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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Partner has performed a Preliminary Wetland Determination in general conformance with the scope and
limitations as detailed in our proposal for the property located at 711 Oakland Place in the City of
Florence, Florence County, South Carolina (the “subject property”). The Preliminary Wetland
Determination is designed to provide The Paces Foundation, Inc. with an assessment concerning wetlands

and streams (limited to those issues identified in the report) as they exist at the subject property.
Property Description

The subject property is located on the northeast and northwest of the Oakland Avenue and Layton Street
intersection within a residential area of Florence County. Please refer to the table below for further
description of the subject property:

SUBJECT PROPERTY DATA

Property Name:
Address:
Additional Addresses:

Historical Addresses:

Property Use:

Land Acreage (Ac):
Number of Buildings:
Gross Building Area (SF):
Date of Construction:

Assessor’s Parcel Number
(APN):

Current Tenants:

Site Assessment Performed
By:

Site Assessment Conducted
On:

Oakland Place
711 Oakland Avenue, Florence, South Carolina

701, 703, 705, 708, 710, 711, 712, 713, 714, 716, 718, 720, 722
Oakland Avenue; 601, 603, 607, 611, 613 Layton Street; 703,
705,707,709, 711, 713, 717 Rose Street

501, 701, 704, 733, 739, 811 Oakland Avenue and 607 Layton
Street

Multi-family residential

6.44 Ac

17

60,000 SF

1972

90100-06-012 and 90100-05-002

Oakland Place Apartments consisting of 64 residential units

Kalli Agoglossakis of Partner

May 20, 2025

The subject property is comprised of approximately 6.44 acres of land which is divided by Oakland
Avenue and developed with the Oakland Place Apartments consisting of 64 residents for multi-family
residential use. The subject property is improved with 17 single-story buildings, concrete-paved parking
areas, associated landscaping, and perimeter fencing. Wetlands were not identified on the subject

property.
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According to available historical sources, the subject property was developed with single-family
residences between 1918 and 1924; single-family residences and a portion of a baseball field from 1941
to at least 1947; single and multi-family residential buildings from 1957 until 1964; and developed with
the current structures in approximately 1972. Tenants on the subject property have included undeveloped
areas and a single-family residence (1918); undeveloped areas and two single-family residences (1924);
single-family residences and a portion of a baseball field (1941-1947); single and multi-family residential
buildings and a portion of a baseball field (1957-1964), and multi-family apartment improvements (1977-

Present).
ADJOINING PROPERTIES
North: lola Jones Park (608 Maxwell Street), Oakland Avenue, and single-family residences
: (701 and 801 Oakland Avenue)
East: Rose Street, followed by single-family residences (701 Layton Street, 706 Rose Street,
: 700 and 702 Pawley Street)
Greater Morning Star Apostolic Ministries No. 7 (609 Oakland Avenue) on the west
portion and Layton Street, beyond are undeveloped lots and single-family residences
South:
(610 and 611
Rose Street) on the east portion
West: Single-family residences (702, 704, 706, and 710 Brunson Street)
Findings

According to our preliminary determination, delineation, resource document review, and field
observations, no wetlands or surface water bodies were identified on the subject property.

Conclusions, Opinions and Recommendations

Partner has performed a Preliminary Wetland Determination in general conformance with the scope and
limitations as detailed in our proposal, for the property located at 711 Oakland Place in the City of
Florence, Florence County, South Carolina. Partner concludes and recommends the following:

e This assessment has not revealed evidence of wetlands or surface water bodies on the subject
property.
It should be noted the USACE has the ultimate authority for wetlands and Waters of the United States
(WOTUS) determinations. The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has the ultimate authority for
official jurisdictional determinations; however, authority has been delegated to the USACE to give an
approved jurisdictional determination (AJD) on potential Waters of the United States.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Partner has performed a Preliminary Wetland Determination in general conformance with the scope and
limitations as detailed in our proposal for the property located at 711 Oakland Place in the City of
Florence, Florence County, South Carolina (the “subject property”). The Preliminary Wetland
Determination is designed to provide The Paces Foundation, Inc. with an assessment concerning wetlands
and streams (limited to those issues identified in the report) as they exist at the subject property.

1.1 Purpose

The purpose of performing the Preliminary Wetland Determination is to identify and characterize the
existing site conditions and observe the subject property for the presence of wetlands and streams.

1.2 Scope of Work

The scope of work for this Preliminary Wetland Determination was performed in general conformance
with the scope and limitations as detailed in our proposal. This assessment included: 1) a review of
topographical maps, the National Wetlands Inventory map, and aerial photograph resources to assist with
identifying suspect streams and wetland areas on the subject property; 2) a property site reconnaissance
including wetland and stream data point sampling and flagging wetland boundaries; 3) preparation of a
map depicting approximate locations of wetlands and streams observed on the subject property; and 4)
completion of this report that includes site characterization information, a discussion of applicable data,
and recommendations for the subject property.

1.3 Limitations

Partner warrants that the findings and conclusions contained herein were accomplished in accordance
with the methodologies set forth in the Scope of Work. These methodologies are described as
representing good commercial and customary practice for conducting a Preliminary Wetland
Determination of a property for the purpose of identifying wetlands and streams on the subject property.
There is a possibility that even with the proper application of these methodologies there may exist on the
subject property conditions that could not be identified within the scope of the assessment or which were
not reasonably identifiable from the available information. Partner believes that the information obtained
concerning the subject property is reliable. However, Partner cannot and does not warrant or guarantee
that the information provided by these other sources is accurate or complete. The conclusions and
findings set forth in this report are strictly limited in time and scope to the date of the evaluations. The
conclusions presented in the report are based solely on the services described therein, and not on
scientific tasks or procedures beyond the scope of agreed-upon services or the time and budgeting
restraints imposed by the Client. No other warranties are implied or expressed.

1.4 User Reliance

The Paces Foundation, Inc. engaged Partner to perform this assessment in accordance with an agreement
governing the nature, scope and purpose of the work as well as other matters critical to the engagement.
All reports, both verbal and written, are for the sole use and benefit of The Paces Foundation, Inc.. Either
verbally or in writing, third parties may come into possession of this report or all or part of the
information generated as a result of this work. In the absence of a written agreement with Partner
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granting such rights, no third parties shall have rights of recourse or recovery whatsoever under any
course of action against Partner, its officers, employees, vendors, successors or assigns. Any such
unauthorized user shall be responsible to protect, indemnify and hold Partner, Client and their respective
officers, employees, vendors, successors and assigns harmless from any and all claims, damages, losses,
liabilities, expenses (including reasonable attorneys’' fees) and costs attributable to such Use.
Unauthorized use of this report shall constitute acceptance of and commitment to these responsibilities,
which shall be irrevocable and shall apply regardless of the cause of action or legal theory pled or
asserted. Additional legal penalties may apply.

1.5 Limiting Conditions

The performance of this Preliminary Wetland Determination was not limited in any way. Partner was
granted full and complete access to the subject property.
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2.0 SITE DESCRIPTION

2.1 Site Location and Legal Description

The subject property at 711 Oakland Place in Florence, South Carolina is located on northeast and
northwest of the Oakland Avenue and Layton Street intersection. According to the Florence County
Assessor, the subject property is legally described as Land Parcel Nos. 90100-06-012 and 90100-05-002,
and ownership is currently vested in Housing Authority of Florence since 1970.

Please refer to Figure 1: Site Location Map, Figure 2: Site Plan, Figure 3: Topographic Map, Appendix
B: Site Photographs, and Appendix C: USACE Wetland Determination Data Forms for the location
and site characteristics of the subject property.

2.2 Current Property Use

The subject property is comprised of approximately 6.44 acres of land which is divided by Oakland
Avenue and developed with the Oakland Place Apartments consisting of 64 residents for multi-family
residential use. The subject property is improved with 17 single-story buildings, concrete-paved parking
areas, associated landscaping, and perimeter fencing. Wetlands were not identified on the subject

property.

The subject property is designated Commercial Improved (Cl) by the City of Florence.
2.3 Physical Setting Sources

2.3.1 Topography

The United States Geological Survey (USGS) Florence West and Florence East, South Carolina Quadrangle
7.5-minute series topographic map was reviewed for this report. According to the contour lines on the
topographic map, the subject property is located at approximately 145 feet above mean sea level (MSL).
The contour lines in the area of the subject property indicate the area is sloping very gently toward the
southeast. The subject property is depicted on the 2020 map as undeveloped.

A copy of the most recent topographic map is included as Figure 3 of this report.
2.3.2 Hydrology

According to topographic map interpretation, the direction of groundwater flow in the vicinity of the
subject property is inferred to be toward the southeast until it reaches an off-site unnamed creek located
approximately 0.76 miles to the southeast of the subject property. Wetlands and streams were not
identified on the subject property.

Information specific to the subject property regarding the depth to groundwater and direction of
groundwater flow was not available for the subject area. However, according to information obtained
from online research, depth to the high-water table is anticipated between 10 and 20 feet below ground
surface (bgs).

Based on soil samples collected during the site reconnaissance, no surface water was observed on the
subject property. No ground water or saturation was observed within the upper 17-inches of the soil
profile at any sample point locations.
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2.3.3 Geology/Soils

The subject property is situated within the Coastal Plain physiographic province of the State of South
Carolina. The uppermost geologic formation underlying the soils at the subject property is the Pliocene
Age Duplin Formation. The Duplin Formation consists of sands, sandy and silty clays, and very shelly
sands, which frequently overlie a basal phosphatic conglomerate.

According to the EPA Ecoregions of South Carolina map, the subject property is located within the Level
IV Atlantic Southern Loam Plains Ecoregion (65I) of the Level Il Southeastern Plains Ecoregion (65). The
Atlantic Southern Loam Plains Ecoregion is lower, flatter, more gently rolling, with fine-textured soils. It is
a major agricultural zone, with deep, well drained soils. The flora is varied due to the variety of edaphic
conditions. The region has the highest concentration of Carolina bays. These are shallow, elliptical
depressions, often swampy or wet in the middle with dry sandy rims. Carolina bays not drained from
agriculture often contain rare or endangered plant and animal species.

The NTCHS hydric soil definition identifies general soil properties that are associated with wetness. In
order to determine whether a specific soil is a hydric soil or nonhydric soil, however, more specific
information, such as information about the depth and duration of the water table, is needed. Thus, criteria
that identify those estimated soil properties unique to hydric soils have been established (Federal
Register, 2002). These criteria are used to identify map unit components that normally are associated with
wetlands. The criteria used are selected estimated soil properties that are described in "Soil Taxonomy"
(Soil Survey Staff, 1999) and "Keys to Soil Taxonomy" (Soil Survey Staff, 2006) and in the "Soil Survey
Manual" (Soil Survey Division Staff, 1993).

