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    The Savannah District has received an application for a Department of the Army 
permit, pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C § 1344), as follows: 
 
    Application Number:  SAS-2006-01728 
 
    Applicant:  Mr. Andrew Allman 
      SRL Land Venture LLC  
  3340 Peachtree Road, Suite 1400  
  Atlanta, Georgia  30326 
 
    Agent:   Mr. Alton Brown, Jr.  
  Resource and Land Consultants 
  41 Park of Commerce Way, Suite 101 
  Savannah, Georgia  31405 
 
    Location of Proposed Work:  The 16.10 acre project site is located north of President 
Street and South of the Savannah River, within the city of Savannah, Chatham County, 
Georgia (Latitude 32.0764, Longitude -81.0775). 
 
    Description of Work Subject to the Jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers:       
    The existing 16.10 acre project site is part of a previously authorized 54 acre mixed 
used development planned for the downtown riverfront district expansion. The project 
area is comprised of 10.85 acres of upland and 5.25 acre of freshwater wetland. The 
applicant is proposing to fill 4.17 acre of wetland to facilitate further development of the 
site known as Savannah River Landing.  As described in the application, the project will 
include construction of a public park, additional access points to the river, parking, 
grocery facilities, and additional commercial space.  The applicant has proposed the 
purchase of 16.7 wetland mitigation credits from a Corps approved primary service area 
mitigation bank. 
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BACKGROUND 
 

    The 16.10 acre project area and surrounding property were originally authorized by 
DA permit dated July 19, 2007, to ALR Oglethorpe, LLC and the City of Savannah. The 
permit authorized 2.76 acres of wetland fill associated with the development of a 54 
acre mixed use community known as Savannah River Landing.  To date, according to 
the submitted application, these wetland impacts and associated mitigation have been 
completed.  
 
    This Joint Public Notice announces a request for authorizations from both the Corps 
and the State of Georgia.  The applicant's proposed work may also require local 
governmental approval. 
 

STATE OF GEORGIA 
 
    Water Quality Certification:  The Georgia Department of Natural Resources, 
Environmental Protection Division will review the proposed project for water quality 
certification, in accordance with the provisions of Section 401 of the Clean Water Act.  
Prior to issuance of a Department of the Army permit for a project location in, on, or 
adjacent to the waters of the State of Georgia, review for Water Quality Certification is 
required.  A reasonable period of time, which shall not exceed one year, is established 
under the Clean Water Act for the State to act on a request for Water Quality 
Certification, after which, issuance of such a Department of the Army permit may 
proceed. 
 
    State-owned Property and Resources:  The applicant may also require assent from 
the State of Georgia, which may be in the form of a license, easement, lease, permit or 
other appropriate instrument. 
 
    Georgia Coastal Management Program:  Prior to the Savannah District Corps of 
Engineers making a final permit decision on this application, the project must be 
certified by the Georgia Department of Natural Resources, Coastal Resources Division, 
to be consistent with applicable provisions of the State of Georgia Coastal Management 
Program (15 CFR 930).  Anyone wishing to comment on Coastal Management Program 
certification of this project should submit comments in writing within 30 days of the date 
of this notice to the Federal Consistency Coordinator, Coastal Management Program, 
Coastal Resources Division, Georgia Department of Natural Resources, One 
Conservation Way, Brunswick, Georgia 31523-8600 (Telephone 912-264-7218).   
 

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
 
    The Savannah District must consider the purpose and the impacts of the applicant's 
proposed work, prior to a decision on issuance of a Department of the Army permit. 
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    Cultural Resources Assessment:  A Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) was signed 
by the original developers (ALR Oglethorpe, LLC and the City of Savannah), Historic 
Preservation Division and USACE. According to the application materials, all 
requirements of the MOA have been met and no impacts to cultural nor archeological 
resources will occur in association with the project modification.  Presently unknown 
archaeological, scientific, prehistorical or historical data may be located at the site and 
could be affected by the proposed work.  
 
    Endangered Species:  A preliminary review the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) list of Endangered and Threatened 
Species indicates the following listed species may occur in the project area: West Indian 
manatee (Trichechus manatus), red-cockaded woodpecker (Picoides borealis), wood 
stork (Mycteria americana), Eastern indigo snake (Drymarchon corais couperi), frosted 
flatwoods salamander (Ambystoma cingulatum), and pondberry (Lindera melissifolia). 
 
    Pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (16 
U.S.C. § 1531 et seq.), we request information from the U.S. Department of the Interior, 
Fish and Wildlife Service, the U.S. Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, National Marine Fisheries Service; or, any other interested 
party, on whether any species listed or proposed for listing may be present in the area. 
 
    Public Interest Review:  The decision whether to issue a permit will be based on an 
evaluation of the probable impact including cumulative impacts of the proposed activity 
on the public interest.  That decision will reflect the national concern for both protection 
and utilization of important resources.  The benefit, which reasonably may be expected 
to accrue from the proposal, must be balanced against its reasonably foreseeable 
detriments.  All factors, which may be relevant to the proposal will be considered 
including the cumulative effects thereof; among those are conservation, economics, 
aesthetics, general environmental concerns, wetlands, historic properties, fish and 
wildlife values, flood hazards, flood plain values, land use, navigation, shoreline erosion 
and accretion, recreation, water supply and conservation, water quality, energy needs, 
safety, food and fiber production, mineral needs, considerations of property ownership 
and in general, the needs and welfare of the people. 
 
    Consideration of Public Comments:  The Corps is soliciting comments from the 
public; federal, state, and local agencies and officials; Native American Tribes; and 
other interested parties in order to consider and evaluate the impacts of this proposed 
activity.  Any comments received will be considered by the Corps to determine whether 
to issue, modify, condition or deny a permit for this proposal.  To make this decision, 
comments are used to assess impacts on endangered species, historic properties, 
water quality, general environmental effects, and the other public interest factors listed 
above.  Comments are used in the preparation of an Environmental Assessment and/or 
an Environmental Impact Statement pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act.  
Comments are also used to determine the need for a public hearing and to determine 
the overall public interest of the proposed activity. 
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    Application of Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines:  The proposed activity involves the 
discharge of dredged or fill material into the waters of the United States.  The Savannah 
District's evaluation of the impact of the activity on the public interest will include 
application of the guidelines promulgated by the Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, under the authority of Section 404(b) of the Clean Water Act. 
 
