundinacea Carex sterilis Carex oligosperma Cladium mariscoides Carex buxbaumii
Phragmites australis Carex stricta Carex trisperma Calamagrostis stricta Carex pellita
Potamogeton crispus Deschampsia caespitosa Chamaedaphne calyculata Calamagrostis canadensis Carex sartwellii
Ranunculus ficaria Eleocharis rostellata Decodon verticillatus Quercus palustris Gentiana andrewsii
Rhamnus frangula Eriophorum viridicarinatum Eriophorum virginicum Helianthus grosseserratus
Typha angustifolia Gentianopsis spp. Larix laricina Liatris spicata
Typha xglauca Lobelia kalmii Nemopanthus mucronatus Lysimachia quadriflora

Parnassia glauca Schechzeria palustris Lythrum alatum

Potentilla fruticosa Sphagnum spp. Pycnanthemum virginianum

Rhamnus alnifolia
Rhynchospora capillacea
Salix candida

Salix myricoides

Salix serissima

Solidago ohioensis
Tofieldia glutinosa
Triglochin maritimum
Triglochin palustre

Vaccinium macrocarpon
Vaccinium corymbosum
Vaccinium oxycoccos
Woodwardia virginica
Xyris difformis

Silphium terebinthinaceum
Sorghastrum nutans
Spartina pectinata
Solidago riddellii

End of Narrative Rating. Begin Quantitative Rating on next page.



ORAM v. 5.0 Field Form Quantitative Rating

| Site: Suppliers Site Wetland R

| Rater(s): Eric Nagy, EMHAT

| Date: 3/9/2022 & 4/15/2022

3 3 Metric 1. Wetland Area (size).

max6pts.  subtotal  Select one size class and assign score.

>50 acres (>20.2ha) (6 pts)

<0.1 acres (0.04ha) (0 pts)

max 14 pts.  subtotal 2z, Calcl

2b.

3 6 Metri

v

nten

max 30 pts.  subtotal 33

3c.

3e.

max 20 pis. subtotal 43,

4b.

4c.

. Sour

High pH groundwater (5)

Other groundwater (3)

Precipitation (1)

Maxi

>0.7 (27.6in) (3)

v

<0.4m (<15.7in) (1)

None or none apparent (12)

Recovered (7)

Recovering (3)

Recent or no recovery (1)

25 to <50 acres (10.1 to <20.2ha) (5 pts)
10 to <25 acres (4 to <10.1ha) (4 pts)

3 to <10 acres (1.2 to <4ha) (3 pts)

0.3 to <3 acres (0.12 to <1.2ha) (2pts)
0.1 to <0.3 acres (0.04 to <0.12ha) (1 pt)

ces of Water. Score all that apply. 3b.

Seasonal/Intermittent surface water (3)

Perennial surface water (lake or stream) (5) 3d.
mum water depth. Select only one and assign score.

0.4 to 0.7m (15.7 to 27.6in) (2)

Modifications to natural hydrologic regime. Score one or double checl

Check all disturbances observed
v |ditch

v |tile

dike

weir

stormwater input

¢ 2. Upland buffers and surrounding land use.

llate average buffer width. Select only one and assign score. Do not double check.

WIDE. Buffers average 50m (164ft) or more around wetland perimeter (7)

MEDIUM. Buffers average 25m to <50m (82 to <164ft) around wetland perimeter (4)

NARROW. Buffers average 10m to <25m (32ft to <82ft) around wetland perimeter (1)

VERY NARROW. Buffers average <10m (<32ft) around wetland perimeter (0)

sity of surrounding land use. Select one or double check and average.

VERY LOW. 2nd growth or older forest, prairie, savannah, wildlife area, etc. (7)

LOW. Old field (>10 years), shrub land, young second growth forest. (5)

MODERATELY HIGH. Residential, fenced pasture, park, conservation tillage, new fallow field. (3)
HIGH. Urban, industrial, open pasture, row cropping, mining, construction. (1)

155 |215 Metric 3. Hydrology.

Connectivity. Score all that apply.

100 year floodplain (1)

v

Between stream/lake and other human use (1)

v

Part of wetland/upland (e.q. forest}, complex (1)

v

Part of riparian or upland corridor (1)

Duration inundation/saturation. Score one or dbl check.

Semi- to permanently inundated/saturated (4)

v

Regularly inundated/saturated (3)

v

Seasonally inundated (2)

Seasonally saturated in upper 30cm (12in) (1)

k and average.

point source (nonstormwater)

filling/grading

road bed/RR track

dredging

other

v

None or none apparent (4)

v

Recovered (3)

Recovering (2)

Recent or no recovery (1)

Excellent (7)

Very good (6)

Good (5)

Moderately good (4)

Fair (3)

Poor to fair (2)

Poor (1)

None or none apparent (9)

Recovered (6)

Recovering (3)

Recent or no recovery (1)

36

subtotal this page

last revised 1 February 2001 jjm

Substrate disturbance. Score one or double check and average.

Habitat development. Select only one and assign score.

Habitat alteration. Score one or double check and average.

145 |36 |Metric 4. Habitat Alteration and Development.