If soils are wet enough for a long enough period of time to be considered hydric, they should exhibit
certain properties that can be easily observed in the field. These visible properties are indicators of hydric
soils. The indicators used to make onsite determinations of hydric soils are specified in "Field Indicators of
Hydric Soils in the United States" (Hurt and Vasilas, 2006). However, not all areas within a mapping unit or
polygon identified as having hydric soils may be hydric. Conversely, inclusions of hydric soils may be
found within soil mapping units where no hydric soils have been identified. The Hydric Soils List should be
used as a tool, indicating that hydric soil will likely be found within a given area, but should not be used as
a substitute for onsite investigation and field indicators of hydric soils.

Based on information obtained from the USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Web Soil Survey
online database, the subject property is mapped as Urban land-Coxville-Norfolk association. According to
the web soil survey hydric rating by map unit list for Florence County, this soil map unit is rated as a
partially hydric soil based on the National Soil Information System (NASIS) NRCS hydric soil criteria.

e Urban Land soils consist of areas where the natural soil has been extensively modified or
obscured by human development, including buildings, roads, parking lots, and other
infrastructure. Slopes range from nearly level to moderately steep, often from 0 to 15 percent,
depending on the underlying terrain and grading during development. Urban Land does not have
a defined soil profile due to surface disturbance, imported fill, and compaction. Soil horizons are
typically disrupted or completely absent, and material characteristics can vary widely within short
distances. Permeability, drainage, and runoff characteristics are highly variable and influenced by
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the proportion of impervious surfaces. Vegetation, where present, is often ornamental or turfgrass
maintained by irrigation and landscaping because of the variability and extent of disturbance.
Urban Land units are generally mapped where more than 85 percent of the area is covered by
impervious surfaces or significantly altered, making classification into standard soil series
impractical.

e The Coxville series is comprised of very deep, poorly drained soils that formed in flats, Carolina
bays, and depressions. Parent material consists of marine deposits and fluviomarine sediments.
Slopes range from 0 to 2 percent. Mean annual temperature is about 62 degrees Fahrenheit and
mean annual precipitation is about 48 inches. The A or Ap horizon, where present, is comprised of
fine sandy loam, sandy loam, loam, or rarely sandy clay loam with hue of 10YR to 5Y, value of 2 to
5, and chroma of 1 or 2. The Eg horizon, where present, is comprised of fine sandy loam, sandy
loam, or loam with hue of 10YR or 5Y, value of 4 to 6, and chroma of 1 or 2. Redoximorphic
features may be present. The Beg or BAg horizon, where present, is comprised of sandy clay loam,
loam, or clay loam with hue of 10YR to 5Y, value of 4 to 7, and chroma of 1 or 2. Redoximorphic
features may be present. The Btg horizon is comprised of sandy clay, clay loam, or clay with hue
of 10YR to 5Y, value of 4 to 7, and chroma of 1 or 2. Redoximorphic depletions may be present.
The BCg or Cg horizons, where present, is comprised of stratified sandy, loamy, silty, or clayey
sediments with a hue of 10YR to 5Y, value of 4 to 7, and chroma of 1 or 2. Redoximorphic features
may be present.

e The Norfolk series is comprised of very deep and well drained soils that formed in marine
deposits or fluviomarine deposits on uplands or marine terraces. Slopes range from 0 to 10
percent. Mean annual temperature is about 62 degrees Fahrenheit and mean annual precipitation
is about 49 inches. The A or Ap horizon is comprised of loamy sand, sandy loam, fine sandy loam,
or loamy fine sand with hue of 10YR or 2.5Y, value of 4 to 7, and chroma of 1 to 4. Some pedons
are fine sand or sand. The E horizon is comprised of loamy sand, sandy loam, fine sandy loam, or
loamy fine sand with hue of 10YR or 2.5Y, value of 4 to 7, and chroma of 2 to 6. Some pedons are
fine sand or sand. The BE horizon, where present, is comprised of sandy loam or fine sandy loam
with a hue of 10YR or 2.5Y, value of 4 to 6, and chroma of 3 to 8. The Bt horizon is comprised of
sandy loam, fine sandy loam, sandy clay loam, or clay loam with hue of 7.5YR to 2.5Y, value of 5 to
8, and chroma of 3 to 8. Redoximorphic depletions may be present. The 2Bt horizon, where
present, has the same color as the Bt horizon; texture is sandy clay loam. The BC or BCt horizon,
where present, is comprised of sandy loam, fine sandy loam, sandy clay loam, clay loam, sandy
clay, or clay with a hue of 5YR to 2.5Y, value of 5 to 8, and chroma of 3 to 8. Redoximorphic
features may be present. The C horizon is comprised of loamy coarse sand, loamy sand, loamy
fine sand, coarse sandy loam, sandy loam, fine sandy loam, sandy clay loam, clay loam, or sandy
clay with a hue of 2.5YR to 5Y, value of 4 to 8, and chroma of 3 to 8. Redoximorphic features may
be present. Some pedons have layers of coarser or finer textured materials.

2.3.4 Flood Zone Information

Partner performed a review of the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), published by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA). According to Community Panel Numbers 45041C0134E, dated December
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16, 2014; the subject property is located within Flood Zone X (Unshaded), an area located outside of the
100-year and 500-year flood plains, which is also referred to as an area of minimal flood hazards.

According to FEMA, flood hazard areas identified on the FIRM are identified as a Special Flood Hazard
Area (SFHA). SFHA are defined as the area that will be inundated by the flood event having a 1-percent
chance of being equaled or exceeded in any given year. The 1-percent annual chance flood is also
referred to as the base flood or 100-year flood. SFHAs are labeled as Zone A, Zone AO, Zone AH, Zones
A1-A30, Zone AE, Zone A99, Zone AR, Zone AR/AE, Zone AR/AO, Zone AR/A1-A30, Zone AR/A, Zone V,
Zone VE, and Zones V1-V30. Moderate flood hazard areas, labeled Zone B or Zone X (shaded) are also
shown on the FIRM, and are the areas between the limits of the base flood and the 0.2-percent-annual-
chance (or 500-year) flood. The areas of minimal flood hazard, which are the areas outside the SFHA and
higher than the elevation of the 0.2-percent-annual-chance flood, are labeled Zone C or Zone X
(unshaded).

A copy of the reviewed flood map is included in Appendix D of this report.
2.3.5 National Wetlands Inventory

The National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) Map of the subject property was reviewed to identify suspect
wetland areas. The map was published by the U.S. Department of the Interior's Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) and depicts suspect wetland areas and waterbodies based on stereoscopic analysis of high-
altitude aerial photographs.

Partner performed a review of the USFWS NWI online map, and no wetland areas are depicted on the
subject property.

The State of South Carolina does not maintain an additional Interactive Wetland map, and the South
Carolina Department of Natural Resources (DNR) references the USFWS NWI.

Partner performed a review of the National Hydrography Database (NHD) online map, and no wetland
areas are depicted on the subject property.

Copies of the reviewed NWI and NHD maps are included in Appendix D of this report.
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3.0 HISTORICAL INFORMATION

Partner obtained historical use information about the subject property from a variety of sources. A
chronological listing of the historical data found is summarized in the table below:

HISTORICAL USE INFORMATION

Years Resource Description/Use
1918-1924 Fire Insurance Maps Single-Family Residential
1941-1947 Aerial Photographs, Fire Single-family residential and a portion of a
Insurance Maps, baseball field

Topographic Maps
1957-1964 Aerial Photographs, Fire Single and multi-family residential and a
Insurance Maps portion
of a baseball field

1972- Aerial Photographs, City Multi-Family Residential
Present Directories, Topographic
Maps, Interviews

According to available historical sources, the subject property was developed with single-family
residences between 1918 and 1924; single-family residences and a portion of a baseball field from 1941
to at least 1947; single and multi-family residential buildings from 1957 until 1964; and developed with
the current structures in approximately 1972. Tenants on the subject property have included undeveloped
areas and a single-family residence (1918); undeveloped areas and two single-family residences (1924);
single-family residences and a portion of a baseball field (1941-1947); single and multi-family residential
buildings and a portion of a baseball field (1957-1964), and multi-family apartment improvements (1977-
Present).

3.1 Aerial Photograph Review

Partner obtained available aerial photographs of the subject property and surrounding area from
Environmental Risk Information Services (ERIS). The following was observed on the subject property and
adjacent properties during the aerial photograph review:

AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH SUMMARY

Dates: 1941 Scale: 1" = 500
Subject Appears to be developed with a residence on the west portion and a baseball
Property: field on the east portion
North: Appears to be a single-family residence, Oakland Avenue, and a baseball field
East: Appears to be undeveloped land beyond Rose Street
South: Appears to be undeveloped land and single-family residences beyond Layton
Street
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AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH SUMMARY

Dates: 1941 Scale: 1" = 500
West: Appears to be single-family residences located along N Brunson Street
Date: 1949 Scale: 1" = 500°
Subject No significant changes visible
Property:
North: No significant changes visible
East: No significant changes visible
South: Appears to be a church, undeveloped land, and single-family residences beyond
Layton Street
West: No significant changes visible
Date: 1957 Scale: 1" = 500°
Subject Appears to be a mix of undeveloped land, a baseball field, and single-family
Property: residence
North: No significant changes visible
East: Appears to be undeveloped land and single-family residences beyond Rose
Street
South: No significant changes visible
West: No significant changes visible
Date: 1964 to 1969 Scale: 1" = 500°
Subject Appears to be a mix of undeveloped land, a baseball field, and single-family
Property: residences
North: Appears to be single-family residences and a baseball field
East: No significant changes visible
South: No significant changes visible
West: No significant changes visible
Date: 1970 to 2023 Scale: 1" = 500°

Preliminary Wetland Determination
Project No. 24-446236.4

May 21, 2025

Page 8

PARTNER



Date: 1970 to 2023 Scale: 1" = 500'

Subject Appears to be developed with the existing multi-family improvements
Property:
North: Appears to be single-family residences, a church, and a park
East: No significant changes visible
South: No significant changes visible
West: No significant changes visible

Copies of select aerial photographs are included in Appendix D of this report.
3.2 Historical Topographic Maps
Partner reviewed historical topographic maps obtained from ERIS. The following was observed on the

subject property and adjacent properties during the topographic map review:

TOPOGRAPHIC MAP SUMMARY

Dates: 1940 to 1986 Scale: 1:24,000
Subject Shaded to depict urban development
Property:
North: Shaded to depict urban development
East: Shaded to depict urban development
South: Shaded to depict urban development
West: Shaded to depict urban development
Date: 2014 to 2020 Scale: 1:24,000
Subject No site-specific features are depicted
Property:
North: Only roadways are shown, and no site-specific features are depicted
East: Only roadways are shown, and no site-specific features are depicted
South: Only roadways are shown, and no site-specific features are depicted
West: No site-specific features are depicted

Copies of reviewed topographic maps are included in Appendix D of this report.
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4.0 PRECIPITATION DATA AND ANALYSIS

4.1 Precipitation Data

Partner conducted a site visit of the subject property on May 20, 2025. Partner performed wandering
transects across the subject property to characterize and document the vegetative communities that exist
on the subject property to determine the presence/absence of wetlands and surface waters.