    Public Hearing:  Any person may request, in writing, within the comment period 
specified in this notice, that a public hearing be held to consider this application for a 
Department of the Army permit.  Requests for public hearings shall state, with 
particularity, the reasons for requesting a public hearing.  The decision whether to hold 
a public hearing is at the discretion of the District Engineer, or his designated appointee, 
based on the need for additional substantial information necessary in evaluating the 
proposed project. 
 
    Comment Period:  Anyone wishing to comment on this application for a Department 
of the Army permit should submit comments by email to 
skye.h.stockel@usace.army.mil.  Alternatively, you may submit comments in writing to 
the Commander, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Savannah District, Attention:   
Ms. Skye H. Stockel, 100 West Oglethorpe Avenue Savannah, Georgia  31401-3604, 
no later than 30 days from the date of this notice.  Please refer to the applicant's name 
and the application number in your comments. 
 
    If you have any further questions concerning this matter, please contact  
Ms. Skye H. Stockel, Project Manager, Coastal Branch at (912) 652-5690. 
 
Enclosures: 
1.  Figure 1 – Project Application/Description 
2.  Figure 2 – Location Map 
3.  Figure 3 – Proposed Project Drawings 
4.  Figure 4 – Site Photos 
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Eastern Wharf 
SRL Land Venture, LLC 
Chatham County, Georgia 
Project Description 
March 2020 
 
 
1.0  INTRODUCTION:   
SRL Land Venture, LLC (SRL) is seeking authorization to impact 4.17 acres of wetland located within Eastern Wharf 
(formally known as Savannah River Landing). The proposed permit modification is necessary to facilitate revisions to the 
overall development plan for this mixed-use master planned downtown district expansion. The overall project site totals 
approximately 56 acres however, the project area for this modification consists of a 16.10-acre portion of the overall 
development. The project site is generally located adjacent to and north of President Street and south of the Savannah River 
within Savannah, Chatham County, (32.0764°, -81.0775°).  
 
2.0  BACKGROUND/PROJECT HISTORY: 
The project site was planned in the early/mid 2000’s as a mixed-use development expansion of downtown Savannah. The 
original developer and the City of Savannah worked closely together and invested tremendous resources to complete 
master planning, entitlement work, and the formation of a Tax Allocation District. Implementation of the general 
development associated master plan required authorization from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and included 
2.76 acres of wetland impact.  
 
Millions of dollars in private capital as well as several million dollars of public funds were invested to initiate horizontal 
construction of a bulkhead, public river walk, underground utilities, and a road network in anticipation of the construction 
of various vertical developments on the site, however vertical development did not commence as a result of the impacts of 
what is known as the Great Recession. The site was eventually taken back by the lenders through a deed in lieu of 
foreclosure and all development activities ceased. 
 
In 2016 the site was placed under contract by SRL with the intent of evaluating the plans for the site in conjunction with 
the City of Savannah. Because the original development plan was over 15 years old and because the needs of the City of 
Savannah and development markets had changed since the early 2000’s, the evaluation process exposed numerous 
deficiencies in the existing plans including:    
 

x Lack of public access to the river: A need was identified within the development plan for more points of public 
access to the publicly funded river walk.  

 
x Lack of an adequately sized public park: The sizes of the park spaces in the original plan were insufficient for 

inclusion in the programming for large public events held annually in the City. It was determined that a larger 
public park space would be necessary to support the public recreational component and conform to the park 
design existing within downtown Savannah. 

 
x Lack of public parking: There was no public parking proposed within the project area other than street parking. 

With minimal on-site public parking and the closest public parking garage on Bryan Street over 0.5 mile away, 
public use of the parks and riverfront within the development would be limited. For this reason, it was determined 
additional public parking was required to support the project.   
 

x Limited access to groceries in the immediate area: The original development plan did not accommodate for the 
groceries need within downtown Savannah. Other than one Kroger, there are no large format grocery stores in 
the downtown market greatly constricting residents’ access to a choice of food providers. To accommodate for 
this public need, it was determined that revisions to the development plan would be necessary.  
 

x Lack of office space: The original development plan did not accommodate for the current office space needs. Both 
the Savannah Economic Development Authority and the City of Savannah field inquiries from companies 
requesting information regarding office space available in the downtown area. Because there is virtually no Class 
A office space available downtown, these companies locate to other communities which has become a great 
impediment to economic development in and around the downtown Savannah area. Thus, it was determined that 
revisions to the master plan would be required to provide additional Class A office space.    
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In order to address these deficiencies and working closely with community leaders, SRL considered multiple site plan 
iterations in addition to rebranding the site as Eastern Wharf. While the overall concept of an expansion of downtown and 
maintenance of the downtown urban design has not changed, the site plan has been revised to accommodate for current 
needs expressed by the community and to better relate to current market conditions and product requirements that have 
been identified. 
 
3.0  PROJECT PURPOSE: 
The purpose of the proposed project is to implement a revised master plan for the proposed project. Specifically, the 
revisions are required to incorporate greater area of public park, increased access points to the river, appropriate 
municipal/public parking, needed grocery facilities and market identified commercial space. To accommodate for these 
revisions, an additional 4.17 acre of wetland impact will be required.         
 
4.0  EXISTING SITE CONDITIONS: 
As indicated above, development of the site was initiated after permit authorization in 2007. Filling and grading of portions 
of the site occurred and infrastructure including roads, utilities, and the river walk were installed. Because all USACE 
authorized impacts had not been completed, a permit extension was issued in 2018. In addition, approximately 1.5 acres 
on the southeastern corner of the tract was added to the permit area (result of land swap with City of Savannah to 
accommodate for access easement needs of the City for maintenance of Bilbo Canal). The upland areas within the site 
contain existing roads, utilities, and vertical development is underway. The wetlands within the site are typical for 
downtown and river district of Savannah. Because these areas have been developed and redeveloped over many years, the 
wetland areas are highly disturbed. These areas are dominated by sapling, shrub and herbaceous species. The wetland to 
the south along President Street has been completely drained by the installation of stormwater management facilities 
associated with President Street improvements. The wetland in the center is isolated by surrounding development and 
functions as a stormwater management basis. Lastly, the wetland on the eastern portion of the project area is impacted by 
Bilbo Canal which is a municipal stormwater management feature that was recently improved. In summary, the footprint 
of the wetlands has been developed in the past and these areas are non-natural and fully impaired. Photographs depicting 
typical conditions of each habitat have been included in this application package (Appendix E).     
 