Check all disturbances observed
mowing

grazing

clearcutting

v |selective cutting

woody debris removal
toxic pollutants

shrub/sapling removal

herbaceous/aquatic bed removal

sedimentation

dredging

farming

nutrient enrichment




ORAM v. 5.0 Field Form Quantitative Rating

| Site: Suppliers Site Wetland R

| Rater(s): Eric Nagy, EMH&T

| Date: 319/2022 & 4/15/2022

36

subtotal first page

0

36 Metric 5. Special Wetlands.

max 10 pts.

subtotal  Check all

that apply and score as indicated.

Bog (10)

|| Fen (10)

Old growth forest (10)

Mature forested wetland (5)

18

Lake Erie coastal/tributary wetland-unrestricted hydrology (10)
Lake Erie coastal/tributary wetland-restricted hydrology (5)
Lake Plain Sand Prairies (Oak Openings) (10)
| __|Relict Wet Prairies (10)
— ]| Known occurrence state/federal threatened or endangered species (10)
| | Significant migratory songbird/water fowl habitat or usage (10)

| Category 1 Wetland. See Question 1 Qualitative Rating (-10)

36 Metric 6. Plant communities, interspersion, microtopography.

max 20 pts.

54

subtotal  Ga. Wetland Vegetation Communities.

Score all

present using 0 to 3 scale.

Aquatic bed

Emergent

Shrub

Forest

Mudflats

1

Open water

Other

6b. horiz
Select on

ontal (plan view) Interspersion.
ly one.

High (5)

Moderately high(4)
Moderate (3)

Moderately low (2)

|__{Low (1)

None (0)

6c. Coverage of invasive plants. Refer
to Table 1 ORAM long form for list. Add

or deduct points for coverage

Extensive >75% cover (-5)

Moderate 25-75% cover (-3)

Sparse 5-25% cover (-1)

v

Nearly absent <5% cover (0)
Absent (1)

6d. Microtopography.

Score all

present using 0 to 3 scale.

2

Vegetated hummucks/tussucks

Coarse woody debris >15cm (6in)

Standing dead >25cm (10in) dbh

3
2
2

Amphibian breeding pools

Category 2

Vegetation Community Cover Scale

0

Absent or comprises <0.1ha (0.2471 acres) contiguous area

1

Present and either comprises small part of wetland's

vegetation and is of moderate quality, or comprises a
significant part but is of low quality

Present and either comprises significant part of wetland's

vegetation and is of moderate quality or comprises a small
part and is of high quality

Present and comprises significant part, or more, of wetland's

vegetation and is of high quality

Narrative Description of Vegetation Quality

low

Low spp diversity and/or predominance of nonnative or

disturbance tolerant native species

mod

Native spp are dominant component of the vegetation,

although nonnative and/or disturbance tolerant native spp
can also be present, and species diversity moderate to
moderately high, but generally w/o presence of rare
threatened or endangered spp

high

A predominance of native species, with nonnative spp

and/or disturbance tolerant native spp absent or virtually
absent, and high spp diversity and often, but not always,
the presence of rare, threatened, or endangered spp

Mudflat and Open Water Class Quality

0 Absent <0.1ha (0.247 acres)

1 Low 0.1 to <1ha (0.247 to 2.47 acres)

2 Moderate 1 to <4ha (2.47 to 9.88 acres)
3 High 4ha (9.88 acres) or more

Microtopography Cover Scale

0 Absent

1 Present very small amounts or if more common
of marginal quality

2 Present in moderate amounts, but not of highest
quality or in small amounts of highest quality

3 Present in moderate or greater amounts

and of highest quality

End of Quantitative Rating. Complete Categorization Worksheets.












Name of Wetland: Wetland S

Wetland Size (acres, hectares):
Sketch: Include north arrow, relationship with other surface waters, vegetation zones, etc.

See Delineation Map.

0.2 acre

Comments, Narrative Discussion, Justification of Category Changes:

NA

Category: | Modified 2

Final score : 39 5




Scoring Boundary Worksheet

INSTRUCTIONS. The initial step in completing the ORAM is to identify the “scoring boundaries” of the wetland
being rated. In many instances this determination will be relatively easy and the scoring boundaries will coincide
with the “jurisdictional boundaries.” For example, the scoring boundary of an isolated cattail marsh located in the
middle of a farm field will likely be the same as that wetland’s jurisdictional boundaries. In other instances,
however, the scoring boundary will not be as easily determined. Wetlands that are small or isolated from other
surface waters often form large contiguous areas or heterogeneous complexes of wetland and upland. In separating
wetlands for scoring purposes, the hydrologic regime of the wetland is the main criterion that should be used.
Boundaries between contiguous or connected wetlands should be established where the volume, flow, or velocity of
water moving through the wetland changes significantly. Areas with a high degree of hydrologic interaction should
be scored as a single wetland. In determining a wetland’s scoring boundaries, use the guidelines in the ORAM
Manual Section 5.0. In certain instances, it may be difficult to establish the scoring boundary for the wetland being
rated. These problem situations include wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, wetlands divided by
artificial boundaries like property fences, roads, or railroad embankments, wetlands that are contiguous with
streams, lakes, or rivers, and estuarine or coastal wetlands. These situations are discussed below, however, it is
recommended that Rater contact Ohio EPA, Division of Surface Water, 401/Wetlands Section if there are additional
questions or a need for further clarification of the appropriate scoring boundaries of a particular wetland.