The weather at the time of the site visit was sunny with temperatures ranging between 80-90F.
Precipitation and temperature data from the Florence Regional Airport weather station, for the day of and
approximately two weeks before the field investigation is provided in the table below:

SITE PRECIPITATION DATA

Date Minimum Maximum Precipitation Snowfall
Temperature Temperature (inches) (inches)
(F)

2025-05-06 51 86 0.00 0.00
2025-05-07 56 83 T 0.00
2025-05-08 63 86 T 0.00
2025-05-09 62 82 0.97 0.00
2025-05-10 61 71 0.02 0.00
2025-05-11 61 75 0.90 0.00
2025-05-12 69 78 0.98 0.00
2025-05-13 68 86 0.02 0.00
2025-05-14 65 86 0.07 0.00
2025-05-15 69 92 0.00 0.00
2025-05-16 70 95 0.00 0.00
2025-05-17 76 89 0.00 0.00
2025-05-18 66 90 0.00 0.00
2025-05-19 65 86 0.00 0.00
2025-05-20* 65 91 0.00 0.00

* Indicates dates of the field investigation.

The percent of normal precipitation for the water year to date and monthly percent of normal
precipitation using the NRCS WETS table, from the Florence Regional Airport weather station, for each of
the 3 months preceding the field investigation is provided in the table below:
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NRCS WETS TABLE DATA

Month Average 30% chance precipitation 30% chance
Precipitation less than precipitation more
than
February 2025 3.03 2.05 3.63
March 2025 4.00 2.68 4.79
April 2025 2.78 1.58 3.38
May 2025* 3.27 2.31 3.88

* Indicates month of field investigation
4.2 Precipitation Data Analysis

Monthly precipitation data and monthly summaries for the Water Year for the three months preceding
the field investigation was retrieved for the nearest working weather station. The nearest working weather
station is Florence Regional Airport, which is situated at 141 ft elevation approximately three (3) miles to
the southeast of the subject property.

According to data from nearby stations, precipitation was above normal in March, slightly below normal in
April, and normal in May of 2025. According to the monthly climate data from the Florence Regional
Airport weather station, the area received 16.78 inches of precipitation in the water year to date (October
1, 2024, to May 20, 2025). This is below the normal range of the 24.12 inches average of precipitation for
this timeframe (below).

Accumulated Precipitation - FLORENCE REGIONAL AIRPORT, SC
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Antecedent Precipitation vs Normal Range based on NOAA's Daily Global Historical Climatology Network
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Coordinates 34.205225, -79.758236 30 Days Ending | 30% %ile (in) 70" %ile (in) Observed (in) | Wetness Conditien | Condition Value | Month Weight Product
Observation Date 2025-05-19 2025-05-19 1765354 38 3555118 Normal 2 3 6
Elevation (ft} 141.229 2025-04-19 2.798425 3.676772 1.877953 Dry 1 2 2
Drought Index (PDSI) Moderate drought (2025-04) 2025-03-20 2.140945 3.566142 4102362 Wet 3 1 3
WebWIMP H>0 Balance Dry Season Result Normal Conditions - 11
Figures and tables made by the
Antecedent F Weather Station Name Coordinates | Elevation (ft) | Distance (mi) | Elevation A | Weighted A | Days Normal | Days Antecedent
g,sif""::'vef"‘:i" FLORENCE RGNL AP 34.1878, -79.7308 141.076 1.977 0.153 0.89 11350 89
FLORENCE 1.2 NNE 34.1963, -79.7717 144.029 2.41 2.953 1.092 0 1
U-S. Amy Corps of E FLORENCE 2.1 SW 34.1624, -79.8091 124.016 4.808 17.06 2.246 1 0
-~ 5ER Dc US. Ammy Engineer Rescarch and . - - ’
e Development Center FLORENCE 8 NE 34.2933,-79.74 120.079 7.308 20.997 3.442 2 0
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5.0 SITE RECONNAISSANCE

5.1 Methods

United States Army Corps of Engineers

Partner conducted a reconnaissance of the subject property on May 20, 2025, to characterize the existing
site conditions and identify the presence of aquatic resources including wetlands and streams on the
subject property, if any. Characteristics of potential jurisdictional wetlands and streams were assessed
(when applicable) utilizing the criteria detailed below. The evaluation methods generally followed the
routine on-site determination method referenced in the 1987 USACE Manual Regional Supplement to the
Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain Region Version 2.0 (U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, November 2010).

Partner’s professional opinion of jurisdictional status of identified features (if any) on the subject property,
is consistent with the interpretation used by EPA and USACE.

Department of Housing and Urban Development

Executive Order (EO) 11990 was enacted to "minimize the destruction, loss or degradation of wetlands
and to preserve and enhance the natural and beneficial values of wetlands". To meet these objectives, the
Order requires federal agencies, in planning their actions, to consider alternatives to wetland sites and
limit potential damage to wetlands. The EO applies to federally owned or managed facilities, as well as,
improvement projects that are undertaken, financed, or assisted by federal agencies.

HUD utilizes the wetland definition at 24 CFR 55.2(b)(11), specifically “those areas that are inundated by
surface or ground water with a frequency sufficient to support, and under normal circumstances does or
would support, a prevalence of vegetative or aquatic life that requires saturated or seasonally saturated
soil conditions for growth and reproduction. Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and
similar areas such as sloughs, potholes, wet meadows, river overflows, mud flats, and natural ponds. This
definition includes those wetland areas separated from their natural supply of water as a result of
activities such as the construction of structural flood protection methods or solid-fill road beds and
activities such as mineral extraction and navigation improvements. This definition includes both wetlands
subject to and those not subject to section 404 of the Clean Water Act as well as constructed wetlands.”
Under current guidelines the USACE does not have jurisdiction over isolated wetlands; therefore, EO
11990 is more restrictive in that it applies to all areas meeting the wetland definition. Therefore,
determination by the USACE that there are no jurisdictional areas on-site is not sufficient documentation
for HUD's purposes.

According to 24 CFR 55.2(b)(11), the following process shall be followed in making the wetlands
determination:

i. HUD or, for programs subject to 24 CFR part 58, the responsible entity, shall make a
determination whether the action is new construction that is located in a wetland. These actions
are subject to processing under the § 55.20 decision-making process for the protection of
wetlands.
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ii. As primary screening, HUD or the responsible entity shall verify whether the project area is
located in proximity to wetlands identified on the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI). If so, HUD
or the responsible entity should make a reasonable attempt to consult with the Department of
the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS), for information concerning the location, boundaries,
scale, and classification of wetlands within the area. If an NWI map indicates the presence of
wetlands, FWS staff, if available, must find that no wetland is present in order for the action to
proceed without further processing. Where FWS staff is unavailable to resolve any NWI map
ambiguity or controversy, an appropriate wetlands professional must find that no wetland is
present in order for the action to proceed without § 55.20 processing.

iii.  As secondary screening used in conjunction with NWI maps, HUD or the responsible entity is
encouraged to use the Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)
National Soil Survey (NSS) and any state and local information concerning the location,
boundaries, scale, and classification of wetlands within the action area.

iv.  Any challenges from the public or other interested parties to the wetlands determinations made
under this part must be made in writing to HUD (or the responsible entity authorized under 24
CFR part 58) during the commenting period and must be substantiated with verifiable scientific
information. Commenters may request a reasonable extension of the time for the commenting
period for the purpose of substantiating any objections with verifiable scientific information. HUD
or the responsible entity shall consult FWS staff, if available, on the validity of the challenger's
scientific information prior to making a final wetlands determination.

5.2 Wetland Observations

Wetlands generally have three essential characteristics: hydrophytic (wetland) vegetation, hydric soils, and
wetland hydrology. Suspect wetland areas were identified on the subject property prior to the site
reconnaissance. Vegetation and hydrology observations were performed throughout the site where
access was permitted, and soils were evaluated to determine if wetland characteristics were present. Data
regarding the three essential characteristics was gathered within observed suspect wetland areas, if any,
to further delineate boundaries. Partner personnel traversed the project site on foot while performing
wetland observations.

5.2.1 Plant Community Assessment

Suspect areas were visually observed to determine the species, when possible, and absolute percentage of
ground cover for five strata of plant community types. Herbs were generally observed within a five-foot
radius, shrubs/saplings within a fifteen-foot radius, and trees and vines within a thirty-foot radius of the
observation location.

For each species of vegetation observed, their wetland indicator status was evaluated. The indicator
status was determined using the USACE National Wetlands Plant List (NWPL). Per guidance from the
USACE, as of April 28, 2016, the most up to date NWPL should be used for wetland determinations and
delineations (the NWPL can be found at http://rsgisias.crrel.usace.army.mil/NWPL/).
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According to the US Army Corps of Engineers, National Wetland Plant List Indicator Rating Definition
document, wetland indicator status ratings and their rating categories, as described in the National List of
Plant Species that Occur in Wetlands (Reed 1988) are provided in the table below.

WETLAND PLANT INDICATOR STATUS

. .. % Occurrence
Indicator status (abbreviation) . tland
in wetlands

Obligate (OBL). Occur almost always under natural conditions in wetlands. 99
Facultative Wetland (FACW). Usually occur in wetlands but occasionally found in 67-99
non-wetlands.

Facultative (FAC). Equally likely to occur in wetlands and non-wetlands. 34-66
Facultative Upland (FACU). Usually occur in non-wetlands but occasionally found 1-33
in wetlands.

The percent cover of each stratum was determined, and dominance was evaluated. Dominant species
were the most abundant species that accounted for more than 20 percent of the absolute percent
coverage of the stratum. The number of dominant species with an indicator status of OBL, FACW, and/or
FAC was compared to the total number of dominant species across all strata. Typically, when more than
50 percent of the dominant species had an indicator status of OBL, FACW, and/or FAC, hydrophytic
vegetation was present. If the percentage of dominant species with an indicator status of OBL, FACW,
and/or FAC was less than 50 percent, prevalence index and morphological adaptations may have been
evaluated to confirm if hydrophytic vegetation was present or absent.

At the time of the site reconnaissance, Sample Points 1 through 6 (SP-1 through SP-6) were not
dominated by hydrophytic wetland vegetation.

Refer to the wetland determination data forms provided in Appendix C for site-specific observations of
hydrophytic vegetation identified at each sample point location.

5.2.2 Hydric Soils Assessment

Hydric soils are defined by the National Technical Committee for Hydric Soils (NTCHS) as soils that form
under conditions of saturation, flooding, or ponding long enough during the growing season to develop
anaerobic conditions in the upper part (Federal Register, 1994). Under natural conditions, these soils are
either saturated or inundated long enough during the growing season to support the growth and
reproduction of hydrophytic vegetation. Hydric soil field indicators and a hydric soil technical standard
have been developed to determine whether a soil meets the criteria for hydric soils. Evaluation of hydric
soils was completed based on criteria defined in NRCS (2010) and as outlined in the 1987 Manual and the
Regional Supplement. Soils observed in wetland areas within the proposed survey area typically
developed under anaerobic (i.e., inundated/saturated edaphic conditions) or alternating aerobic-
anaerobic conditions (i.e., wet/dry hydroperiod).
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Subsurface soil samples were collected to depths ranging between 8 and 17 inches below the ground
surface. The soil samples were visually compared to Munsell Soil Color Charts (Munsell, 2009); and
examined for hydric soil indicators.