5.0  PROPOSED PROJECT: 
Like the original master plan, the revised/proposed development plan includes single family and multifamily residential 
housing, commercial retail space, hotel space, commercial office space, public park, public parking and public riverfront. 
While land uses are the same as those associated with the original 15-year-old master plan permitted by the USACE in 2007, 
changes in general market demands, changes in the City of Savannah and the overall change in community needs has 
resulted in the revised plan. The evolution of the project has resulted in SRL modifying the site plan to accommodate for 
the deficiencies noted above and to meet community needs. The proposed project includes the following:   
 

x Incorporation of an additional 1.5 acres into the overall project and development plan. This parcel is located at 
the intersection of President Street and Bilbo Canal.  
   

x Improvement of public access to the river by increasing number of access points to the river walk: The river walk 
is now directly accessible by 36 residential units on the east side as well as direct access from a public, 3+ acre 
riverfront park which did not exist in the prior plan. This park provides direct access to two municipal parking 
decks containing approximately 1,400 public parking spaces which are also a new addition to the planned 
development. 
 

x Improvement of public space within the development by increasing the size of the public park footprint for the 
project: The original plan had several small, mainly ornamental pocket parks. The revised plan consolidates this 
greenspace and moves it to the riverfront providing a large public park on the river, a feature Savannah has never 
had and an opportunity that is not available anywhere else downtown.   
 

x Incorporation of adequately sized municipal/public parking via construction of new parking decks: As noted 
above, the original plan only allowed for on-street parking which greatly limits public accessibility to the river 
walk and public park component. The revised project includes two parking decks (one is under construction).  
These new parking facilities will not only ensure public access to the site but will also satisfy a need for additional 
public parking within the downtown district as the existing parking garages are at near capacity.     
 

x Incorporation of a grocery component on the President Street side of the project: There is currently one grocery 
store (Kroger on East Gwinnett Street) servicing over 8,000 households/over 20,000 people in the downtown 
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district. Beyond that store, the closest grocery is in midtown on Abercorn Street or Whitemarsh Island. The 
standard population typically serviced by a grocery is 3500 people. Currently the downtown population exceeds 
the grocery service standard by over 5 times. This revised plan will provide long needed grocery services within 
the downtown district. 
      

x Incorporation of Class A office space: Modern office space has moved to larger format, more efficient floor plates 
than what is currently available in the market necessitating larger land parcels. This site is one of the few locations 
in downtown, if not the only location, where significant office growth can occur. The Savannah Economic 
Development Authority and the City have stated on many occasions that a lack of available Class A office space is 
a significant impediment to attracting employers who would help grow the economy of downtown and the region 
in general. The revised plan increases the available office space by over 35,000 square feet. 
 

x Maintaining residential product and density: The demands for housing stock to meet the growth projections of 
the downtown market are greater than were originally anticipated. The downtown residential rental inventory is 
effectively full and there is no other pipeline of residential property being developed downtown that provides 
direct access to the riverfront. Furthermore, there is a total lack of new product for seniors in the area. The revised 
plan increases the number of townhomes, condominiums and apartments by over 100 units, in addition 295 units 
of senior living were added which were not present in the prior plan. 

 
As depicted in the attached permit drawings (Appendix C), the revisions to the development plan will require 4.17 acres of 
wetland impact. These wetland areas were avoided in the original master plan but incorporating the public space 
components including a much larger public park, additional access to the river walk, two parking decks and grocery 
requires a large footprint. To maintain the residential product and density as well as accommodate for the larger public and 
improved public uses, expansion of the development footprint and impact to the additional wetlands is required.   
 
6.0   ALTERNATIVE ANALYSIS: 
As part of the overall project, the applicant completed a thorough alternatives analysis. A review of the 404(b)(1) guidelines 
indicates that “(a) Except as provided under section 404(b)(2), no discharge of dredged or fill material shall be permitted 
if there is a practicable alternative to the proposed discharge which would have less adverse impact on the aquatic 
ecosystem, so long as the alternative does not have other significant adverse environmental consequences.”. The guidelines 
define practicable alternatives as “(q) The term practicable means available and capable of being done after taking into 
consideration cost, existing technology, and logistics in light of overall project purposes.”.  
 
The guidelines outline further consideration of practicable alternatives: “(1) For the purpose of this requirement, 
practicable alternatives include, but are not limited to: (i) Activities which do not involve a discharge of dredged or fill 
material into the waters of the United States or ocean waters; (ii) Discharges of dredged or fill material at other locations 
in waters of the United States or ocean waters; (2) An alternative is practicable if it is available and capable of being done 
after taking into consideration cost, existing technology, and logistics in light of overall project purposes. If it is otherwise 
a practicable alternative, an area not presently owned by the applicant which could reasonably be obtained, utilized, 
expanded, or managed to fulfill the basic purpose of the proposed activity may be considered.”.   
 
Considering the guidelines above, SRL evaluated a No Action Alternative and three expansion alternatives. Permit drawings 
as well as alternative exhibits are provided in Appendix C. As part of this alternative evaluation, the following 
“Practicability/ Reasonability Screening Selection Criteria” were applied to each alternative to confirm whether the 
particular alternative and/or on-site configuration was practicable.  
 

6.1 No Action Alternative: A “no action” alternative must be considered, and complete avoidance of wetlands was the 
first alternative considered for this project. The no action alternative would not provide enough development area to 
accommodate for all the required public components of the project. Incorporating the public space components 
including a much larger public park, additional access to the river walk, two parking decks and grocery requires a large 
footprint. To maintain the residential product and density as well as accommodate for the larger and improved public 
uses, expansion of the development footprint and impact to the additional wetlands is required. Because the no action 
alternative would not satisfy the project’s overall purpose this alternative was determined to be unreasonable and not 
practicable. 
 
6.2 Off-Site Alternatives: Downtown Savannah is a densely developed and mainly historic submarket within the 
greater Savannah MSA. The challenges this area faces with respect to housing supply, public space, access to groceries, 
and economic development require new “greenfield” development. Other than the proposed project, there are very 
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few greenfield opportunities in the downtown area and none that would provide the opportunities to address most, if 
not all, of these challenges in a coordinated development effort. For this reason, Eastern Wharf will have a tremendous 
positive impact have on the citizens and visitors within the Savannah community.  
 