# Steps in properly establishing scoring boundaries done? not applicable
Step 1 Identify the wetland area of interest. This may be the site of a

proposed impact, a reference site, conservation site, etc. X
Step 2 Identify the locations where there is physical evidence that hydrology

changes rapidly. Such evidence includes both natural and human- X

induced changes including, constrictions caused by berms or dikes,
points where the water velocity changes rapidly at rapids or falls,
points where significant inflows occur at the confluence of rivers, or
other factors that may restrict hydrologic interaction between the
wetlands or parts of a single wetland.

Step 3 Delineate the boundary of the wetland to be rated such that all areas
of interest that are contiguous to and within the areas where the X
hydrology does not change significantly, i.e. areas that have a high
degree of hydrologic interaction are included within the scoring
boundary.

Step 4 Determine if artificial boundaries, such as property lines, state lines,
roads, railroad embankments, etc., are present. These should not be X
used to establish scoring boundaries unless they coincide with areas
where the hydrologic regime changes.

Step 5 In all instances, the Rater may enlarge the minimum scoring
boundaries discussed here to score together wetlands that could be X
scored separately.

Step 6 Consult ORAM Manual Section 5.0 for how to establish scoring
boundaries for wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, X
divided by artificial boundaries, contiguous to streams, lakes or rivers,
or for dual classifications.

End of Scoring Boundary Determination. Begin Narrative Rating on next page.









Table 1. Characteristic plant species.

invasive/exotic spp fen species bog species Oak Opening species wet prairie species

Lythrum salicaria Zygadenus elegans var. glaucus  Calla palustris Carex cryptolepis Calamagrostis canadensis
Myriophyllum spicatum  Cacalia plantaginea Carex atlantica var. capillacea Carex lasiocarpa Calamogrostis stricta
Najas minor Carex flava Carex echinata Carex stricta Carex atherodes
Phalaris arundinacea Carex sterilis Carex oligosperma Cladium mariscoides Carex buxbaumii
Phragmites australis Carex stricta Carex trisperma Calamagrostis stricta Carex pellita
Potamogeton crispus Deschampsia caespitosa Chamaedaphne calyculata Calamagrostis canadensis Carex sartwellii
Ranunculus ficaria Eleocharis rostellata Decodon verticillatus Quercus palustris Gentiana andrewsii
Rhamnus frangula Eriophorum viridicarinatum Eriophorum virginicum Helianthus grosseserratus
Typha angustifolia Gentianopsis spp. Larix laricina Liatris spicata
Typha xglauca Lobelia kalmii Nemopanthus mucronatus Lysimachia quadriflora

Parnassia glauca Schechzeria palustris Lythrum alatum

Potentilla fruticosa Sphagnum spp. Pycnanthemum virginianum

Rhamnus alnifolia
Rhynchospora capillacea
Salix candida

Salix myricoides

Salix serissima

Solidago ohioensis
Tofieldia glutinosa
Triglochin maritimum
Triglochin palustre

Vaccinium macrocarpon
Vaccinium corymbosum
Vaccinium oxycoccos
Woodwardia virginica
Xyris difformis

Silphium terebinthinaceum
Sorghastrum nutans
Spartina pectinata
Solidago riddellii

End of Narrative Rating. Begin Quantitative Rating on next page.



ORAM v. 5.0 Field Form Quantitative Rating

| Site: Suppliers Site Wetland S | Rater(s): Bryan Lombard, EMH&T | Date: 3/09/2022
1 1 Metric 1. Wetland Area (size).
max6pts.  subtotal  Select one size class and assign score.
>50 acres (>20.2ha) (6 pts)
25 to <50 acres (10.1 to <20.2ha) (5 pts)
10 to <25 acres (4 to <10.1ha) (4 pts)
3 to <10 acres (1.2 to <4ha) (3 pts)
0.3 to <3 acres (0.12 to <1.2ha) (2pts)
v _10.1 10 <0.3 acres (0.04 to <0.12ha) (1 pt)
<0.1 acres (0.04ha) (0 pts)
13 14 |Metric 2. Upland buffers and surrounding land use.
max 14pts.  sublotal  2a. Calculate average buffer width. Select only one and assign score. Do not double check.
v |WIDE. Buffers average 50m (164ft) or more around wetland perimeter (7)
MEDIUM. Buffers average 25m to <50m (82 to <164ft) around wetland perimeter (4)
NARROW. Buffers average 10m to <25m (32ft to <82ft) around wetland perimeter (1)
VERY NARROW. Buffers average <10m (<32ft) around wetland perimeter (0)
2b. Intensity of surrounding land use. Select one or double check and average.
v_|VERY LOW. 2nd growth or older forest, prairie, savannah, wildlife area, etc. (7)
v_|LOW. Old field (>10 years), shrub land, young second growth forest. (5)
MODERATELY HIGH. Residential, fenced pasture, park, conservation tillage, new fallow field. (3)
HIGH. Urban, industrial, open pasture, row cropping, mining, construction. (1)
11 o5 |Metric 3. Hydrology.
max 30 pts.  subtotal  3a. Sources of Water. Score all that apply. 3b. Connectivity. Score all that apply.
High pH groundwater (5) 100 year floodplain (1)
Other groundwater (3) v | Between stream/lake and other human use (1)
v | Precipitation (1) v | Part of wetland/upland (e.q. forest), complex (1)
Seasonal/Intermittent surface water (3) Part of riparian or upland corridor (1)
Perennial surface water (lake or stream) (5) 3d. Duration inundation/saturation. Score one or dbl check.
Logging 3c. Maximum water depth. Select only one and assign score. Semi- to permanently inundated/saturated (4)
>0.7 (27.6in) (3) Regularly inundated/saturated (3)
0.4 to 0.7m (15.7 to 27.6in) (2) v | Seasonally inundated (2)
v || <0.4m (<15.7in) (1) Seasonally saturated in upper 30cm (12in) (1)
3e. Modifications to natural hydrologic regime. Score one or double check and average.
None or none apparent (12)|| Check all disturbances observed
v_|Recovered (7) ditch point source (nonstormwater)
v _|Recovering (3) v |tile filling/grading
Recent or no recovery (1) dike road bed/RR track
weir dredging
stormwater input v Jother
95 |345 |Metric 4. Habitat Alteration and Development.
max 20 pts.  subtotal 43, Substrate disturbance. Score one or double check and average.
None or none apparent (4)
v_|Recovered (3)
Recovering (2)
Recent or no recovery (1) .
4b. Habitat development. Select only one and assign score. Iongg
Excellent (7)
Very good (6)
Good (5)
Moderately good (4)
Fair (3)
v_|Poor to fair (2)
Poor (1)
4c. Habitat alteration. Score one or double check and average.
None or none apparent (9) || Check all disturbances observed
v_|Recovered (6) mowing shrub/sapling removal
v _|Recovering (3) grazing herbaceous/aquatic bed removal
Recent or no recovery (1) clearcutting sedimentation