The soil profiles at SP-1 through SP-6 did not exhibit hydric soil indicators. Soils observed in upland areas
at the site typically developed under aerobic soil conditions. Based on the criteria outlined in NRCS (2010),
and as outlined in the 1987 Manual and the Regional Supplement, the soils observed within the upland
communities were not considered hydric.

Refer to the wetland determination data forms provided in Appendix C for site-specific observations of
hydric soil identified at each wetland location.

5.2.3 Wetland Hydrology Assessment

Visual indicators of wetland hydrology were evaluated. Examples of primary wetland hydrology indicators
include, but are not limited to, surface water, high water table, soil saturation, water marks, sediment
deposits, drift deposits, iron deposits, inundation visible on aerial imagery, and water-stained leaves.
Examples of secondary wetland hydrology indicators include, but are not limited to, surface soil cracks,
drainage patterns, moss trim lines, and crayfish burrows. If at least one primary wetland hydrology
indicator or two secondary wetland hydrology indicators were observed, the observation location was
considered to have wetland hydrology.

No primary indicators of wetland hydrology observed within communities associated with SP-4 and SP-6.
Secondary indicators of wetland hydrology associated with SP-4 and SP-6 on the subject property
included Geomorphic Position (D2).

Indicators of wetland hydrology were not observed within the communities associated with SP-1, SP-2,
SP-3, and SP-5.

Refer to the wetland determination data forms provided in Appendix C for site-specific observations of
hydrology identified at each wetland location.

5.2.4 Wetland Mapping

Upon completion of the review of the three wetland criteria at each area, a wetland determination was
made. Under normal circumstances, if one or more of the wetland criteria were not identified, the area
was not considered to be a wetland. Likewise, if all three wetland criteria were observed, the area was
considered to be a wetland. Additional observations were made throughout the wetland area to define
the wetland/non-wetland boundary, which was mapped in the field. Vegetation, soil, and hydrology
assessment data from at least one location within identified wetland areas (if any) and one upland
location outside of the identified wetland areas were recorded on a USACE Wetland Determination Data
Form. The recorded data forms for the subject property can be found in Appendix C and data point
locations can be seen on Figure 2.

5.2.5 Wetland Classification

No wetlands were identified within the survey area.
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5.3 Stream Observations

Standard methodologies for identification of the ordinary high-water mark (OHWM) were used for the
identification of the top of bank of streams identified on the subject property.

5.3.1 Stream Mapping

The ordinary high-water mark (OHWM) defines the boundaries of aquatic features for a variety of federal,
state, and local regulatory purposes. Under the Clean Water Act, the OHWM defines the lateral limits of
federal jurisdiction for non-tidal waters of the U.S. in the absence of adjacent wetlands (including Section
404, which regulates the discharge of dredge and fill material into waters of the U.S.). Additionally, under
Sections 9 and 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899, the OHWM defines the lateral limits of federal
jurisdiction for non-tidal traditional navigable waters of the U.S. The USACE Ordinary High Water Mark
Identification Regulatory Guidance Letter, dated December 7, 2005, was used to identify the OHWM of
the streams identified on the subject property (if any).

5.3.2 Stream Classification

No streams were identified on the subject property.

5.4 Summary of Potentially Jurisdictional Waters

5.4.1 Federal Definition of Jurisdictional Waters of the United States

In accordance with the revised WOTUS rule promulgated on January 18, 2023 (“revised rule”) (88 Fed. Reg.
3004)," potentially jurisdictional WOTUS include: The territorial seas and traditional navigable waters;
perennial and intermittent tributaries that contribute surface water flow to such waters; certain lakes,
ponds, and impoundments of jurisdictional waters; and wetlands adjacent to other jurisdictional waters.
See 33 CFR 328.3 and 40 CFR 120.2, revised as of January 18, 2023. Paragraph (a) of the revised rule
identifies four categories of waters that are “waters of the United States.” These waters are referred to as
“jurisdictional” in this notice and in the regulatory text. Paragraph (b) of the revised rule identifies those
waters and features that are excluded from the definition of “waters of the United States.” These waters
are referred to as “non-jurisdictional” or “excluded” in this notice and as “non-jurisdictional” in the
regulatory text. Paragraph (c) of the revised rule defines applicable terms.

As a baseline concept, this revised rule recognizes that waters of the United States are waters within the
ordinary meaning of the term, such as oceans, rivers, streams, lakes, ponds, and wetlands, and that not all
waters are waters of the United States. The revised rule includes the agencies' longstanding category of
the territorial seas and traditional navigable waters. A "tributary” is defined in the revised rule as a river,

' This revised rule was challenged in three federal district courts which, together, blocked implementation
of the rule in 27 states. South Carolina is one of the 27 states and, therefore, the agencies continued to
apply the revised rule in South Carolina.
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stream, or similar naturally occurring surface water channel that contributes surface water flow to a
territorial sea or traditional navigable water in a typical year either directly or indirectly through other
tributaries, jurisdictional lakes, ponds, or impoundments, or adjacent wetlands. A tributary must be
perennial or intermittent in a typical year. The alteration or relocation of a tributary does not modify its
jurisdictional status as long as it continues to be perennial or intermittent and contributes surface water
flow to a traditional navigable water or territorial sea in a typical year. A tributary does not lose its
jurisdictional status if it contributes surface water flow to a downstream jurisdictional water in a typical
year through a channelized non-jurisdictional surface water feature, through a subterranean river, through
a culvert, dam, tunnel, or other similar artificial feature, or through a debris pile, boulder field, or similar
natural feature. The term “tributary” includes a ditch that either relocates a tributary, is constructed in a
tributary, or is constructed in an adjacent wetland as long as the ditch is perennial or intermittent and
contributes surface water flow to a traditional navigable water or territorial sea in a typical year.

The revised rule defines “lakes and ponds, and impoundments of jurisdictional waters” as standing bodies
of open water that contribute surface water flow in a typical year to a territorial sea or traditional
navigable water either directly or through a tributary, another jurisdictional lake, pond, or impoundment,
or an adjacent wetland. The agencies note that to be jurisdictional, an “impoundment of a jurisdictional
water” must be an impoundment of a territorial sea or traditional navigable water, tributary, jurisdictional
lake or pond, or an adjacent wetland, and must meet the conditions in paragraph (c)(6) of the revised rule.
A lake, pond, or impoundment of a jurisdictional water does not lose its jurisdictional status if it
contributes surface water flow to a downstream jurisdictional water in a typical year through a
channelized non-jurisdictional surface water feature, through a culvert, dike, spillway, or similar artificial
feature, or through a debris pile, boulder field, or similar natural feature. A lake, pond, or impoundment of
a jurisdictional water is also jurisdictional if, in a typical year, it is inundated by flooding from a territorial
sea or traditional navigable water, or tributary, or from another jurisdictional lake, pond, or impoundment.

The revised rule defines “adjacent wetlands” as wetlands that abut a territorial sea or traditional navigable
water, a tributary, or a lake, pond, or impoundment of a jurisdictional water; are inundated by flooding
from a territorial sea or traditional navigable water, a tributary, or a lake, pond, or impoundment of a
jurisdictional water in a typical year; are physically separated from a territorial sea or traditional navigable
water, a tributary, or a lake, pond, or impoundment of a jurisdictional water only by a natural berm, bank,
dune, or similar natural feature; or are physically separated from a territorial sea or traditional navigable
water, a tributary, or a lake, pond, or impoundment of a jurisdictional water only by an artificial dike,
barrier, or similar artificial structure so long as that structure allows for a direct hydrological surface
connection to the territorial sea or traditional navigable water, tributary, or lake, pond, or impoundment of
a jurisdictional water in a typical year, such as through a culvert, flood or tide gate, pump, or similar
artificial feature. “Abut” means when a wetland touches a territorial sea, traditional navigable water,
tributary, or lake, pond, or impoundment of a jurisdictional water at least at one point or side. An adjacent
wetland is jurisdictional in its entirety when a road or similar artificial structure divides the wetland, as
long as the structure allows for a direct hydrologic surface connection through or over that structure in a
typical year.
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Consistent with the U.S. District Court for the District of Arizona's August 30, 2021, order vacating and
remanding the Navigable Waters Protection Rule, promulgated April 21, 2020 (85 Fed. Reg. 22250),
effective June 22, 2020, the EPA and USACE halted implementation of the Navigable Waters Protection
Rule and began interpreting “waters of the United States” consistent with the pre-2015 regulatory regime,
as further defined in the revised rule discussed above. An approved jurisdictional determination (AJD) is a
document provided by the Corps stating the presence or absence of “waters of the United States” on a
parcel or a written statement and map identifying the limits of “waters of the United States” on a parcel.
See 33 CFR 331.2. Under existing Corps’ policy, AJDs are generally valid for five years unless new
information warrants revision prior to the expiration date. See U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Regulatory
Guidance Letter No. 05-02, § 1(a), p. 1 (June 2005) (Regulatory Guidance Letter (RGL) 05-02). As a general
matter, the agencies’ actions are governed by the rule in effect at the time the Corps completes an AJD,
not by the date of the request for an AJD. Therefore, AJDs that were pending on, or received after the
court’s decision will be completed consistent with the pre-2015 regulatory regime. AJDs completed prior
to the court’s decision remain valid until the expiration date unless one of the criteria for revision is met
under RGL 05-02, or the recipient of such an AJD requests that a new AJD be provided pursuant to the
pre-2015 regulatory regime.

On August 29, 2023, the EPA and the USACE issued a new final rule further limiting the scope of WOTUS
consistent with the U.S. Supreme Court's May 25, 2023 decision in the case of Sackett v. EPA (as of the
date of this report, not yet published in the Federal Register). The agencies are revising the 2023 Rule to
remove the significant nexus standard and to amend its definition of “adjacent” as these provisions are
invalid under the Supreme Court’s interpretation of the Clean Water Act in Sackett. See section Il of this
preamble for the specific amendments. Under the decision in Sackett, waters are not jurisdictional under
the Clean Water Act based on the significant nexus standard. In addition, under the decision in Sackett,
wetlands are not defined as “adjacent” or jurisdictional under the Clean Water Act solely because they are
"bordering, contiguous, or neighboring . . . [or] separated from other ‘waters of the United States’ by man-
made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes and the like.” Therefore, under this conforming
rule, waters cannot be found to be jurisdictional because they meet the significant nexus standard; nor
can wetlands be found to be jurisdictional based on the definition of “adjacent” codified in the 2023 Rule.
Furthermore, as a result of the decision in Sackett invalidating the significant nexus standard, the
provision for assessment of streams and wetlands under the additional waters provision of paragraph
(a)(5) is no longer valid as any jurisdictional streams and wetlands are covered by paragraphs (a)(1)
through (4) of the 2023 Rule.2 Finally, the agencies are removing "“interstate wetlands” from the 2023 Rule
to conform with the decision in Sackett. The Supreme Court in Sackett examined the Clean Water Act and
its statutory history and found the predecessor statute to the Clean Water Act covered and defined
“interstate waters” as “all rivers, lakes, and other waters that flow across or form a part of State
boundaries.” Sackett at 1337 (citing 33 U.S.C. 1160(a), 1173(e) (1970 ed.) (emphasis in original)). The Court
concluded that the use of the term “waters” refers to such "open waters” and not wetlands. Id. As a result,
under Sackett, the provision authorizing wetlands to be jurisdictional simply because they are interstate is
invalid. The agencies will continue to interpret the remainder of the definition of “waters of the United
States” in the 2023 Rule consistent with the Sackett decision. And it is both reasonable and appropriate
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for the agencies to promulgate this rule in response to a significant decision of the Supreme Court and, to
provide administrative guidance to address other issues that may arise outside this limited rule.

