.

APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.5. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicagu District

APPLICANT: Equinox PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southeast of the Intersection of Route 57 and Stuenkel
Road in University Park, Will County, [llinois
FILE NUMBER: 200401106 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: ] Office KField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated wader 33 CFR 320-330%. An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[} There are ne waters on the project site.

(1 There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[0 There are waters of the United Siates on the project site.

& There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional walers on the praject site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] Therc are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[ The prescoce of waters which are currenily used, or were uscd in the past, of may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subjeet to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.¢., navigable waters
of the U.8.} (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of Interstate waters (including interstale wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (0)(2)

The presence of a Libutary 1o an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5)

‘The presence of wetlands adjace.m?' { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except jur those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams {including intermirtent streamns), mudflals,
sandflats, wetlands, slonghs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds),

Other:

Section 10 waterway,

00 ¥ HXO

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: FRANKFORT.
U. 8. Geologicul Survey Hydrologic Atlas: FRANKFORT, 231.

USDA Nalural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: FRANKFORT, 1994,
U. 8. Geolapical Survey 7.5-Minule Historic Quadrungles:

U, 8. Geological Survey 15-Minule Historic Quadrungles:

Aerials (Name & Datc); University Park, 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducied on: December 22, 2004
Other informution:

ORORMOCRKXER

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked abuve); Wetland 1 and Wetland 11 ure hydrolgoically connected to Hickory
Creek. Wetland 2 is adjacens to Wetland 1 and is theretore jurisdictional. Hickory Creek flows into the Des Plaines River, a
navigable "waters of the U.8.", Wetlands 3-10 are jsolated and therefore not jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction {33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, nutural ling impressed onthe bank  [] destruction of terrestrial vegetation
] the prescnce of litter and debris [} shelving
[ changes in the character of suil O  other:
0 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CEFR 328.3(a)(1), 32K.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)4) through 328.3(a)}7)
Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Areaunder consideration is nui likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

O Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the hasis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale)

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[J This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepated by
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: _ S _ _Date; /(/ géa_aﬁ 2077

et J = Date: £ T o

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methinds and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (.c.,
oceurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydrc soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

Approved by:

* Wetlunds separated fromo other waters of he 11.5. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUFREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORFS OF ENCINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200401106

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 4 January 2003
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the oftice (Y/N)  Date:
At the project site Y (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: 1llinois

County: will

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.27.19.64

87.45.23.61

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):

Naume of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic cesource’ 0-lac | I-3ac | 3-5ac | §-10ac 1025ac | 25.50ac | >S0ac Linear Unknown T

feet

Lake £ M| L] Ll |
River O oo I o d
Stream ] Ini H: [ | ]
Dry Wash [ [l
Mudflat % O u
Sandflat O % O 0 i
Wetlands 0 [ B I [
Slough OO0 0 O ]
Prairie pothols 0O 1o 10 ] O O
Wet meadow [ N 0 . [ 1] L
Playa Jake ] [l ] O | 0]
Vernal pool O] O T
Nutural pond | O] ﬁ%
Other water (identify type} O ﬂj M O O ]

jurisdictional aquativ resource area.

ICheck appropriate hoxes that best describe type of isulated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for slze of non-

|

Migratory Bivd Rule Fuctors: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Prufessional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expectad to Not Able To Make
to Ocear Oceur Determination _J
Is or would be used a3 habitat for birds protected by J 0] =] Tl
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] O 4] O ]
cross state lines?
Is ot would be used as habitat fur endangered species? ]
1s used to ivrigate crops suld in interstate commerce?

non-navigable, intra-state squatic resource arva,

'Check appropriate boxes that best deseribe potential for apphcablhty of the Migratory Bird Rule (o apply to onsite, mn-]un%dlctlonal, isolated, |

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [ ]  Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPFORTING NJI) (e.z., paragraph 1 ~ site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rativnale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connectivns; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U,S. occurring onsite):



-

APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.8. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Don Gavers PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Woodstock, McHenry Co.
FILE NUMBER: 200400888 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETYD: [ Office [JFicld

Approved Jurisdictionual Determination (JD)(For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD) is an appealable
action. {33 CFR 331.2). An approved JU is an appealable action. (33 CHR 3302}

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site,

[ There are non-jnrisdictional waters on the project site,

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site,

B There are both waters of the United Stutes and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no junisdictional waters of the United Stales present on the project site,

‘The presence of waters which are currently vsed, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to franspont
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject {6 the ebb and flow of the tide (i.¢., navigable
waters of the U.S.) {33 CFR 328.3(a}1)

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'y. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an mterstate watcr of other water of the US. (33 CFR 3283 (a){5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent ( bordering, contiguous, ot neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(71

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams {including intermitient streamns), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 watcrway.