selective cutting

dredging

34.5

woody debris removal

farming

toxic pollutants

nutrient enrichment

subtotal this page

last revised 1 February 2001 jjm



ORAM v. 5.0 Field Form Quantitative Rating

| Site: Suppliers Site Wetland S | Rater(s): Bryan Lombard, EMH&T | Date: 3/09/2022

34.5

subtotal first page

0

34.5 Metric 5. Special Wetlands.

max 10 pts.

subtotal  Check all that apply and score as indicated.

Bog (10)

| |Fen (10)

[ Jold growth forest (10)

Mature forested wetland (5)

Lake Erie coastal/tributary wetland-unrestricted hydrology (10)
Lake Erie coastal/tributary wetland-restricted hydrology (5)
Lake Plain Sand Prairies (Oak Openings) (10)

| __|Relict Wet Prairies (10)

— ]| Known occurrence state/federal threatened or endangered species (10)
| | Significant migratory songbird/water fowl habitat or usage (10)
| Category 1 Wetland. See Question 1 Qualitative Rating (-10)

5

395 Metric 6. Plant communities, interspersion, microtopography.

max 20 pts.

39.5

subtotal  Ga. Wetland Vegetation Communities. Vegetation Community Cover Scale
Score all present using 0 to 3 scale. 0 Absent or comprises <0.1ha (0.2471 acres) contiguous area
Aquatic bed 1 Present and either comprises small part of wetland's
1 Emergent vegetation and is of moderate quality, or comprises a
Shrub significant part but is of low quality
1 Forest 2 Present and either comprises significant part of wetland's
Mudflats vegetation and is of moderate quality or comprises a small
Open water part and is of high quality
Other 3 Present and comprises significant part, or more, of wetland's
6b. horizontal (plan view) Interspersion. vegetation and is of high quality
Select only one.
High (5) Narrative Description of Vegetation Quality
Moderately high(4) low Low spp diversity and/or predominance of nonnative or
Moderate (3) disturbance tolerant native species
Moderately low (2) mod Native spp are dominant component of the vegetation,
| v JLow (1) although nonnative and/or disturbance tolerant native spp
[ |None (0) can also be present, and species diversity moderate to
6c. Coverage of invasive plants. Refer moderately high, but generally w/o presence of rare
to Table 1 ORAM long form for list. Add threatened or endangered spp
or deduct points for coverage high A predominance of native species, with nonnative spp
Extensive >75% cover (-5) and/or disturbance tolerant native spp absent or virtually
Moderate 25-75% cover (-3) absent, and high spp diversity and often, but not always,
Sparse 5-25% cover (-1) the presence of rare, threatened, or endangered spp
Nearly absent <5% cover (0)
. |Absent (1) Mudflat and Open Water Class Quality
6d. Microtopography. 0 Absent <0.1ha (0.247 acres)
Score all present using 0 to 3 scale. 1 Low 0.1 to <1ha (0.247 to 2.47 acres)
Vegetated hummucks/tussucks 2 Moderate 1 to <4ha (2.47 to 9.88 acres)
1 Coarse woody debris >15cm (6in) 3 High 4ha (9.88 acres) or more
Standing dead >25cm (10in) dbh
Amphibian breeding pools Microtopography Cover Scale
0 Absent
1 Present very small amounts or if more common
of marginal quality
2 Present in moderate amounts, but not of highest
quality or in small amounts of highest quality
3 Present in moderate or greater amounts
and of highest quality

Category Modified 2

End of Quantitative Rating. Complete Categorization Worksheets.












Name of Wetland: Wetland V

Wetland Size (acres, hectares):

0.25 acre

Sketch: Include north arrow, relationship with other surface waters, vegetation zones, etc.

See Delineation Map.