The proposed project includes revisions to an existing development plan/site plan and is essentially an expansion of 
an existing project to accommodate for an increase in public access and land use. Therefore, any alternative must 
connect to the existing development in a logical and functional way. For this reason, off-site alternatives were limited 
to the adjacent parcels within the immediate vicinity of the master planned site. While the permittee evaluated 
opportunity to expand north, south, east and west, each of these alternatives were not feasible for the following 
reasons:  

 
6.2.1 Alternative 1 Expansion North: The property is bounded to the north by the Savannah River and the public 
river walk and expansion of the development in these areas is not feasible.   
 
6.2.2 Alternative 2 Expansion South: The property is bounded by President Street which is a multi-lane public 
roadway. Expansion to the south within the limits of the road is not feasible and no undeveloped land is available 
for purchase further south of President Street.    
 
6.2.3 Alternative 3 Expansion East: Bilbo Canal is located immediately east of the project site along with a CSX 
railroad line and existing industrial development. These features prohibit expansion of the development to the 
east. 
 
6.2.4 Alternative 4 Expansion West: The property is bordered to the west by existing development and 
expansion west of the site is not feasible. 

 
Based on the site analysis above, revisions to the master plan within the existing parcel was determined to be the 
only practicable alternative.  

   
  Table 1.  Summary of Practicable Alternative Assessment  

Site Screening Selection Criteria Applicant's 
Preferred 

Alt1 
North 

Alt 2 
South Alt 3 East Alt 4 West 

Expansion Available Yes No No No No 

Practicable Alternative Yes No No No No 
 

 
6.3 On-Site Alternatives: In addition to considering off-site alternatives, the applicant considered on-site alternatives 
to further avoid and minimize jurisdictional area impacts to the greatest extent practicable. Specifically, two site plans 
were drafted and studied to determine the least damaging practicable alternative and, in an effort, to minimize impacts 
to wetland resources identified within the property.   
 
The following provides a summary of each alternative considered during the design review process.    

 
6.3.1  Applicants Preferred: 
The applicants preferred alternative incorporates of all of the master plan revisions discussed above and requires 
4.17 acres of wetland impact. This plan expands the office and residential product within the development and as 
discussed previously, new office space is a critical component to maintaining the growth of the downtown 
economy. The proposed impacts include 0.73 acre of wetland impact for access road construction and Class A 
office space, 0.87 acre for multifamily housing over retail and 2.57 acres for senior living/age restricted living.    
 
6.3.2  Alternative 1:   
Alternative 1 would be the most beneficial alternative when considering overall land use. Like the preferred 
alternative, this plan incorporates of all of the master plan revisions discussed above and requires 5.25 acres of 
wetland impact. This plan expands the office and residential product within the development and as discussed 
previously, new office space is a critical component to maintaining the growth of the downtown economy. The 
impacts required for Alternative 1 include 1.08 acres of impact for construction of 15 townhomes, 0.73 acre of 
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wetland impact for access road construction and Class A office space, 0.87 acre for multifamily housing over retail 
and 2.57 acres for senior living/age restricted living. 

 
 
Table 2. Summary of On-site Alternatives/Avoidance  

Alternative 
Development  
Area 
(acres) 

Undisturbed 
Jurisdictional 
Area 
(acres) 

Wetland 
Fill 
(acres) 

Total IP 
Proposed Jurisdictional Wetland Impact 
(acres) 

Applicant’s 
Preferred  16.10 1.08 4.17 6.93 

Alt 1 16.10 0.0 5.25 8.01 
 

In summary, the applicant and design team considered a variety of alternatives and minimize impacts to wetlands 
to the greatest extent practicable while satisfying the overall project purpose. Through this effort, the plan reduced 
the residential development in order to minimize impacts to wetland and avoid 1.08 acres of impact. The 
importance of these revisions cannot be overstated as they are perhaps the last greenfield sites of any 
consequence that would have direct connection to eastern downtown. The next closest developable sites on 
President Street are approximately one mile to the east of the Truman Parkway and do not provide any 
opportunity to further the economic growth of the downtown market.  

   
6.3.3 Additional Application of Guidelines: In addition to the alternatives analysis above, the permittee 
evaluated the effects described in each subpart of the regulations (subpart C thru subpart J) to confirm the factual 
determinations and the findings of compliance in subpart B. The following identifies each subpart in the order 
outlined in the regulations and evaluates each section within the subpart specifically for this project.  

 
Subpart C—Potential Impacts on Physical and Chemical Characteristics of the Aquatic Ecosystem  
§230.20 Substrate. The proposed project will not impact the substrate of the Savannah River. The project will not 
result in the change in the complex physical, chemical, and biological characteristics of the substrate. The project 
will not alter substrate elevation or contours nor result in changes in water circulation, depth, current pattern, 
water fluctuation and water temperature. The project will not adversely affect bottom-dwelling organisms nor 
result in erosion, slumping, or lateral displacement of surrounding bottom.  
 
§230.21 Suspended particulates/turbidity. No adverse impact. The project will employee BMP’s and 
sedimentation and erosion control measures. The project will not increase suspended particulates above the 
amount occurring naturally, will not result in the duration of the higher levels, the current patterns, nor water 
level.  
 
§230.22 Water. No adverse impact. The proposed project and erosion control actions will avoid impacts to the 
receiving water body. The proposed project will not change the chemistry nor the physical characteristics of the 
Savannah River. 
 
§230.23 Current patterns and water circulation. No adverse impact to current patterns nor water circulation 
within the Savannah River will occur as a result of the project. The proposed project will not result in adverse 
changes to location, structure, and dynamics of aquatic communities; shoreline and substrate erosion and 
deposition rates; the deposition of suspended particulates; the rate and extent of mixing of dissolved and 
suspended components of the water body; and water stratification. 
 
§230.24 Normal water fluctuations. The proposed project will not impact normal water fluctuations within the 
Savannah River. The project will not alter the normal water-level fluctuation pattern resulting in prolonged 
periods of inundation, exaggerated extremes of high and low water, or a static, nonfluctuating water level. The 
project will not change salinity patterns, alter erosion or sedimentation rates, aggravate water temperature 
extremes, and upset the nutrient and dissolved oxygen balance of the Savannah River. In addition, the project will 
not alter or destroy communities and populations of aquatic animals and vegetation, induce populations of 
nuisance organisms, modify habitat, reduce food supplies, restrict movement of aquatic fauna, destroy spawning 
areas, and change adjacent, upstream, and downstream areas of the Savannah River. 
 