Partner’s professional opinion of jurisdictional status of identified features (if any) on the subject property,
is consistent with the interpretation used by EPA and USACE.

5.4.2 State Wetlands and Surface Waters Regulations

It should be noted that, the State of South Carolina has additional wetland and surface water regulations
as discussed below.

Regulatory activities pertaining to wetlands are administered by South Carolina's Department of Health
and Environmental Control (SCDHEC). SCDHEC's Office of Environmental Quality Control (OEQC), Bureau
of Water regulates waters of the state, including wetlands, and issues §401 certifications under the Clean
Water Act (CWA). Statewide, 401 Water Quality Certification is applied where a 404 permit is required by
federal regulations and follow the same exemptions as those applied under the Section 404 programs by
the Corps.

The state's regulation of coastal wetlands is extensive and represents a major component of wetland work
in South Carolina. This additional layer of state-level regulation is coordinated by SCDHEC's Office of
Ocean and Coastal Resource Management (OCRM)'s Regulatory Division. The Division regulates tideland
critical areas through a direct permitting program under the state's Coastal Zone Management Act
(CZMA). This program provides two-tiers of regulation. Tier One regulates tideland Critical Areas. Tier Two
areas include brackish water wetlands outside the Critical Areas but within the coastal zone."

5.4.3 Local Wetland and Surface Water Regulations

The subject property is located within the municipal limits of the City of Florence. As such, ordinances
associated with the City of Florence will apply to development at the subject property.

The City of Florence relies on the Florence Unified Development Ordinance (FUDO) to impose land use
restrictions on certain lands within the City of Florence. Codes applicable to the proposed development
are outlined within Part 4, Articles 12, 16, and 21, including the following:

Part 4, Article 12, Divisions 2 and 4, Sections 1 and 8 General Information and Submittal
Requirements

If the area proposed for development is to impact waters of the state (WOTUS) or jurisdictional wetlands,
a United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) determination may be required. Prior to site
development, a site-specific Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) must be developed. The
SWPPP must identify and delineate all WOTUS, including wetlands, within the disturbed area and/or the
total area associated with the construction site.

During construction activities, there is an established forty-five-foot, undisturbed buffer required where
the surface waters are classified as Level | and Il Water Bodies by the City. This extended natural buffer
should be located between the surface waters and the outermost sediment and erosion controls at the
construction site.

Part 4, Article 16, Division 4-16.1, Sec. 12 Use Standards
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Wetlands are delineated and defined specifically as wetlands according to the methodology accepted by
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.

Part 4, Article 21, Division 6, Section 1 Submittal Requirements

All environmental areas must be delineated on site plans. General statements regarding the preservation
of wetlands are required.

5.5 Onsite Surface Water Observations

No surface waters were identified on the subject property.
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6.0 FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

Findings

According to our preliminary determination, delineation, resource document review, and field
observations, no wetlands or surface water bodies were identified on the subject property.

Conclusions, Opinions and Recommendations

Partner has performed a Preliminary Wetland Determination in general conformance with the scope and

limitations as detailed in our proposal, for the property located at 711 Oakland Place in the City of
Florence, Florence County, South Carolina. Partner concludes and recommends the following:

e This assessment has not revealed evidence of wetlands or surface water bodies on the subject
property.
It should be noted the USACE has the ultimate authority for wetlands and WOTUS determinations. The

EPA has the ultimate authority for official jurisdictional determinations; however, authority has been
delegated to the USACE to give an AJD on potential Waters of the United States.
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7.0 SIGNATURES OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROFESSIONALS

Partner has performed a Preliminary Wetland Determination of the property located at 711 Oakland Place

in the City of Florence, Florence County, South Carolina in general conformance with the scope and

limitations of the protocol and the limitations stated earlier in this report. Exceptions to or deletions from

this protocol are discussed earlier in this report.

By signing this report, we declare that, to the best of our professional knowledge and belief, we have the

specific qualifications based on education, training, and experience to assess a property of the nature,

history, and setting of the subject property.

Prepared By:
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Kalli Agoglossakis, MS
Project Manager — Natural Resources
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Amy Parker, PWS, PG
Project Manager — Natural Resources
Professional Wetland Scientist (#4014)
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Katie L. Morgan, PWS
Director or Natural and Cultural Resources
Professional Wetland Scientist (#3100)
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EXHIBIT W

Identification of Wetlands

Company: The Paces Foundation, Inc.

Development: Oakland Place Apartments

Development Location: 711 Oakland Avenue, Florence, South Carolina

County: Florence Acres: 6-44

AP | certify that the development listed above does not contain jurisdictional and non-jurisidictional
wetlands.

| certify that the development listed above does contain jurisdictional and/or non-jurisidictional
wetlands and the proposed development will not disturb the wetlands. The wetlands are (acres) in
size, rendering the buildable percentage at %.

| have provided the following:

1. National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) map
2. My credentials that qualify me to make this determination.

Financial Interest: Neither | nor the company | work for have any financial interest in the proposed LIHTC
application other than in the practice of our profession.

/&W POJ\A&Q}'\., P\X/S #QOAQ 05/20/2025

Signature and Certification of Wetlands Professional Date

Amy Parker

Name of Wetland Professional

5/21/25
ification of Development Owner Date

Paces Preservation Partners, LLC

Name of Developer

SCSHFDA -2022-v1


Kalli Agoglossakis
Stamp

Kalli Agoglossakis
Typewriter
Paces Preservation Partners, LLC
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1. View toward the approximate location of SP-1. 2. The soil profile at SP-1 lacking hydric soil indicators.

5. View toward location of SP-3. 6.  Soil profile at SP-3
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11.  Soil profile at SP-4
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13.  Saturation, surface water, and ground water were 14. View toward location of SP-5, showing stormwater
not observed at any locations. feature.

f T

17.  View toward location of SP-6 18. View of ditch facing south-southwest
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23. Additional view of typical courtyard on east parcel 24. Additional view of typical courtyard on west parcel
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp: 11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-20; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site:  Oakland Place City/County: Florence / Florence Sampling Date: 5/20/2025
Applicant/Owner: The Paces Foundation, Inc. State: SC Sampling Point: SP-1
Investigator(s): Kalli Agoglossakis Section, Township, Range: Not Applicable
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.):  Residential lawn Local relief (concave, convex, none): Flat Slope (%): <2
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR P, MLRA 133A Lat: 34.205370N Long: 79.759872W Datum: WGS 1984
Soil Map Unit Name: Ub—Urban land-Coxville-Norfolk association NWI classification: UPL
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:

Slight depressional area along former ag drainage (from aerials prior to present-day improvements).

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) _Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

____Surface Water (A1) ____Aguatic Fauna (B13) ___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
_ High Water Table (A2) _Marl Deposits (B15) (LRR U) _ Drainage Patterns (B10)

____Saturation (A3) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ____Moss Trim Lines (B16)

____Water Marks (B1) ____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) ____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Sediment Deposits (B2) ____Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____ Drift Deposits (B3) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____ Other (Explain in Remarks) ____Shallow Aquitard (D3)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ____FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

_Water—Stained Leaves (B9) _Sphagnum Moss (D8) (LRR T, U)

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:
This note pertains to all sample locations: the site is located in a densely urban context. The entire site is comprised of developed areas such as
building foundations and parking lots, with green space comprised entirely of maintained lawns. Vegetation and soils are therefore widely disturbed.
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VEGETATION (Five Strata) — Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Paint: SP-1

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30" Radius ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
L Number of Dominant Species
2. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species
6. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.0% (A/B)
=Total Cover Prevalence Index worksheet:
50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
Sapling Stratum (Plot size: 30" Radius ) OBL species 0 x1l= 0
1. FACW species 10 X2= 20
2. FAC species 48 x3= 144
3. FACU species 16 x4 = 64
4. UPL species 32 x5= 160
5. Column Totals: 106 (A) 388 (B)
6. Prevalence Index =B/A = 3.66
=Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: ___1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 30" Radius ) ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
1. ___3-Prevalence Index is <3.0"
2. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetationl (Explain)
3.
4.
5. Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be
6. present, unless disturbed or problematic.
=Total Cover Definitions of Five Vegetation Strata:
50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: Tree — Woody plants, excluding woody vines,
Herb Stratum (Plot size:  30' Radius ) approximately 20 ft (6_m) or more in heigh_t and 3in.
1. Diodia virginiana 10 No FACW (7.6 cm) or larger in diameter at breast height (DBH).
2. Trifolium repens 12 No FACU Sapling — Woody plants, excluding woody vines,
3. Stenotaphrum secundatum 48 Yes FAC approximately 20 ft (6 m) or more in height and less
4. Sherardia arvensis 32 Yes UPL than 3 in. (7.6 cm) DBH.
5. Taraxacum officinale 4 No FACU Shrub - Woody Plants, excluding woody vines,
6. approximately 3 to 20 ft (1 to 6 m) in height.
7. Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, including
8. herbaceous vines, regardless of size, and woody
9. plants, except woody vines, less than approximately 3 ft
(1 m) in height.
10.
11. Woody Vine — All woody vines, regardless of height.
106 =Total Cover
50% of total cover: 53 20% of total cover: 22
Woody Vine Stratum (Plotsize:  30' Radius )
1.
2
3
4.
5 .
Hydrophytic
___ ~=Total Cover Vegetation
50% of total cover: _ 20%oftotal cover: | Present? Yes No X
Remarks: (If observed, list morphological adaptations below.)
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SOIL Sampling Point: SP-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) % Type1 Loc? Texture Remarks