Comments, Narrative Discussion, Justification of Category Changes:

NA

Final score : 39 Category:

Mod. 2




Scoring Boundary Worksheet

INSTRUCTIONS. The initial step in completing the ORAM is to identify the “scoring boundaries” of the wetland
being rated. In many instances this determination will be relatively easy and the scoring boundaries will coincide
with the “jurisdictional boundaries.” For example, the scoring boundary of an isolated cattail marsh located in the
middle of a farm field will likely be the same as that wetland’s jurisdictional boundaries. In other instances,
however, the scoring boundary will not be as easily determined. Wetlands that are small or isolated from other
surface waters often form large contiguous areas or heterogeneous complexes of wetland and upland. In separating
wetlands for scoring purposes, the hydrologic regime of the wetland is the main criterion that should be used.
Boundaries between contiguous or connected wetlands should be established where the volume, flow, or velocity of
water moving through the wetland changes significantly. Areas with a high degree of hydrologic interaction should
be scored as a single wetland. In determining a wetland’s scoring boundaries, use the guidelines in the ORAM
Manual Section 5.0. In certain instances, it may be difficult to establish the scoring boundary for the wetland being
rated. These problem situations include wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, wetlands divided by
artificial boundaries like property fences, roads, or railroad embankments, wetlands that are contiguous with
streams, lakes, or rivers, and estuarine or coastal wetlands. These situations are discussed below, however, it is
recommended that Rater contact Ohio EPA, Division of Surface Water, 401/Wetlands Section if there are additional
questions or a need for further clarification of the appropriate scoring boundaries of a particular wetland.

# Steps in properly establishing scoring boundaries done? not applicable
Step 1 Identify the wetland area of interest. This may be the site of a

proposed impact, a reference site, conservation site, etc. X
Step 2 Identify the locations where there is physical evidence that hydrology

changes rapidly. Such evidence includes both natural and human- X

induced changes including, constrictions caused by berms or dikes,
points where the water velocity changes rapidly at rapids or falls,
points where significant inflows occur at the confluence of rivers, or
other factors that may restrict hydrologic interaction between the
wetlands or parts of a single wetland.

Step 3 Delineate the boundary of the wetland to be rated such that all areas
of interest that are contiguous to and within the areas where the X
hydrology does not change significantly, i.e. areas that have a high
degree of hydrologic interaction are included within the scoring

boundary.
Step 4 Determine if artificial boundaries, such as property lines, state lines,
roads, railroad embankments, etc., are present. These should not be X

used to establish scoring boundaries unless they coincide with areas
where the hydrologic regime changes.

Step 5 In all instances, the Rater may enlarge the minimum scoring
boundaries discussed here to score together wetlands that could be X
scored separately.

Step 6 Consult ORAM Manual Section 5.0 for how to establish scoring
boundaries for wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, X
divided by artificial boundaries, contiguous to streams, lakes or rivers,
or for dual classifications.

End of Scoring Boundary Determination. Begin Narrative Rating on next page.









Table 1. Characteristic plant species.

invasive/exotic spp fen species bog species Oak Opening species wet prairie species

Lythrum salicaria Zygadenus elegans var. glaucus  Calla palustris Carex cryptolepis Calamagrostis canadensis
Myriophyllum spicatum  Cacalia plantaginea Carex atlantica var. capillacea Carex lasiocarpa Calamogrostis stricta
Najas minor Carex flava Carex echinata Carex stricta Carex atherodes
Phalaris arundinacea Carex sterilis Carex oligosperma Cladium mariscoides Carex buxbaumii
Phragmites australis Carex stricta Carex trisperma Calamagrostis stricta Carex pellita
Potamogeton crispus Deschampsia caespitosa Chamaedaphne calyculata Calamagrostis canadensis Carex sartwellii
Ranunculus ficaria Eleocharis rostellata Decodon verticillatus Quercus palustris Gentiana andrewsii
Rhamnus frangula Eriophorum viridicarinatum Eriophorum virginicum Helianthus grosseserratus
Typha angustifolia Gentianopsis spp. Larix laricina Liatris spicata
Typha xglauca Lobelia kalmii Nemopanthus mucronatus Lysimachia quadriflora

Parnassia glauca Schechzeria palustris Lythrum alatum

Potentilla fruticosa Sphagnum spp. Pycnanthemum virginianum

Rhamnus alnifolia
Rhynchospora capillacea
Salix candida

Salix myricoides

Salix serissima

Solidago ohioensis
Tofieldia glutinosa
Triglochin maritimum
Triglochin palustre

Vaccinium macrocarpon
Vaccinium corymbosum
Vaccinium oxycoccos
Woodwardia virginica
Xyris difformis

Silphium terebinthinaceum
Sorghastrum nutans
Spartina pectinata
Solidago riddellii

End of Narrative Rating. Begin Quantitative Rating on next page.



ORAM v. 5.0 Field Form Quantitative Rating

| Site: Suppliers Site Wetland V | Rater(s): Bryan Lombard, EMH&T

| Date: 4/26/2022

1 1 Metric 1. Wetland Area (size).

max6pts.  subtotal  Select one size class and assign score.

>50 acres (>20.2ha) (6 pts)

25 to <50 acres (10.1 to <20.2ha) (5 pts)
10 to <25 acres (4 to <10.1ha) (4 pts)

3 to <10 acres (1.2 to <4ha) (3 pts)

0.3 to <3 acres (0.12 to <1.2ha) (2pts)

v _10.1 10 <0.3 acres (0.04 to <0.12ha) (1 pt)
<0.1 acres (0.04ha) (0 pts)

5 6 Metric 2. Upland buffers and surrounding

max 14 pts.  subtotal 23 Calculate average buffer width. Select only one and assign score. Do not

land use.

double check.