§230.25 Salinity gradients. The proposed project will not result in salinity gradient changes within the Savannah 
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River because the project will not divert or restrict flow of either fresh or saltwater nor will the project result in a 
significant reduction in the volume of fresh water moving into the Savannah River estuary. For these reasons, the 
project will have no effect on salinity gradients. 
 
Subpart D—Potential Impacts on Biological Characteristics of the Aquatic Ecosystem  
§230.30 Threatened and endangered species. Coordination with US Fish and Wildlife Service’s (USFWS) 
Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) was conducted to assess potential impacts to federally protected 
species on the project site. The results of this consultation are provided in Appendix F. In addition to the database 
query, a pedestrian survey was conducted onsite. The site is currently under construction and no species or critical 
habitat required to support a federally listed species was observed within the project area. Therefore, the 
proposed project will have no effect on federally listed species. A draft Effects Determination Guidance For 
Endangered & Threated species is also included in Appendix F.  
 
§230.31 Fish, crustaceans, mollusks, and other aquatic organisms in the food web. The proposed project will 
not include discharge of dredged or fill material that will variously affect populations of fish, crustaceans, mollusks 
and other food web organisms through the release of contaminants which adversely affect adults, juveniles, larvae, 
or eggs, or result in the establishment or proliferation of an undesirable competitive species of plant or animal at 
the expense of the desired resident species. The project will not result in suspended particulates settling on 
attached or buried eggs that can smother the eggs by limiting or sealing off their exposure to oxygenated water. 
The project will not result in discharge of dredged and fill material resulting in the debilitation or death of 
sedentary organisms by smothering, exposure to chemical contaminants in dissolved or suspended form, 
exposure to high levels of suspended particulates, reduction in food supply, or alteration of the substrate upon 
which they are dependent. For these reasons, the project will have no effect on fish, crustaceans, mollusks, and 
other aquatic organisms in the food web. 
 
§230.32 Other wildlife. The proposed project will not result in the loss or change of breeding and nesting areas, 
escape cover, travel corridors, and preferred food sources for resident and transient wildlife species associated 
with the Savannah River. The project will not adversely affect wildlife species which rely upon sight to feed nor 
disrupt the respiration and feeding of certain aquatic wildlife and food chain organisms. The project will not result 
in discharge of contaminants from the discharge of dredged or fill material leading to the bioaccumulation of such 
contaminants in wildlife nor will the project introduce undesirable plant and animal species at the expense of 
resident species and communities. For these reasons, the project will not result in impacts to other wildlife. 
 
Subpart E—Potential Impacts on Special Aquatic Sites  
§230.40 Sanctuaries and refuges. The proposed project will not disrupt the breeding, spawning, migratory 
movements or other critical life requirements of resident or transient fish and wildlife resources; will not create 
unplanned, easy and incompatible human access to remote aquatic areas; will not create the need for frequent 
maintenance activity; will not result in the establishment of undesirable competitive species of plants and animals; 
nor change the balance of water and land areas needed to provide cover, food, and other fish and wildlife habitat 
requirements in a way that modifies sanctuary or refuge management practices. For this reason, the project will 
have no effect on sanctuary or refuge sites.  
 
§230.41 Wetlands. The proposed project will require impacts to wetland areas. As outlined in the regulations: 
“Possible loss of values: The discharge of dredged or fill material in wetlands is likely to damage or destroy habitat 
and adversely affect the biological productivity of wetlands ecosystems by smothering, by dewatering, by 
permanently flooding, or by altering substrate elevation or periodicity of water movement. The addition of 
dredged or fill material may destroy wetland vegetation or result in advancement of succession to dry land 
species. It may reduce or eliminate nutrient exchange by a reduction of the system’s productivity, or by altering 
current patterns and velocities. Disruption or elimination of the wetland system can degrade water quality by 
obstructing circulation patterns that flush large expanses of wetland systems, by interfering with the filtration 
function of wetlands, or by changing the aquifer recharge capability of a wetland. Discharges can also change the 
wetland habitat value for fish and wildlife as discussed in subpart D. When disruptions in flow and circulation 
patterns occur, apparently minor loss of wetland acreage may result in major losses through secondary impacts. 
Discharging fill material in wetlands as part of municipal, industrial or recreational development may modify the 
capacity of wetlands to retain and store floodwaters and to serve as a buffer zone shielding upland areas from 
wave actions, storm damage and erosion.” 
 
While the project will result in 4.17 acre of wetland fill, this project will not degrade water quality within the 
Savannah River by obstructing circulation patterns that flush large expanses of wetland systems. In addition, the 
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project will not interfere with the filtration function of other wetlands adjacent to the Savannah River nor change 
the aquifer recharge capability of a wetland. Due to the location and quality of the wetlands within the project 
area surrounded by development, historically developed and disturbed, fully degraded and utilized for 
stormwater management, this project will not impact habitat value for fish and wildlife. Lastly, due to the location 
of the project, the proposed wetland impacts will not modify the capacity of the Savannah River nor adjacent 
wetlands to retain and store floodwaters and to serve as a buffer zone shielding upland areas from wave actions, 
storm damage and erosion. Any minor loss in stormwater storage capacity associated with the 4.17 acre of 
wetland fill will be replaced as part of the overall stormwater management plan developed by the consulting 
engineer and reviewed and approved by the City of Savannah. 
 
§230.42 Mud flats. The proposed project does not require impacts to this habitat and the proposed impacts will 
not cause changes in water circulation patterns which may permanently flood or dewater mud flat habitat or 
disrupt periodic inundation, resulting in an increase in the rate of erosion or accretion. For this reason, the project 
will have no effect on mud flats.   
 
§230.43 Vegetated shallows. This habitat is not located within nor near the project site. In addition, the project 
will not change water circulation patterns; will not release nutrients that increase undesirable algal populations; 
will not release chemicals that adversely affect plants and animals; will not increase turbidity levels, thereby 
reducing light penetration and hence photosynthesis; and will not change the capacity of a vegetated shallow to 
stabilize bottom materials and decrease channel shoaling. Because vegetated shallows are not located within the 
project area, the project will not reduce the value of nesting, spawning, nursery, cover, and forage areas, nor the 
value in protecting shorelines from erosion and wave actions associated with this habitat.  
 