00 X BRRO 40

Information Reviewed

U. 5. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: WOODSTOCK.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:
USDA Nationul Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHeary County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WOODSTOCK, 1992.

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minule Histeric Quadrangles: MCHENRY, 1944
Aeriul Photographs (Name & Date): 1980, 1995, 2002

Advanced Identitication Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:  July 20, 2004

Other information:

RIMXXOMXC

O

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked sbove): Wetland 1, Farmed Wetland 3 and Waler Unit A exhibit a surface
water connection 1o a nuvigable waterway. Wetand 2 und 3 historically had a surtace water connection to a tributary, but have
been tiled since 1944. Welland 1, Farmed Wetland 3, Water Unit A, Wetlund 2 and Wetland 3 are hydrologically connected to
the Nippersink Creek, which is tributary to the Fox River, u navigable waterway regulated by the Department of the Army.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, patural Tine impressed onthe bank [} destruction of terresteial vegetation
[]  the presence of litter and debris ]  shelving
[J changes in the character of svil [0 other
]  wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
[ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3{a)(2), or 328.3(a}(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[0 Area under consideration is nof likely have becn jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ tleadquarters declined 1o approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) {attach copy ol HQ rationale)

Confirmation of Weiland Boundaries
[ This office concurs with your wetland delincation report dated , prepared by
BJ This office docs not confirm yuurgnd boundary

<.

Recommended by: _Date: / & e~

Approved by: SN Dl _ _Date: //JZ“C_

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Munual (87 Manuu!} (i.e.,
accurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vury
from methuds described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

* Wetlands separaled from other walers of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.




INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.8. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.5, ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400888
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kaute Bliss

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

In the office Y (Y/N)

Date: 1/6/05

Date: 1/6/05

At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinvis

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-19-429824, 88-27.5575

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): B4

Name of waterway or watershed: Nippersink
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 01ac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac [ 5-10ac 10-25ac | 25-509c | >50ac Linear Unknown

feet
e T R
River ] [ ] ] ]
Stream d ] ]
Dry Wash 10 | B ‘ EII |
Mudflat 1 ! ’ ] ! } R
Sandflat ] | 1
Wetlands RS [] [ O ]
Slough 0 ] [
Prairie pothole E ] ] 0
Wet meadow ] O ] ] [l
[ Playa iake N O ] T] ]

Vernal pool ] 0 | L] ] 1
Natural pond i O L] ]
Other water (identify type} g O O ] | ]

jurisdictional aguatic resource area.

Check nppropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, inira-siate water present and best estimate for size of non-

Migratory Bird Rule Fuctors’: I Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Oceur Determination
Is oy would be used as habitat for hirds protected by bz [ || 0
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as hubitat by other migratory birds that & O =) ] O
Cross stute lines?
Is ur would be used as habitat for endangered species? ]
Is used to irrlgate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ ] ] L]

non-navigable, intra-state uyuatic resource area.

1Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJID (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -

Preliminary []  Or Approved

rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed (o assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site informalion on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):



.~ -

APPROVED JURISMMCTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
1J.8. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Mr. Lester Landmeier PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 66-acre parcel located north of McKee Street
and west of Randall Road in Unincorporated Batavia, Kane County, linois (E 1/2 of Sectien 17, T39N RBE)

FILE NUMBER: 200500083 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: K] Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) {For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appcalable
action. (33 CFR 331.2})

Based on available information:

] There are no watcrs on the project site.

(1 There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project sitc.

[J There are waters of the United States on the project sitc,

B< There are both waters of the United Statcs and non-jurisdictional waters on the praject sitc.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination;

[ There arc no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
[ The presence of waters which are currently uscd, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use ta transport
interstule or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.c., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3()(1))
[T The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetfands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. {33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))
B The presence of wetlands adjacent? ( bordering, contiguous, or neighbaring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
cxcept for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlunds. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7)
E The presence of an isolated water {c.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent sireams), mudflats,
andflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
D Other:
] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

L. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland inventory: AURORA NORTH.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: AURDORA NORTH, HA 70,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: AURORA NORTH, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
L]. 8. Gealogical Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerial Photographs {Name & Date): USGS - April 10, 2002
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: December 7, 2004 by Jaxmee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information:

RORXOOXKER

O

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Farmed Wetland 2 and Farmed Wetland 3 are both under the
jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engincers due to their surface water tributary system connection to an unnamed tributary
to Mill Creek, which is located at the northwest corner of the property. The unnamed tributary flows into Mill Creek, which i a
tributary of the Fox River. Wetland 1 and Farmed Wetland 1 do not uppear 10 have a surface water tributary system connection
and are isolated. Thereforc, Wetland 1 and Farmed Wetland 1 are not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers. Please note: There appears to be an additional isolaled farmed wetland in the southern portion of the property near
the farm house. This wetland should be delineatcd as it will be under the jurisdiction of Kane County and is subject to the Kane
County Stormwater Ordinance.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Waler Mark indicated by:

X1 clear, natural line impressed on the bank [l destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[(] the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[0 changes in the charucter of soils [ ather:

] wetiand boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
(R~ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(2)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)7)
B2 Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
(] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ Yeadquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) (attach copy of HQ ratianale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[1 This office concurs with your wetland delineation rcport dated , prepared by
[] This office does not confirm your wctland boundary. [ Z /
Recommended by: D Date: | J -2

Approved by: — J - Date: 7‘ l = 3y




Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetlund Delineation Manual (7 Maoual) (i.c.,
vccurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and welland hydmlogy). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Welland Delineation Manual {1987},

! Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barricrs, nalural river herms, beach dunes, and the like are aiso
adjacent.

INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COGK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500083

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 01/06/()5
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office {Y/N} Date: 12/06/04
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 12/07/04

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: _ Ilinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Lat: 41-51-40, Lon: 88-20-51

Approximate size of slte/property (including uplands & in acres): 66 ucres

Name of watcrway or watershed: Mill Creek/Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac I-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac =50 ac Linear Unknown

] feet .
Lake ] 00 o | L D g
River L L] ] [l | L] il
Stream Ll _E = _J__D _..J_D_\__.f Ll ; —
_DT‘Y Wash D E D D D D L
Mudflat | ] | L | _D> 0 |
| Sandilat L N [ L L | L UJ

Wetlands (] | L1
Slough L] O L Ll L] Lt
Prairie pothole [ 3 O l D |
Wet meadow ] d O O]
Pluyn lake D | [ |l | l | ] O
Vernal pool O 0 [l ! L L L
Naturat pond | [l ] O 1 []
Other water {identily type) M | [ [l ] ] ]

1Check appropriate buxes that best descrlbe type uf isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present sud best estimate for size of non-
urisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Knuwn If Unknowu

Use Best Prolessionul Judgment

Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make

to Occur Ocour Determination
Is ur would be used as habitat for birds protected by O [ [ O |
Migraiory Bird Treaties? J
Is ur would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] (] O ]
cross siate lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] d L
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best deseribe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply te onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary 1 Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJID (e.g., paragraph | — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Jon Klick PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWA Y: Murengo/McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200500129 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [} Office BJField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD)(For sites regulaled under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appeulable
action. (33 CFR 331.2). An approved JD is an appealable action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

{1 There are no waters on the project site.

[ There are non-jurisdictional waters on the pruject site.

[} rhere are waters of the United Stuies on the project site.

[7] There ure both watcrs of the Unitcd States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

The presence of waters which are currently used, of were uscd in the past, or may be susceplible for use {0 Lransport
interstate or forelgn commerce, including all walers which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable
waters of the 1.5.) (33 CFR 328.3(u)1))

The presence of interstute waters (including interstate wetlands'}). {33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The prescnce of a tributary to an interstule water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5)

The prescnce of wethands adjacent’ { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstale or other watets of the US,
except for those wetlands adjscent 1o other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastatc lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, slonghs, prairic potholes, wet meadows, playd lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 ¥ OO0 ©0O4d

[nformation Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service Nutional Wetland Inveatory: ___ |

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas; MARENGO NORTH, HA 495.

USDA Nutional Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minutc Topographic Mups: MARENGO NORTH, 1970.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Hisloric Quadrangles: _

U. 8. Geological Survey |5 Minuse Historic Quadrangles: HARVARD, 1932
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 2002

Advanced Identilication Wettand Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY ..