WIDE. Buffers average 50m (164ft) or more around wetland perimeter (7)

v |MEDIUM. Buffers average 25m to <50m (82 to <164ft) around wetland perimeter (4)
NARROW. Buffers average 10m to <25m (32ft to <82ft) around wetland perimeter (1)
VERY NARROW. Buffers average <10m (<32ft) around wetland perimeter (0)

2b. Intensity of surrounding land use. Select one or double check and average.

v_|LOW. Old field (>10 years), shrub land, young second growth forest.

13 19 Metric 3. Hydrology.

VERY LOW. 2nd growth or older forest, prairie, savannah, wildlife area, etc. (7)

(5

v_|MODERATELY HIGH. Residential, fenced pasture, park, conservation tillage, new fallow field. (3)
HIGH. Urban, industrial, open pasture, row cropping, mining, construction. (1)

max30pts.  subtotal 3a. Sources of Water. Score all that apply. 3b. Connectivity. Score all that apply.
High pH groundwater (5) 100 year floodplain (1)
Other groundwater (3) v | Between stream/lake and other human use (1)
v | Precipitation (1) v | Part of wetland/upland (e.q. forest), complex (1)
Seasonal/Intermittent surface water (3) Part of riparian or upland corridor (1)
Perennial surface water (lake or stream) (5) 3d. Duration inundation/saturation. Score one or dbl check.
Impoundment 3c. Maximum water depth. Select only one and assign score. v_| Semi- to permanently inundated/saturated (4)

v_1>0.7 (27.6in) (3)

Regularly inundated/saturated (3)

0.4 to 0.7m (15.7 to 27.6in) (2)

Seasonally inundated (2)

<0.4m (<15.7in) (1)

Seasonally saturated in upper 30cm (12in) (1)

3e. Modifications to natural hydrologic regime. Score one or double check and
None or none apparent (12)|| Check all disturbances observed

average.

Recovered (7) ditch point source (nonstormwater)
v _|Recovering (3) v |tile filling/grading
Recent or no recovery (1) dike road bed/RR track
weir dredging
stormwater input v Jother

max 20 pts.  subtotal 43, Substrate disturbance. Score one or double check and average.
None or none apparent (4)

v_|Recovered (3)

v_1Recovering (2)

Recent or no recovery (1)

10 |29 |Metric 4. Habitat Alteration and Development.

4b. Habitat development. Select only one and assign score. |mpoundment

Excellent (7)

Very good (6)

Good (5)

Moderately good (4)

v | Fair (3)

Poor to fair (2)

Poor (1)

4c. Habitat alteration. Score one or double check and average.

None or none apparent (9) || Check all disturbances observed

v_|Recovered (6) mowing shrub/sapling removal
v _|Recovering (3) grazing herbaceous/aquatic bed removal
Recent or no recovery (1) clearcutting sedimentation
v |selective cutting dredging
29 woody debris removal farming
toxic pollutants nutrient enrichment

subtotal this page

last revised 1 February 2001 jjm



ORAM v. 5.0 Field Form Quantitative Rating

| Site: Suppliers Site Wetland V | Rater(s): Bryan Lombard, EMH&T | Date: 4/26/2022

29

subtotal first page

0

og Metric 5. Special Wetlands.

max 10 pts.

subtotal  Check all that apply and score as indicated.

Bog (10)

|| Fen (10)

Old growth forest (10)

Mature forested wetland (5)
Lake Erie coastal/tributary wetland-unrestricted hydrology (10)

Lake Erie coastal/tributary wetland-restricted hydrology (5)

Lake Plain Sand Prairies (Oak Openings) (10)

P
Relict Wet Prairies (10)

Known occurrence state/federal threatened or endangered species (10)

Significant migratory songbird/water fowl habitat or usage (10)

Category 1 Wetland. See Question 1 Qualitative Rating (-10)

10

39 Metric 6. Plant communities, interspersion, microtopography.

max 20 pts.

39

subtotal  Ga. Wetland Vegetation Communities. Vegetation Community Cover Scale
Score all present using 0 to 3 scale. 0 Absent or comprises <0.1ha (0.2471 acres) contiguous area
Aquatic bed 1 Present and either comprises small part of wetland's
Emergent vegetation and is of moderate quality, or comprises a
Shrub significant part but is of low quality
2 Forest 2 Present and either comprises significant part of wetland's
Mudflats vegetation and is of moderate quality or comprises a small
Open water part and is of high quality
Other 3 Present and comprises significant part, or more, of wetland's
6b. horizontal (plan view) Interspersion. vegetation and is of high quality
Select only one.
High (5) Narrative Description of Vegetation Quality
Moderately high(4) low Low spp diversity and/or predominance of nonnative or
v | Moderate (3) disturbance tolerant native species
Moderately low (2) mod Native spp are dominant component of the vegetation,
| JLlow (1) although nonnative and/or disturbance tolerant native spp
[ |None (0) can also be present, and species diversity moderate to
6c. Coverage of invasive plants. Refer moderately high, but generally w/o presence of rare
to Table 1 ORAM long form for list. Add threatened or endangered spp
or deduct points for coverage high A predominance of native species, with nonnative spp
Extensive >75% cover (-5) and/or disturbance tolerant native spp absent or virtually
Moderate 25-75% cover (-3) absent, and high spp diversity and often, but not always,
Sparse 5-25% cover (-1) the presence of rare, threatened, or endangered spp
v |Nearly absent <5% cover (0)
| Absent (1) Mudflat and Open Water Class Quality
6d. Microtopography. 0 Absent <0.1ha (0.247 acres)
Score all present using 0 to 3 scale. 1 Low 0.1 to <1ha (0.247 to 2.47 acres)
Vegetated hummucks/tussucks 2 Moderate 1 to <4ha (2.47 to 9.88 acres)
2 | Coarse woody debris >15cm (6in) 3 High 4ha (9.88 acres) or more
1 Standing dead >25cm (10in) dbh
2 Amphibian breeding pools Microtopography Cover Scale
0 Absent
1 Present very small amounts or if more common
of marginal quality
2 Present in moderate amounts, but not of highest
quality or in small amounts of highest quality
3 Present in moderate or greater amounts
and of highest quality
Modified Category 2