§230.44 Coral reefs. The proposed project is not located within or near coral reef habitat. For this reason, the 
project will not adversely affect colonies of reef building organisms by burying them, by releasing contaminants 
such as hydrocarbons into the water column, by reducing light penetration through the water, or by increasing 
the level of suspended particulates.  
 
§230.45 Riffle and pool complexes. The proposed project will not include impacts to tributaries and will 
therefore not eliminate riffle and pool areas by displacement, hydrologic modification, or sedimentation. The 
proposed project will not alter stream hydrology nor cause scouring or sedimentation of riffles and pools. The 
proposed project will not eliminate pools or meanders. Thus, the proposed project will not adversely affect riffle 
and pool complexes.  
 
Subpart F—Potential Effects on Human Use Characteristics  
§230.50 Municipal and private water supplies. The proposed project is not located near municipal nor private 
water supplies nor will the project impact municipal nor private water supplies. In fact, the project is located 
upstream of a municipal waste water treatment facility. For this reason, the project will not impact the quality nor 
quantity of water available for municipal and private water supplies.  
 
§230.51 Recreational and commercial fisheries. The proposed project is not located within recreational and 
commercial fishing grounds but rather located adjacent to the Savannah River which is a federally funded 
commercial shipping channel. The proposed project will not impact recreational or commercial fisheries. 
 
§230.52 Water-related recreation. The proposed project will not impair or destroy the resources which support 
recreation activities.  
 
§230.53 Aesthetics. The proposed project includes expansion of downtown Savannah and redevelopment of 
properties that have been disturbed by past land disturbance activities. The proposed project will not impact 
water quality, disrupt natural substrate and vegetational characteristics, deny access to or visibility of the 
resource, or result in changes in odor, air quality, or noise levels. Rather the proposed project will result in the 
extension of downtown Savannah. 
 
§230.54 Parks, national and historical monuments, national seashores, wilderness areas, research sites, and 
similar preserves. The proposed project will not modify the aesthetic, educational, historical, recreational and/or 
scientific qualities of parks, monuments, seashores, wilderness areas, research sites or similar preserves.  
 
Subpart G—Evaluation and Testing  
§230.60 General evaluation of dredged or fill material. Evaluation of the fill material is not necessary because 
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the source of fill is an approved upland borrow site free of chemical, biological, or other pollutants and composed 
primarily of sand, gravel, or other naturally occurring inert material.  
 
§230.61 Chemical, biological, and physical evaluation and testing. Fill material associated with the proposed 
project will not contain contaminants that could potentially affect the water column or communities of aquatic 
organisms. For this reason and because the project does not include establishment nor operation of a dredge 
disposal site, this project is excluded from the evaluation procedures. 
 
Subpart H—Actions To Minimize Adverse Effects  
§ 230.70 Actions concerning the location of the discharge. 
The effects of the discharge can be minimized by the choice of the disposal site. Some of the ways to accomplish this 
are by: 
(a) Locating and confining the discharge to minimize smothering of organisms; The applicant has proposed a project 
that will locate and confine the discharge to minimize smothering of organisms. The proposed fill will be limited 
to and restricted to the project site.   
  
(b) Designing the discharge to avoid a disruption of periodic water inundation patterns; The applicant’s discharge 
location has been specifically chosen to avoid disruption of periodic water inundation patterns. The project will 
not include the construction of dikes or ditches within tidal wetland areas or riverine wetland areas that 
experience periodic water inundation patterns.   
 
(c) Selecting a disposal site that has been used previously for dredged material discharge; The applicant has selected 
a site on which material was previously discharged for over 150 years in association with the site and 
redevelopment.   
 
(d) Selecting a disposal site at which the substrate is composed of material similar to that being discharged, such as 
discharging sand on sand or mud on mud; The site contains a substrate composition similar to that being 
discharged (fill on fill). The source of fill material will be a borrow pit and substrate will be similar to that found 
within the project area and deposited previously.   
 
(e) Selecting the disposal site, the discharge point, and the method of discharge to minimize the extent of any plume; 
The applicant has chosen a site where the method of discharge will avoid creating a plume.  
  
(f) Designing the discharge of dredged or fill material to minimize or prevent the creation of standing bodies of water 
in areas of normally fluctuating water levels and minimize or prevent the drainage of areas subject to such 
fluctuations. The location of the fill proposed for this project will prevent the creation of standing bodies of water 
in areas of normally fluctuating water levels and will minimize or prevent the drainage of areas subject to such 
fluctuations.  
 
§ 230.71 Actions concerning the material to be discharged. 
The effects of a discharge can be minimized by treatment of, or limitations on the material itself, such as: 
(a) Disposal of dredged material in such a manner that physiochemical conditions are maintained, and the potency 
and availability of pollutants are reduced. The proposed fill activities associated with this project will include clean 
fill material such that the potency and availability of pollutants are reduced.  
   
(b) Limiting the solid, liquid, and gaseous components of material to be discharged at a particular site; The proposed 
project does not include discharge of liquid and/or gaseous components of material.    
 
(c) Adding treatment substances to the discharge material; The proposed project does not require the addition of 
treatment sources to discharge material.   
 
(d) Utilizing chemical flocculants to enhance the deposition of suspended particulates in diked disposal areas. The 
proposed project does not include construction of a diked disposal area and the proposed project does not require 
utilization of chemical flocculant. 
 
§ 230.72 Actions controlling the material after discharge. 
The effects of the dredged or fill material after discharge may be controlled by: 
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(a) Selecting discharge methods and disposal sites where the potential for erosion, slumping or leaching of materials 
into the surrounding aquatic ecosystem will be reduced. These sites or methods include, but are not limited to:  
 
(1) Using containment levees, sediment basins, and cover crops to reduce erosion; Sediment basins and cover crops 
will be implemented during the project to reduce erosion and will be incorporated into the erosion and 
sedimentation control plan. 
   
(2) Using lined containment areas to reduce leaching where leaching of chemical constituents from the discharged 
material is expected to be a problem; The applicant is proposing to fill the site with clean borrow material from an 
upland borrow site. Thus, leaching of chemical constituents from the discharged material will not be a problem or 
potential concern for this project.   
   