0-17 10YR 3/3 80 10YR 5/1 18 D PL/M Loamy/Clayey

10YR 5/6 2 C M Distinct redox concentrations
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. %L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils*:
_Histosol (A1) _Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR S, T, U) __lcm Muck (A9) (LRR O)
- Histic Epipedon (A2) _ Barrier Islands 1 cm Muck (S12) __2cm Muck (A10) (LRR S)
_ Black Histic (A3) (MLRA 153B, 153D) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
- Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR O) (outside MLRA 150A)
_ Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) _ Reduced Vertic (F18)
_Organic Bodies (A6) (LRR P, T, U) _ Depleted Matrix (F3) (outside MLRA 150A, 150B)
___5cm Mucky Mineral (A7) (LRR P, T, U) . Redox Dark Surface (F6) _ Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (LRR P, T)
- Muck Presence (A8) (LRR U) _ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) _Anomalous Bright Floodplain Soils (F20)
__lcm Muck (A9) (LRR P, T) . Redox Depressions (F8) (MLRA 153B)
- Depleted Below Dark Surface (Al11) _ Marl (F10) (LRR U) - Red Parent Material (F21)
_Thick Dark Surface (A12) . Depleted Ochric (F11) (MLRA 151) ___ Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (MLRA 150A) ____Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR O, P, T) (outside MLRA 138, 152A in FL, 154)
_Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) (LRR O, S) . Umbric Surface (F13) (LRR P, T, U) _ Barrier Islands Low Chroma Matrix (TS7)
_Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) _ Delta Ochric (F17) (MLRA 151) (MLRA 153B, 153D)
____Sandy Redox (S5) ____Reduced Vertic (F18) (MLRA 150A, 150B) ____Other (Explain in Remarks)
_Stripped Matrix (S6) _ Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149A)
_Dark Surface (S7) (LRR P, S, T, U) _Anomalous Bright Floodplain Soils (F20)
- Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (MLRA 149A, 153C, 153D) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
(LRRS, T,U) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22) wetland hydrology must be present,
(MLRA 138, 152Ain FL, 154) unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes  No_ X
Remarks:
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control # 0710-0024, Exp: 11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-20; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site:  Oakland Place City/County: Florence / Florence Sampling Date: 5/20/2025
Applicant/Owner: The Paces Foundation, Inc. State:  SC Sampling Point: SP-2
Investigator(s): Kalli Agoglossakis Section, Township, Range: Not Applicable
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Residential lawn Local relief (concave, convex, none): Flat Slope (%): <1
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR P, MLRA 133A Lat: 34.205766N Long: 79.759100W Datum: WGS 1984
Soil Map Unit Name: Ub—Urban land-Coxville-Norfolk association NWI classification: UPL
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No__ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation _ X, Soil _ X, orHydrology _____ significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ No_ X
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:

Near two pin oaks in residential lawn; apparent upland.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) _Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___ Surface Water (A1) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
. High Water Table (A2) . Marl Deposits (B15) (LRR U) _ Drainage Patterns (B10)

____Saturation (A3) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ____Moss Trim Lines (B16)

____Water Marks (B1) ___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Sediment Deposits (B2) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____ Drift Deposits (B3) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Other (Explain in Remarks) ____Shallow Aquitard (D3)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
____Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Sphagnum Moss (D8) (LRR T, U)

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:
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VEGETATION (Five Strata) — Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Paint: SP-2

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30" Radius ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Quercus palustris 56 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species
2. Pyrus calleryana 8 No UPL That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
3 Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 4 (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species
6 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.0% (A/B)
64 =Total Cover Prevalence Index worksheet:

50% of total cover: 32 20% of total cover: 13 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
Sapling Stratum (Plot size: 30" Radius ) OBL species 0 x1l= 0
1. FACW species 68 X2= 136
2. FAC species 28 x3= 84
3. FACU species 32 x4 = 128
4. UPL species 28 x5= 140
5. Column Totals: 156 (A) 488 (B)
6. Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.13

=Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 30" Radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%
1. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
2. Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetationl (Explain)
3.
4.
5. Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be
6. present, unless disturbed or problematic.

=Total Cover Definitions of Five Vegetation Strata:

50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: Tree — Woody p|ants’ exc|uding Woody Vines’
Herb Stratum (Plot size:  30' Radius ) approximately 20 ft (6 m) or more in height and 3 in.
1. Stenotaphrum secundatum 28 Yes FAC (7.6 cm) or larger in diameter at breast height (DBH).
2. Trifolium repens 28 Yes FACU Sapling — Woody plants, excluding woody vines,
3. Diodia virginiana 12 No EACW approximately 20 ft (6 m) or more in height and less
4, Sherardia arvensis 20 Yes UPL than 3in. (7.6 cm) DBH.
5. Taraxacum officinale 4 No FACU Shrub - Woody Plants, excluding woody vines,
6. approximately 3 to 20 ft (1 to 6 m) in height.
7. Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, including
8. herbaceous vines, regardless of size, and woody
9. plants, except woody vines, less than approximately 3 ft

(1 m) in height.
10.
11. Woody Vine — All woody vines, regardless of height.
92 =Total Cover

50% of total cover: 46 20% of total cover: 19
Woody Vine Stratum (Plotsize:  30' Radius )
1.
2
3
4.
5 .

Hydrophytic
___ ~=Total Cover Vegetation

50% of total cover: - 20% of total cover: | Ppresent? Yes No X

Remarks: (If observed, list morphological adaptations below.)
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SOIL

Sampling Point: SP-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) % Type1 Loc? Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 3/3 100 Loamy/Clayey Topsoll
6-15 10YR 3/3 60 Sandy 10YR 6/1 Matrix: 40%
15-17 10YR 3/1 96 10YR 6/8 4 C M Sandy 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: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

_ Histosol (A1)

- Histic Epipedon (A2)

_ Black Histic (A3)

- Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
Stratified Layers (A5)

Organic Bodies (A6) (LRR P, T, U)
Muck Presence (A8) (LRR U)

1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR P, T)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (Al11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)

_Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR S, T, U)

_ Barrier Islands 1 cm Muck (S12)
(MLRA 153B, 153D)

___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR O)

___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)

Depleted Matrix (F3)

5 cm Mucky Mineral (A7) (LRR P, T, U) Redox Dark Surface (F6)

_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)

. Redox Depressions (F8)

___Marl (F10) (LRR U)

. Depleted Ochric (F11) (MLRA 151)

Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (MLRA 150A) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR O, P, T)

Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) (LRR O, S)
: Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
_ Sandy Redox (S5)
- Stripped Matrix (S6)
_Dark Surface (S7) (LRR P, S, T, U)
- Polyvalue Below Surface (S8)
(LRR S, T, U)

_Umbric Surface (F13) (LRR P, T, U)
Delta Ochric (F17) (MLRA 151)
T Reduced Vertic (F18) (MLRA 150A, 150B)
: Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149A)
_Anomalous Bright Floodplain Soils (F20)
(MLRA 149A, 153C, 153D)
___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

(MLRA 138, 152Ain FL, 154)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils*:
___1cm Muck (A9) (LRR O)
__2cm Muck (A10) (LRR S)
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
(outside MLRA 150A)
_ Reduced Vertic (F18)

(outside MLRA 150A, 150B)
_Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (LRR P, T)
_Anomalous Bright Floodplain Soils (F20)

(MLRA 153B)

_Red Parent Material (F21)
___ Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

(outside MLRA 138, 152A in FL, 154)
_ Barrier Islands Low Chroma Matrix (TS7)

(MLRA 153B, 153D)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes No X

Remarks:

Lower layer appears to be a mix of fill and native soil.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control # 0710-0024, Exp: 11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-20; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site:  Oakland Place City/County: Florence / Florence Sampling Date: 5/20/2025
Applicant/Owner: The Paces Foundation, Inc. State:  SC Sampling Point: SP-3
Investigator(s): Kalli Agoglossakis Section, Township, Range: Not Applicable
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Residential lawn Local relief (concave, convex, none): Flat Slope (%): <1
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR P, MLRA 133A Lat: 34.205225N Long: 79.758236W Datum: WGS 1984
Soil Map Unit Name: Ub—Urban land-Coxville-Norfolk association NWI classification: UPL
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 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:

Location along former agricultural drainage visible in aerial photography prior to the present-day developments.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) _Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___ Surface Water (A1) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
. High Water Table (A2) . Marl Deposits (B15) (LRR U) _ Drainage Patterns (B10)

____Saturation (A3) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ____Moss Trim Lines (B16)

____Water Marks (B1) ___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Sediment Deposits (B2) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____ Drift Deposits (B3) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Other (Explain in Remarks) ____Shallow Aquitard (D3)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
____Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Sphagnum Moss (D8) (LRR T, U)

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:
In proximity to three stormwater catch basins in lawn.
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VEGETATION (Five Strata) — Use scientific names of plants.

Sampling Point: SP-3

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30" Radius )

Absolute
% Cover

Dominant
Species?

Indicator
Status

Quercus nigra

10

Yes

FAC

1
2
3.
4.
5
6

(Plot size:

Sapling Stratum 30' Radius )

10

50% of total cover: 5

=Total Cover

20% of total cover:

Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)

Total Number of Dominant
Species Across All Strata: 4 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species

That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.0% (A/B)

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

o g w N e

50% of total cover:
30' Radius )
Stenotaphrum secundatum

Shrub Stratum (Plot size:

36

=Total Cover

20% of total cover:

Yes

FAC

x1l= 0
X2= 0
x3= 186
X4 = 80
120
386 (B)
3.64

OBL species 0
FACW species 0
FAC species 62
FACU species 20
UPL species 24
106 (A)
Prevalence Index =BJ/A =

x5=
Column Totals:

Dichondra carolinensis

16

No

FAC

Trifolium repens

20

Yes

FACU

Sherardia arvensis

24

Yes

UPL

I o B

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

___1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
____2-Dominance Test is >50%
___3-Prevalence Index is <3.0"
____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetationl (Explain)

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

Herb Stratum (Plotsize: 30" Radius )

96

50% of total cover: 48

=Total Cover

20% of total cover:

20

© ©® N o ks w DR

.
=4

-
=

50% of total cover:
Woody Vine Stratum 30' Radius )

1.

(Plot size:

=Total Cover

20% of total cover:

Definitions of Five Vegetation Strata:

Tree — Woody plants, excluding woody vines,
approximately 20 ft (6 m) or more in height and 3 in.
(7.6 cm) or larger in diameter at breast height (DBH).

Sapling — Woody plants, excluding woody vines,
approximately 20 ft (6 m) or more in height and less
than 3 in. (7.6 cm) DBH.

Shrub - Woody Plants, excluding woody vines,
approximately 3 to 20 ft (1 to 6 m) in height.

Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, including
herbaceous vines, regardless of size, and woody
plants, except woody vines, less than approximately 3 ft
(1 m) in height.

Woody Vine — All woody vines, regardless of height.