End of Quantitative Rating. Complete Categorization Worksheets.
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SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC JUSTIFICATION TABLE

ALTERNATIVE A ALTERNATIVE B
Industrial park including 8 flex | Industrial park including 7 flex
office buildings (399,466 SF), | office buildings {357,754 SF),
15 warehouse buildings 15 warehouse buildings
(4,532,400 SF), and 4 (4,532,400 SF), and 4
Scope maintenance facilities {140,800 | maintenance facilities {140,800
SF) with associated parking, SF) with associated parking,
pads, site entrances and drives, | pads, site entrances and drives,
stormwater facilities and stormwater facilities and
infrastructure infrastructure
Square Footage 5,072,666 5,030,954
Total Project Investment $ 723,335,880 | $ 715,827,720
Total Project Construction Cost $ 497,767,240 | $ 491,927,560
New Permanent Jobs 6,934 6,809
Est. Payroll $/yr $ 554,743,840 | $ 544,732,960
Est. Federal Income Taxes /yr $ 110,948,768 | $ 108,946,592
Est. State Income Taxes /yr $ 19,526,983 | $ 19,174,600
Est. Local Income Taxes /yr $ 11,094,877 | $ 10,894,659
New Temporary Jobs 200 200
Est. Temporary Payroll $ /yr $ 12,000,000 | $ 12,000,000
Est. Federal Income Taxes /yr $ 2,400,000 | $ 2,400,000
Est. State Income Taxes /yr $ 422,400 | $ 422,400
Est. Local Income Taxes /yr $ 240,000 | $ 240,000
Estimated Local Property Taxes/yr $ 6,183,935 $ 6,068,287
Land Donated to Community (acres) 0
Royalties to ODNR for oil /coal projects N/A
County Unemployment Rate (August 2022)’ 3.8%
County Poverty Rate, All People (2021)° 12.2%

Environmental Benefit

See document

Social Benefit

See document

Recreation Benefit

See document

1. Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics, U.S. Department of Labor
2. Source: 2021 American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates

These projections were prepared by MBJ Holdings LLC based on both historic construction costs in central Ohio
and extrapolations from recent similar projects. These projections are subject to Business Risks and are not

guaranteed metrics.







In addition, the entire state of Ohio is within the range of the Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis), a state
endangered and federally endangered species, the northern long-eared bat (Myotis
septentrionalis), a state endangered and federally threatened species, the little brown bat (Myotis
lucifugus), a state endangered species, and the tricolored bat (Perimyotis subflavus), a state
endangered species. During the spring and summer (April 1 through September 30), these bat
species predominately roost in trees behind loose, exfoliating bark, in crevices and cavities, or in
the leaves. However, these species are also dependent on the forest structure surrounding roost
trees. The DOW understands that winter tree clearing from October 1 through March 31 will be
implemented. The DOW recommends that trees with loose, shaggy bark and/or crevices, holes,
or cavities, as well as trees with DBH > 20 be conserved where possible.

The DOW also recommends that a desktop habitat assessment is conducted, followed by a field
assessment if needed, to determine if a potential hibernaculum is present within the project area.
Direction on how to conduct habitat assessments can be found in the current USFWS “RANGE-
WIDE INDIANA BAT & NORTHERN LONG-EARED BAT SURVEY GUIDELINES.” If a habitat
assessment finds that a potential hibernaculum is present within 0.25 miles of the project area,
please send this information to Eileen Wyza for project recommendations. If a potential or
known hibernaculum is found, the DOW recommends a 0.25-mile tree cutting and subsurface
disturbance buffer around the hibernaculum entrance, however, limited summer or winter tree
cutting may be acceptable after consultation with the DOW. If no tree cutting or subsurface
impacts to a hibernaculum are proposed, this project is not likely to impact these species.

The project is within the range the lake chubsucker (Erimyzon sucetta) a state threatened fish.
The DOW recommends no in-water work in perennial streams from March 15 through June 30 to
reduce impacts to indigenous aquatic species and their habitat. If no in-water work is proposed in
a perennial stream, this project is not likely to impact this or other aquatic species.

The project is within the range of the northern harrier (Circus hudsonis), a state endangered bird.
This is a common migrant and winter species. Nesters are much rarer, although they occasionally
breed in large marshes and grasslands. Harriers often nest in loose colonies. The female builds a
nest out of sticks on the ground, often on top of a mound. Harriers hunt over grasslands. If this
type of habitat will be impacted, construction should be avoided in this habitat during the species’
nesting period of April 15 through July 31. If this habitat will not be impacted, this project is not
likely to impact this species.