(b) Capping in-place contaminated material with clean material or selectively discharging the most contaminated 
material first to be capped with the remaining material; Not applicable. However, the applicant is proposing to fill 
the site with clean borrow material from an upland borrow site and because non-contaminated material is 
proposed for discharge, no capping is required.  
   
(c) Maintaining and containing discharged material properly to prevent point and nonpoint sources of pollution; The 
fill material within the site will be maintained and contained within the property to prevent point and nonpoint 
sources of pollution. The applicant will obtain the required permits from GADNR-EPD and comply with all said 
permits to ensure that no non-point pollution occurs. 
    
(d) Timing the discharge to minimize impact, for instance during periods of unusual high-water flows, wind, wave, 
and tidal actions. Not applicable. The project site does not contain aquatic areas with high water flows, wind, wave 
or tidal actions.   
 
§ 230.73 Actions affecting the method of dispersion. 
The effects of a discharge can be minimized by the manner in which it is dispersed, such as: 
(a) Where environmentally desirable, distributing the dredged material widely in a thin layer at the disposal site to 
maintain natural substrate contours and elevation; Not applicable. The applicant is not proposing the construction 
of a dredge disposal site. 
 
(b) Orienting a dredged or fill material mound to minimize undesirable obstruction to the water current or 
circulation pattern and utilizing natural bottom contours to minimize the size of the mound; Not applicable. The 
applicant is not proposing the construction of a dredge disposal site and no dredged or fill material mounds are 
proposed within jurisdictional waters.   
 
(c) Using silt screens or other appropriate methods to confine suspended particulate/turbidity to a small area where 
settling or removal can occur; If deemed necessary as part of the sedimentation and erosion control plan, the 
applicant will use silt screens or other appropriate methods to confine suspended particulate/turbidity to a small 
area where settling or removal can occur.  
 
(d) Making use of currents and circulation patterns to mix, disperse and dilute the discharge; Not applicable. There 
are no currents or circulation patterns afforded by the wetlands within the property.  
 
(e) Minimizing water column turbidity by using a submerged diffuser system. A similar effect can be accomplished 
by submerging pipeline discharges or otherwise releasing materials near the bottom; Not applicable because the 
proposed project will not include discharge of material nor wastewater into a large water body.   
 
(f) Selecting sites or managing discharges to confine and minimize the release of suspended particulates to give 
decreased turbidity levels and to maintain light penetration for organisms; The applicant will manage discharges to 
confine and minimize suspended particulates to give decreased turbidity levels and to maintain penetration for 
organisms where applicable.   
 
(g) Setting limitations on the amount of material to be discharged per unit of time or volume of receiving water. The 
proposed project will include E&S requirements set forth by GADNR-EPD and the local issuing authority and the 
applicant will set limitations on the amount of material to be discharged per unit of time or volume of receiving 
water where applicable. 
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Discharge technology should be adapted to the needs of each site. In determining whether the discharge operation 
sufficiently minimizes adverse environmental impacts, the applicant should consider: 
(a) Using appropriate equipment or machinery, including protective devices, and the use of such equipment or 
machinery in activities related to the discharge of dredged or fill material; It is anticipated that standard land 
clearing and construction equipment will be used within the site including but not limited to bulldozer, dump 
truck, track hoe, backhoe, tractor, excavator, etc. All this equipment and machinery is appropriate and standard 
for the proposed development activities.   
 
(b) Employing appropriate maintenance and operation on equipment or machinery, including adequate training, 
staffing, and working procedures; The applicant will employ appropriate maintenance and operation on equipment 
or machinery, including adequate training, staffing, and working procedures.   
 
(c) Using machinery and techniques that are especially designed to reduce damage to wetlands. This may include 
machines equipped with devices that scatter rather than mound excavated materials, machines with specially 
designed wheels or tracks, and the use of mats under heavy machines to reduce wetland surface compaction and 
rutting; Equipment deployed on the property will be managed in a way to avoid impacts to adjacent wetlands 
proposed to remain undisturbed.    
 
(d) Designing access roads and channel spanning structures using culverts, open channels, and diversions that will 
pass both low and high water flows, accommodate fluctuating water levels, and maintain circulation and faunal 
movement; Not applicable. The proposed project does not include construction of roads or channel spanning 
structures through wetlands for accessing uplands.     
 
(e) Employing appropriate machinery and methods of transport of the material for discharge. The applicant will 
employ appropriate machinery and methods of transport of material for discharge. It is anticipated that standard 
land clearing and construction equipment will be used within the site including but not limited to bulldozer, dump 
truck, track hoe, backhoe, tractor, excavator, etc.  
 
§ 230.75 Actions affecting plant and animal populations. 
Minimization of adverse effects on populations of plants and animals can be achieved by: Avoiding changes in water 
current and circulation patterns which would interfere with the movement of animals; Not applicable. The applicant 
is not proposing the construction of a dredge disposal site nor the discharge of dredged material. In addition, no 
water current or circulation patterns occur within the isolated wetlands present within the property. 
 
(a)Selecting sites or managing discharges to prevent or avoid creating habitat conducive to the development of 
undesirable predators or species which have a competitive edge ecologically over indigenous plants or animals; The 
proposed project will not create habitat conducive to the development of undesirable predators or species. In 
addition, the proposed development will not create a competitive edge of any species over indigenous plants or 
animals.  
  
(b)Avoiding sites having unique habitat or other value, including habitat of threatened or endangered species; The 
project site does not contain unique habitat or threatened/endangered species habitat. 
 
(c)Using planning and construction practices to institute habitat development and restoration to produce a new or 
modified environmental state of higher ecological value by displacement of some or all of the existing environmental 
characteristics. Habitat development and restoration techniques can be used to minimize adverse impacts and to 
compensate for destroyed habitat. Additional criteria for compensation measures are provided in subpart J of this 
part. Use techniques that have been demonstrated to be effective in circumstances similar to those under 
consideration wherever possible. Where proposed development and restoration techniques have not yet advanced to 
the pilot demonstration stage, initiate their use on a small scale to allow corrective action if un- anticipated adverse 
impacts occur; The proposed project includes the construction of a mixed use development within an urban area 
of Chatham County. Current Savannah District guidance does not support the statement; “restoration techniques 
can be used to minimize adverse impacts and to compensate for destroyed habitat.” Current policy requires purchase 
of mitigation credits from a primary service area approved mitigation bank.   
 