2
3
4.
5

50% of total cover:

=Total Cover

20% of total cover:

Hydrophytic
Vegetation

Present? Yes No X

Remarks: (If observed, list morphological adaptations below.)
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SOIL

Sampling Point: SP-3

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) % Type1 Loc? Texture Remarks
0-2 10YR 3/3 100 Loamy/Clayey Topsoll
2-11 10YR 3/3 80 Sandy 10YR 5/4 Matrix: 20%
11-13 10YR 3/3 65 10YR 5/6 15 C PL/M Sandy Distinct redox concentrations
10YR 4/2 20 D PL/M

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

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

_ Histosol (A1)

- Histic Epipedon (A2)

_ Black Histic (A3)

- Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
Stratified Layers (A5)

Organic Bodies (A6) (LRR P, T, U)
Muck Presence (A8) (LRR U)

1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR P, T)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (Al11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)

_Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR S, T, U)

_ Barrier Islands 1 cm Muck (S12)
(MLRA 153B, 153D)

___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR O)

___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)

Depleted Matrix (F3)

5 cm Mucky Mineral (A7) (LRR P, T, U) Redox Dark Surface (F6)

_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)

. Redox Depressions (F8)

___Marl (F10) (LRR U)

. Depleted Ochric (F11) (MLRA 151)

Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (MLRA 150A) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR O, P, T)

Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) (LRR O, S)
: Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
_ Sandy Redox (S5)
- Stripped Matrix (S6)
_Dark Surface (S7) (LRR P, S, T, U)
- Polyvalue Below Surface (S8)
(LRRS, T, U)

_Umbric Surface (F13) (LRR P, T, U)
Delta Ochric (F17) (MLRA 151)
T Reduced Vertic (F18) (MLRA 150A, 150B)
: Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149A)
_Anomalous Bright Floodplain Soils (F20)
(MLRA 149A, 153C, 153D)
___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

(MLRA 138, 152Ain FL, 154)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils*:
___1cm Muck (A9) (LRR O)
__2cm Muck (A10) (LRR S)
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
(outside MLRA 150A)
_ Reduced Vertic (F18)

(outside MLRA 150A, 150B)
_Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (LRR P, T)
_Anomalous Bright Floodplain Soils (F20)

(MLRA 153B)

_Red Parent Material (F21)
___ Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

(outside MLRA 138, 152A in FL, 154)
_ Barrier Islands Low Chroma Matrix (TS7)

(MLRA 153B, 153D)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes No X

Remarks:
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control # 0710-0024, Exp: 11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-20; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site:  Oakland Place City/County: Florence / Florence Sampling Date: 5/20/2025
Applicant/Owner: The Paces Foundation, Inc. State:  SC Sampling Point: SP-4
Investigator(s): Kalli Agoglossakis Section, Township, Range: Not Applicable
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Residential lawn / ditch Local relief (concave, convex, none): Flat Slope (%): <1
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR P, MLRA 133A Lat: 34.205131N Long: 79.757620W Datum: WGS 1984
Soil Map Unit Name: Ub—Urban land-Coxville-Norfolk association NWI classification: UPL
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 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:

Located within slight topographic depression in vicinity of stormwater catch basin; ditch along Rose Street.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) _Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Surface Water (A1) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
. High Water Table (A2) . Marl Deposits (B15) (LRR U) _ Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Saturation (A3) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ____Moss Trim Lines (B16)

____Water Marks (B1) ___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Sediment Deposits (B2) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____ Drift Deposits (B3) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) _X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Other (Explain in Remarks) ____Shallow Aquitard (D3)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
____Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Sphagnum Moss (D8) (LRR T, U)

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:
Scattered fungus growth within ditch indicative of moist but not wet conditions.
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VEGETATION (Five Strata) — Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Paint: SP-4
Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30" Radius ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Number of Dominant Species
2. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: ; (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species
6. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.0% (A/B)
=Total Cover Prevalence Index worksheet:
50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
Sapling Stratum (Plot size: 30" Radius ) OBL species 0 x1l= 0
1. FACW species 0 X2= 0
2. FAC species 48 x3= 144
3. FACU species 34 x4 = 136
4. UPL species 16 x5= 80
5. Column Totals: 98 (A) 360 (B)
6. Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.67
=Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 30" Radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%
1. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
2. Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetationl (Explain)
3.
4.
5. Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be
6. present, unless disturbed or problematic.
=Total Cover Definitions of Five Vegetation Strata:
50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: Tree — Woody p|ants’ exc|uding Woody Vines’
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 30" Radius ) approximately 20 ft (6 m) or more in height and 3 in.
1. Stenotaphrum secundatum 36 Yes FAC (7.6 cm) or larger in diameter at breast height (DBH).
2. Trifolium repens 18 Yes FACU Sapling — Woody plants, excluding woody vines,
3. Dichondra carolinensis 12 No EAC approximately 20 ft (6 m) or more in height and less
) . than 3 in. (7.6 cm) DBH.
4. Sherardia arvensis 16 No UPL
5.  Kummerowia striata 16 No FACU Shrub - Woody Plants, excluding woody vines,
6. approximately 3 to 20 ft (1 to 6 m) in height.
7. Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, including
8. herbaceous vines, regardless of size, and woody
9. plants, except woody vines, less than approximately 3 ft
(1 m) in height.
10.
11. Woody Vine — All woody vines, regardless of height.
98 =Total Cover
50% of total cover: 49 20% of total cover: 20
Woody Vine Stratum (Plotsize:  30' Radius )
1.
2
3
4.
5

50% of total cover:

=Total Cover

20% of total cover:

Hydrophytic
Vegetation

Present? Yes No X

Remarks: (If observed, list morphological adaptations below.)
Trees across street were excluded because they are not in the community being sampled.

ENG FORM 6116-2, JUL 2018

Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain — Version 2.0




SOIL

Sampling Point: SP-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) % Type1 Loc? Texture Remarks
0-12 10YR 3/3 100 Loamy/Clayey Topsoll
12-17 10YR 3/3 31 10YR 5/2 65 D PL/M Loamy/Clayey
10YR 5/6 4 C M Distinct redox concentrations

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

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

_ Histosol (A1) _Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR S, T, U)
- Histic Epipedon (A2) _ Barrier Islands 1 cm Muck (S12)
_ Black Histic (A3)

(MLRA 153B, 153D)
- Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR O)
_ Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_Organic Bodies (A6) (LRR P, T, U) _ Depleted Matrix (F3)
5 cm Mucky Mineral (A7) (LRR P, T, U) . Redox Dark Surface (F6)

Depleted Dark Surface (F7)

- Muck Presence (A8) (LRR U)
__lcm Muck (A9) (LRR P, T) . Redox Depressions (F8)
- Depleted Below Dark Surface (Al11) _ Marl (F10) (LRR U)
_Thick Dark Surface (A12) . Depleted Ochric (F11) (MLRA 151)
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (MLRA 150A) ____Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR O, P, T)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) (LRR O, S) ~_ Umbric Surface (F13) (LRR P, T, U)

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Delta Ochric (F17) (MLRA 151)
_Sandy Redox (S5) " Reduced Vertic (F18) (MLRA 150A, 150B)
:Stripped Matrix (S6) : Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149A)
_Dark Surface (S7) (LRR P, S, T, U) _Anomalous Bright Floodplain Soils (F20)
- Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (MLRA 149A, 153C, 153D)

(LRRS, T,U) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

(MLRA 138, 152Ain FL, 154)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils*:
___1cm Muck (A9) (LRR O)
__2cm Muck (A10) (LRR S)
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
(outside MLRA 150A)
_ Reduced Vertic (F18)

(outside MLRA 150A, 150B)
_Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (LRR P, T)
_Anomalous Bright Floodplain Soils (F20)

(MLRA 153B)

_Red Parent Material (F21)
___ Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

(outside MLRA 138, 152A in FL, 154)
_ Barrier Islands Low Chroma Matrix (TS7)

(MLRA 153B, 153D)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes No

Remarks:
Sandy clay - lowermost stratum - appears to be a mix of fill and native soil.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control # 0710-0024, Exp: 11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-20; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site:  Oakland Place City/County: Florence / Florence Sampling Date: 5/20/2025
Applicant/Owner: The Paces Foundation, Inc. State:  SC Sampling Point: SP-5
Investigator(s): Kalli Agoglossakis Section, Township, Range: Not Applicable
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Residential lawn Local relief (concave, convex, none): Flat Slope (%): <1
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR P, MLRA 133A Lat: 34.205888N Long: 79.757848W Datum: WGS 1984
Soil Map Unit Name: Ub—Urban land-Coxville-Norfolk association NWI classification: UPL
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 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:

Location is within residential lawn.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) _Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___ Surface Water (A1) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
. High Water Table (A2) . Marl Deposits (B15) (LRR U) _ Drainage Patterns (B10)

____Saturation (A3) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ____Moss Trim Lines (B16)

____Water Marks (B1) ___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Sediment Deposits (B2) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____ Drift Deposits (B3) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Other (Explain in Remarks) ____Shallow Aquitard (D3)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
____Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Sphagnum Moss (D8) (LRR T, U)

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:
Localized slight depression in vicinity of stormwater catch basin.
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VEGETATION (Five Strata) — Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Paint: SP-5

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30" Radius ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Number of Dominant Species
2. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: ; (B)
5. Percent of Dominant Species
6. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.0% (A/B)
=Total Cover Prevalence Index worksheet:
50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
Sapling Stratum (Plot size: 30" Radius ) OBL species 0 x1l= 0
1. FACW species 0 X2= 0
2. FAC species 40 x3= 120
3. FACU species 40 x4 = 160
4. UPL species 16 x5= 80
5. Column Totals: 96 (A) 360 (B)
6. Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.75
=Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 30" Radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%
1. 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
2. Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetationl (Explain)
3.
4.
5. Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be
6. present, unless disturbed or problematic.
=Total Cover Definitions of Five Vegetation Strata:
50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: Tree — Woody p|ants’ exc|uding Woody Vines’
Herb Stratum (Plot size:  30' Radius ) approximately 20 ft (6 m) or more in height and 3 in.
1. Stenotaphrum secundatum 36 Yes FAC (7.6 cm) or larger in diameter at breast height (DBH).
2. Kummerowia striata 28 Yes FACU Sapling — Woody plants, excluding woody vines,
3. Dichondra carolinensis 4 No EAC approximately 20 ft (6 m) or more in height and less
4, Sherardia arvensis 16 No UPL than 3in. (7.6 cm) DBH.
5. Trifolium repens 12 No FACU Shrub - Woody Plants, excluding woody vines,
6. approximately 3 to 20 ft (1 to 6 m) in height.
7. Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, including
8. herbaceous vines, regardless of size, and woody
9. plants, except woody vines, less than approximately 3 ft
(1 m) in height.
10.
11. Woody Vine — All woody vines, regardless of height.
96 =Total Cover
50% of total cover: 48 20% of total cover: 20
Woody Vine Stratum (Plotsize:  30' Radius )
1.
2
3
4.
5 .
Hydrophytic
___ ~=Total Cover Vegetation
50% of total cover: - 20% of total cover: | Ppresent? Yes No X
Remarks: (If observed, list morphological adaptations below.)
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SOIL Sampling Point: SP-5

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) % Type1 Loc? Texture Remarks
0-2 10YR 3/3 100 Loamy/Clayey Topsoll
2-8 10YR 3/3 99 10YR 5/4 1 C M Sandy Faint redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. %L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils*:

_ Histosol (A1)

- Histic Epipedon (A2)

_ Black Histic (A3)

- Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
Stratified Layers (A5)

Organic Bodies (A6) (LRR P, T, U)
Muck Presence (A8) (LRR U)

1 cm Muck (A9) (LRR P, T)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (Al11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)

Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (MLRA 150A) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR O, P, T)

Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) (LRR O, S)
: Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
_ Sandy Redox (S5)
- Stripped Matrix (S6)
_Dark Surface (S7) (LRR P, S, T, U)
- Polyvalue Below Surface (S8)
(LRR S, T, U)

_Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR S, T, U)

_ Barrier Islands 1 cm Muck (S12)
(MLRA 153B, 153D)

___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR O)

___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)

Depleted Matrix (F3)