Due to the potential of impacts to federally listed species, as well as to state listed species, we
recommend that this project be coordinated with the US Fish & Wildlife Service.

Water Resources: The Division of Water Resources has the following comment.

The local floodplain administrator should be contacted concerning the possible need for any
floodplain permits or approvals for this project.

ODNR appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments. Please contact Mike Pettegrew at
mike.pettegrew@dnr.ohio.gov if you have questions about these comments or need additional
information.

Mike Pettegrew
Environmental Services Administrator






of Indiana bats at the project site. The summer survey must be conducted in coordination with
the Ohio Field Office.

Your letter indicates that the project area was already subject to a summer bat survey in
conjunction with a larger project area called “Project Dragonfly”, TAILS#03E15000-2021-TA-
2118, reviewed by this office in August and December 2021. We have reviewed the mist net
survey report and prior correspondence on Project Dragonfly. Our review indicates that
approximately 60 acres of forest containing streams and wetlands that are proposed to be cleared
by the New Albany Tech Park Project were specifically excluded from summer bat surveys as
part of Project Dragonfly due to “no tree clearing” (see attached mist net survey report). These
areas provide a significant amount of suitable bat habitat and thus we request a summer bat
survey be completed within these areas.

If any caves or abandoned mines may be disturbed, further coordination with this office is
requested to determine if fall or spring portal surveys are also warranted. Portal surveys must be

conducted by an approved surveyor and be designed and conducted in coordination with the
Ohio Field Office.

Survey results should be coordinated with this office prior to initiation of any work at the project
area. Based on the results of the survey(s), we will evaluate potential impacts to the Indiana bat
from the proposed project. If Indiana bats are not detected during the survey, then tree clearing
may occur at any time of the year.

Section 7 Coordination: If there is a federal nexus for the project (e.g., federal funding provided,
federal permits required to construct), then no tree clearing should occur on any portion of the
project area until consultation under section 7 of the ESA, between the Service and the federal
action agency, is completed. We recommend the federal action agency submit a determination
of effects to this office, relative to the Indiana bat and northern long-eared bat, for our review
and concurrence. This letter provides technical assistance only and does not serve as a completed
section 7 consultation document.

Stream and Wetland Avoidance: Over 90% of the wetlands in Ohio have been drained, filled, or
modified by human activities, thus is it important to conserve the functions and values of the
remaining wetlands in Ohio (https://epa.ohio.gov/portals/47/facts/ohio_wetlands.pdf). We
recommend avoiding and minimizing project impacts to all wetland habitats (e.g., forests,
streams, vernal pools) to the maximum extent possible in order to benefit water quality and fish
and wildlife habitat. Additionally, natural buffers around streams and wetlands should be
preserved to enhance beneficial functions. If streams or wetlands will be impacted, the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers should be contacted to determine whether a Clean Water Act section
404 permit is required. Best management practices should be used to minimize erosion,
especially on slopes. Disturbed areas should be mulched and revegetated with native plant
species. In addition, prevention of non-native, invasive plant establishment is critical in
maintaining high quality habitats.

Due to the project type, size, and location, we do not anticipate adverse effects to any other
federally endangered, threatened, or proposed species, or proposed or designated critical habitat.
Should the project design change, or additional information on listed or proposed species or their
critical habitat become available, or if new information reveals effects of the action that were not


















MITIGATION BALANCE SHEET

MBIJ Holdings, LLC

Avis Road Pooled Stream Mitigation Site
Plain Township, Franklin County, Ohio

ORIGINAL BALANCE:
CURRENT BALANCE:
LATEST REVISION:

8007.00
1767.50
11/9/2022

RUNNING BALANCE:

E io E Stream Impact (linear feet Mitigation Credits Utilized (linear feet Credit Balance (linear feet
Project USACE / Ohio EPA Permit IDi USACE / Ohio EPA pact ( ) € { ) ! g
Authorization Date
Perennial | Intermittent | Ephemeral | Total Restoration | Enhancement | Total Restoration | Enhancement Total
Beginning Balance 1; 6,664 1,343 8,007
i LRH-2019-960-SCR-UNT Blacklick Creek USACE: 01/21/2021
B 1, 1. 2,011 2,606. 1, ,949, ,058, ,058,
eech Road SW Site C Ohio EPA ID 206833A Ohio EPA: 12/22/2020 0 ,864 47 ,0 ,606.0 343 3,949.0 4,058.0 0 4,058.0
Project Titan EGP Ohio EPA ID 207044W 01/29/2021 0 0 411 411 411.0 0 411.0 3,647.0 0 3,647.0
Project Charger NWP LRH-2021-267-SCR 05/07/2021 222 0 0 222 222.0 0 222.0 3,425.0 0 3,425.0
Project Titan NWP LRH-2020-721-SCR-UNT Blacklick Creek 06/01/2021 0 813 0 813 813.0 0 813.0 2,612.0 0 2,612.0
New Albany Tech Park TBD TBD 0 563 0 563 844.5 0 844.5 1,767.5 0 1,767.5
Total 222 3,240 558 4,020 4,897 1,343 6,240
Current Balance 1,767.5 0 1,767.5

1. The quantity shown reflects the credit available from the stream restoration and enhancement. The mitigation included 3,332 If of stream restoration {2:1 credit) and 1,343 If of stream enhancement (1:1 credit).