(d)Timing discharge to avoid spawning or migration seasons and other bio- logically critical time periods; No 
spawning or migration seasons or other biologically critical time periods are associated with the project site.   
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(e)Avoiding the destruction of remnant natural sites within areas already affected by development. [45 FR 85344, 
Dec. 24, 1980, as amended at 73 CFR 196 ,87, Apr. 10, 2008]; The site selection process implemented during the off-
site alternatives analysis ensured that this project avoided destruction of remnant natural sites.    
 
§ 230.76 Actions affecting human use. 
Minimization of adverse effects on human use potential may be achieved by: 
(a)Selecting discharge sites and following discharge procedures to prevent or minimize any potential damage to the 
aesthetically pleasing features of the aquatic site (e.g. viewscapes), particularly with respect to water quality; The 
project prevents and minimizes any potential damage to the aesthetically pleasing features of the aquatic site (e.g. 
viewscapes), particularly with respect to water quality. The wetland proposed for impact is degraded in nature 
and can generally be regarded as detracting from viewscapes due to the high incidence of dead and diseased trees. 
 
(b)Selecting disposal sites which are not valuable as natural aquatic areas; The wetland area proposed for impact 
is not valuable as a natural aquatic area based on its highly modified nature and current use.   
 
(c)Timing the discharge to avoid the seasons or periods when human recreational activity associated with the aquatic 
site is most important; Because the project is located within a fully developed/urban area, no human recreation 
activity currently occurs within the aquatic site.   
 
(d)Following discharge procedures which avoid or minimize the disturbance of aesthetic features of an aquatic site 
or ecosystem; There are no aquatic site or ecosystem aesthetic features within the project area.   
 
(e)Selecting sites that will not be detrimental or increase incompatible human activity, or require the need for 
frequent dredge or fill maintenance activity in remote fish and wildlife areas; The project area is not incompatible 
with human activity nor does the project require the frequent dredge or fill maintenance in remote fish and 
wildlife areas.       
 
(f)Locating the disposal site outside of the vicinity of a public water supply intake; The proposed project does not 
include development or construction of a disposal site and the project is not located within the vicinity of a public 
water supply intake.   
 
§230.77 Other actions. (a) In the case of fills, controlling runoff and other discharges from activities to be conducted 
on the fill; The applicant will control runoff and other discharges by implementing a storm water management 
design and plan in accordance with and that meets the requirements of the local municipality and local issuing 
authority.  
  
(b)In the case of dams, designing water releases to accommodate the needs of fish and wildlife; The proposed project 
does not include the construction of a dam.   
 
(c)In dredging projects funded by Federal agencies other than the Corps of Engineers, maintain desired water quality 
of the return discharge through agreement with the Federal funding authority on scientifically defensible pollutant 
concentration levels in addition to any applicable water quality standards; The proposed project includes 
construction of a mixed use development and does not include federally funded dredging activities.   
 
(d) When a significant ecological change in the aquatic environment is proposed by the discharge of dredged or fill 
material, the permitting authority should consider the ecosystem that will be lost as well as the environmental 
benefits of the new system. The ecosystem that will be lost is biologically isolated and fully degraded (i.e. artificially 
inundated). The loss of this degraded habitat will be mitigated through the purchase of mitigation credits. 

 
 Subpart J—Compensatory Mitigation for Losses of Aquatic Resources  

The proposed project will include purchase of mitigation credits from a USACE approved primary service are 
mitigation bank. The proposed mitigation plan further discussed in Section 10.0 of this document fully complies 
with all Savannah District requirements and fully compensates for impacts to wetlands. 
 
Based on application of the guidelines, the permittee has demonstrated that the project complies with subpart B 
of the regulations.    
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7.0  THREATENED & ENDANGERED SPECIES: 
Coordination with US Fish and Wildlife Service’s (USFWS) Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) was conducted 
to assess potential impacts to federally protected species on the project site. The results of this consultation are provided 
in Appendix F. In addition to the database query, a pedestrian survey was conducted onsite. The site is currently under 
construction and no species or critical habitat required to support a federally listed species was observed within the project 
area. Therefore, the proposed project will not have effect on federally listed species. A draft Effects Determination Guidance 
For Endangered & Threated species is also included in Appendix F.  
 
8.0  CULTURAL RESOURCES:   
A Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) was signed by the original developer, Historic Preservation Division and USACE. All 
requirements of the MOA have been met and no impacts to cultural nor archeological resources will occur in association 
with the project modification.      
 
9.0  STORM WATER MANAGEMENT: 
A storm water management plan has been designed to meet all City of Savannah requirements. No impact to wetland is 
proposed as a result of the construction of the storm water detention ponds. 
 
10.0  COMPENSATORY MITIGATION: 
Using the Savannah District Standard Operating Procedure for Compensatory Mitigation, calculations indicate that 16.72 
grandfathered credits are required to compensate for the proposed wetland impacts (Appendix D). The applicant is 
proposing to acquire the required credits from a USACE approved primary service area mitigation bank. Credits will be 
purchased from one of the following primary service area bank: AA Shaw Mitigation Bank or Phinizy Swamp Mitigation 
Bank. Upon approval of the proposed project and prior to initiation of authorized wetland impacts, the applicant will 
provide documentation of credit conveyance to the USACE.  
 
11.0  CONCLUSION:  
In summary, SRL is seeking authorization to impact 4.17 acres of wetland located within Eastern Wharf (formally known 
as Savannah River Landing). The permit modification is necessary to facilitate revisions to improve and enhance the public 
space, public access and to accommodate for current community market demands that have changed since the project 
design 15-20 years ago. The revisions include improvement of public access to the river, increasing the size of the public 
park footprint for the project, incorporation of adequately sized municipal/public parking, incorporation of a grocery 
component, incorporation of Class A office space and maintaining residential product and density. As compensatory 
mitigation for unavoidable wetland impacts, the permittee has developed a compensatory mitigation plan using the 
Savannah District mitigation credit calculation SOP and has proposed to purchase 16.72 wetland mitigation credits from a 
USACE approved mitigation bank.    
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Eastern Wharf
 Chatham County, Georgia

Site Photographs
Prepared For: SRL Land Venture, LLC.

Source(s): RLC Site Photographs 

Photo 1:  Developed upland within the site. Photo 2: Construction actvities occuring within upland area.

Photo 3:  Typical condition of wetland proposed for impact. Photo 4:  Typical condition of wetland proposed for impact.
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