5 cm Mucky Mineral (A7) (LRR P, T, U) Redox Dark Surface (F6)

_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)

. Redox Depressions (F8)

___Marl (F10) (LRR U)

. Depleted Ochric (F11) (MLRA 151)

Umbric Surface (F13) (LRR P, T, U)
Delta Ochric (F17) (MLRA 151)

Reduced Vertic (F18) (MLRA 150A, 150B)
Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149A)

_Anomalous Bright Floodplain Soils (F20)
(MLRA 149A, 153C, 153D)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
(MLRA 138, 152Ain FL, 154)

___1cm Muck (A9) (LRR O)
__2cm Muck (A10) (LRR S)
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)

(outside MLRA 150A)
_ Reduced Vertic (F18)

(outside MLRA 150A, 150B)
_Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (LRR P, T)
_Anomalous Bright Floodplain Soils (F20)

(MLRA 153B)

_Red Parent Material (F21)
___ Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

(outside MLRA 138, 152A in FL, 154)
_ Barrier Islands Low Chroma Matrix (TS7)

(MLRA 153B, 153D)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type: Compacted sand
Depth (inches): 8 Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X
Remarks:

Six attempts to sample this area were all refused at 8" bgs. There is some evidence of vehicular traffic on this part of the lawn - a potential cause for

compaction.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control # 0710-0024, Exp: 11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Atlantic and Gulf Coastal Plain Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-20; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site:  Oakland Place City/County: Florence / Florence Sampling Date: 5/20/2025
Applicant/Owner: The Paces Foundation, Inc. State:  SC Sampling Point: SP-6
Investigator(s): Kalli Agoglossakis Section, Township, Range: Not Applicable
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Residential lawn / ditch Local relief (concave, convex, none): Concave Slope (%): <1
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR P, MLRA 133A Lat: 34.206904N Long: 79.759598W Datum: WGS 1984
Soil Map Unit Name: Ub—Urban land-Coxville-Norfolk association NWI classification: UPL
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 ~ 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:
HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) _Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Surface Water (A1) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
. High Water Table (A2) . Marl Deposits (B15) (LRR U) _ Drainage Patterns (B10)

___Saturation (A3) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ____Moss Trim Lines (B16)

____Water Marks (B1) ___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) ___Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Sediment Deposits (B2) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____ Drift Deposits (B3) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) _X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Other (Explain in Remarks) ____Shallow Aquitard (D3)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ FAC-Neutral Test (D5)
_Water-Stained Leaves (B9) _Sphagnum Moss (D8) (LRR T, U)

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:
At confluence of two very shallow (<1" deep) linear ditches that are entirely confined to this area of the property.
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VEGETATION (Five Strata) — Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Paint: SP-6

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30" Radius ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Melia azedarach 20 Yes UPL Number of Dominant Species
2. Liquidambar styraciflua 20 Yes FAC That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (A)
3 Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: ; (B)
5 Percent of Dominant Species
6 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.0% (A/B)
40 =Total Cover Prevalence Index worksheet:
50% of total cover: 20 20% of total cover: 8 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
Sapling Stratum (Plot size: 30" Radius ) OBL species 0 x1l= 0
1. FACW species 0 X2= 0
2. FAC species 72 x3= 216
3. FACU species 50 x4 = 200
4. UPL species 32 x5= 160
5. Column Totals: 154 (A) 576 (B)
6. Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.74
=Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 30" Radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%
1. Prunus caroliniana 16 Yes FACU 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"
2. Melia azedarach 12 Yes UPL Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetationl (Explain)
3.
4.
5 Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be
6 present, unless disturbed or problematic.
28 =Total Cover Definitions of Five Vegetation Strata:
50% of total cover: 14 20% of total cover: 6 Tree — Woody p|ants’ exc|uding Woody Vines’
Herb Stratum (Plot size:  30' Radius ) approximately 20 ft (6 m) or more in height and 3 in.
1. Stenotaphrum secundatum 32 Yes FAC (7.6 cm) or larger in diameter at breast height (DBH).
2. Dichondra carolinensis 20 Yes FAC Sapling — Woody plants, excluding woody vines,
3. Nothoscordum bivalve 16 No EACU approximately 20 ft (6 m) or more in height and less
. than 3in. (7.6 DBH.
4. Mazus pumilus 16 No FACU an3in. (7.6 cm)
5. Taraxacum officinale 2 No FACU Shrub - Woody Plants, excluding woody vines,
6. approximately 3 to 20 ft (1 to 6 m) in height.
7. Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, including
8. herbaceous vines, regardless of size, and woody
9. plants, except woody vines, less than approximately 3 ft
(1 m) in height.
10.
11. Woody Vine — All woody vines, regardless of height.
86 =Total Cover
50% of total cover: 43 20% of total cover: 18
Woody Vine Stratum (Plotsize:  30' Radius )
1.
2
3
4.
5 .
Hydrophytic
___ ~=Total Cover Vegetation
50% of total cover: - 20% of total cover: | Ppresent? Yes No X

Remarks: (If observed, list morphological adaptations below.)
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SOIL Sampling Point: SP-6

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) % Type1 Loc? Texture Remarks

0-4 10YR 3/3 100 Loamy/Clayey topsoil

4-16 10YR 3/2 90 Loamy/Clayey 10YR 5/4 Matrix (sand): 10%
1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. %L ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils*:
_Histosol (A1) _Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR S, T, U) __lcm Muck (A9) (LRR O)
- Histic Epipedon (A2) _ Barrier Islands 1 cm Muck (S12) __2cm Muck (A10) (LRR S)
_ Black Histic (A3) (MLRA 153B, 153D) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
- Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR O) (outside MLRA 150A)
_ Stratified Layers (A5) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) _ Reduced Vertic (F18)
_Organic Bodies (A6) (LRR P, T, U) _ Depleted Matrix (F3) (outside MLRA 150A, 150B)
___5cm Mucky Mineral (A7) (LRR P, T, U) . Redox Dark Surface (F6) _ Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (LRR P, T)
- Muck Presence (A8) (LRR U) _ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) _Anomalous Bright Floodplain Soils (F20)
__lcm Muck (A9) (LRR P, T) . Redox Depressions (F8) (MLRA 153B)
- Depleted Below Dark Surface (Al11) _ Marl (F10) (LRR U) - Red Parent Material (F21)
_Thick Dark Surface (A12) . Depleted Ochric (F11) (MLRA 151) ___ Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (MLRA 150A) ____Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR O, P, T) (outside MLRA 138, 152A in FL, 154)
_Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) (LRR O, S) . Umbric Surface (F13) (LRR P, T, U) _ Barrier Islands Low Chroma Matrix (TS7)
_Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) _ Delta Ochric (F17) (MLRA 151) (MLRA 153B, 153D)
____Sandy Redox (S5) ____Reduced Vertic (F18) (MLRA 150A, 150B) ____Other (Explain in Remarks)
_Stripped Matrix (S6) _ Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149A)
_Dark Surface (S7) (LRR P, S, T, U) _Anomalous Bright Floodplain Soils (F20)
- Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (MLRA 149A, 153C, 153D) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and

(LRRS, T,U) ___ Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22) wetland hydrology must be present,
(MLRA 138, 152Ain FL, 154) unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes  No_ X
Remarks:

Pieces of tree roots (7.5YR 5/6) is sample and visible in photographs.
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5/13/24, 10:04 AM

Florence County Taxes Inquiry

Date: May 13, 2024 Florence County Taxes Inquiry Time: 09:40
Map/Block/Parcel 90100 06 012 Property Card File Year 2017 File
| Close This Window |
FLORENCE COUNTY TAX ASSESSOR
Property Card Record for MBP: 90100-06-012 TAX YEAR: 2023 9/16/23 8:31:34 PAGE: 73267
------------------------ PROPERTY LOCATION Address --------=--------cu---u--------=== PROPERTY BILLING NAME/ADDRESS ===
Number: ©0000 Suffix: HOUSING AUTHORITY OF
Street Name: 00000000 Street Suffix: FLORENCE
City: State: Zip: 00000 0000 PO DRAWER 969
District: 110 Land Class: CI COMMERCIAL IMPROVED FLORENCE SC 29503
Legal Desc: OAKLAND AVE
Land Characteristic Selections
L AND Lots: Regular Lot Eff Frontage: 343 Eff Depth: 230
--- Totals for MBP ---
# Buildings: @ Building Value: .00 Land Market Value: 56,595.00
Market Acres: .00 Use Acres: .00 Land Use Value: .00
Bld/Land Use Total: .00 Bld/Land Mar.Total: 56,595.00 6% Bld Value: [} # of 6% Blds: 0
Rental Acres: 2] Rental Acres Value: 0 Ren.Acres-Mar: 7] Ren.Acres Value-Mar: (2]
https://web.florenceco.org/cgi-bin/ta/tax-pr.cgi?step=2&map=90100&block=06&parcel=012 17



5/13/24, 10:41 AM

Florence County Taxes Inquiry

Date: May 13, 2024 Florence County Taxes Inquiry Time: 10:17
Map/Block/Parcel 90100 05 002 Property Card File Year 2017 File
| Close This Window |

FLORENCE COUNTY TAX ASSESSOR

Property Card Record for MBP: 90100-05-002  TAX YEAR: 2023 9/16/23  8:31:34 PAGE: 73255

------------------------ PROPERTY LOCATION Address ------------------------------=== PROPERTY BILLING NAME/ADDRESS ===
Number: 40000  Suffix: HOUSING AUTHORITY OF
Street Name: 00000000 Street Suffix: FLORENCE
City: State: Zip: 00000 0000 PO DRAWER 969
District: 110 Land Class: CI COMMERCIAL IMPROVED FLORENCE SC 29503
Legal Desc: OAKLAND PLANTATION

Land Characteristic Selections
01 Topography 1 Level
02 Street 1 Paved
02 Street 5 Curb & Gutter
02 Street 6 Sidewalk
03 Utilities 1 All Public Utilities
03 Utilities 7 Storm Sewer
04 Fronting Traffic 4 Med.
05 Ownership 3 City
L AND Lots: Regular Lot Eff Frontage: 480 Eff Depth: 424
--- Totals for MBP ---

# Buildings: @ Building Value: .00 Land Market Value: 14,880.00

Market Acres: .00 Use Acres: .00 Land Use Value: .00

Bld/Land Use Total: .00 Bld/Land Mar.Total: 14,880.00 6% Bld Value: 0 # of 6% Blds: 0

Rental Acres: 2] Rental Acres Value: 4] Ren.Acres-Mar: 2] Ren.Acres Value-Mar: (4]

https://web.florenceco.org/cgi-bin/ta/tax-pr.cgi?step=2&map=90100&block=05&parcel=002
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|:| Parcels
Roads
Parcel ID 90100-06-012 Physical Land Value $56,595 Last 2 Sales
Property Cl COMMERCIAL Address Improvement Value $0 Date Price
Class IMPROVED Mailing HOUSING AUTHORITY OF Miscellaneous Value  $0 na O
Taxing District 110 CITY OF FLORENCE Address FLORENCE Total Value $56,595
PO DRAWER 969 Total Improvement 0

Deeded Acres n/a FLORENCE SC 29503 Area
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