Site Visit Conducted on: December 2, 2004

Other information:

OXHNRKORREC

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): A small drainageway flows through the subject property. This
drainageway flows north eventually leading to an open water pond. The pond und drainageway are not hydrologically connected
to a navigable waterwuy, theretore these areas are not regulated by the Depariment of the Army,

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[0  clear, nawral line impresscd on the bank  [[]  destruction of terrestriul vegetation
[ the presence of litler and debris [(J shelving
[ changes in the character of soil 1 other:
[0 wetlund boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(2)(1), 328.3(2)(2), or 328.3(a)}{4) through 328.3{a}7)
B Area under considcrution is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule critetia
[ Area under consideration is not likely have heen jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [aitach copy of HQ rationale|

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[} This office concurs with your wetland del;neatno§Tn dated D . prepared by

BJ This office does not co@rﬁrm

Recommended by: Date: Vi / "// hiadl

Approved by: S - _ Dates / / 5 J/ =5

"Wetluds are identified and delincated vsing the methods and criteria established in the Corps Weutland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.¢.,
occurfence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

* Wetlands separated trom other waters of the 11.5. by man-made dikes or barriers, natursl river berms, beuch dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500129

INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S, SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V, U.5, ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 1/4/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMFPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project siteY (¥/N) Date: 1/4/05

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Llinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 40-310.7094, 88-32-51.1350

Approximate size of site/property (including vplands & in acres): 10

Name of waterway or watershed: Kishwaukee
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ Olac | 1-3ac | 3-Sac | S-10ac 10-25ac | 25-50ac | >50ac Linear Unknown

feat
Lake LJ L] [l LJ L
- ﬁhr 7 |
River [ L] L] O Ll
Dry Wash 0o [0 10 = inl W
Mudhlat 0o 10 ] |l d O ]
Sandflat 0 ] [l 1T O 1
Wetlands ] % % QT = ’ - O O ]
| Slough | | | [] — O O

Prairie pothole ) % { 1 [ % ] [ [
Wet meaduw & | LU O |l ]
Playa lake O ) L] ﬁLlj
Vernal pool U m| O t] (1 L
Natural pond O O O |
Other water (identify type) | O O O i | O ] O

jurisdictional aquatic resonree area.

Check appropriate hoxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state waler present and best estimate for size of non-

18 used to irrigate crops seld in interstate commerce?

Migrutory Bird Rule Factors": If Known If Unknown
Use Best Profeasional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Cecur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by | a M|
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birdsthat | 9 O 1] [m] ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered spevies? [

0

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsile, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state agoatic resource urea.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

—_—

Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD {e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditlons; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJI, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. accurring onsite):



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicagoe District

APPLICANT: Tom Williams PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200401102 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office BJField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD)(For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved J1 is un appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2). An approved JD is an appealable action, (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on avajlable information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

B There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site,

[O There are waters of the United States on the project site,

L] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no jurisdictional watcrs of the United States present on the project site.

The presence ol waters which are currently vsed, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transpot
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ¢bb and flow of the Lide {i.e., navigable
walers of the U.8.) {33 CFR 328.3(a)1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'), (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2)

The presence of a tributary to an mterstate water or other water of the US. (33 CTR 328.3 (a)(3)

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for thosc wellands adjacent to viher wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7)}

The presence of an isolated water (2.g., inlrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent strcams), mudilats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

o0 R aa 0O0

Information Reviewed

U, S. Fish and Wildlile Service National Wetland Inventory:

U. 8. Geological Survcy Hydrologic Atlas: MARENGO SOUTH, HA 46’%

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
L1. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topogruphic Maps: MARENGO SOUTH, 1968.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 5. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrungles: GIINGA, 1938

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 1939, 1954, 1998, 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY ..

Sitc Visit Conducted on: October 21, 2004

Other information:

DORRREXOXRXC

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Two drainageways and associaled wetlands are located within the
subject property. These drainageways flow into a a storm sewer system under the City of Marengo, McHenry County, Tllinois.
Therefore, the drainageways are considered isolated and arc not regulated by the Department of the Army.

T.ateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
O  clear, natural line impressed onthc bank  [[]  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0  the presence of litter and debris O shelving
[d changes in the character of soil [ other
[0 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
Bd Unabl 1o confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1). 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B Arcy under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Arca under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328,3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]
Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
] This office concurs wj h 0 aea , preparcd by
B This office does not é: E
Recommended by: e Daie_ T

Approved by: _—_\t - _ Date: 4 ST -

'"Wetlands are identified und delineated using (e methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual} (i.e.,
oceurrence uf hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Mannal (1987).

? Wetlunds separated from other waters of the U.S, by man-made dikes or barriers, nawral river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent,



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S, SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMEER: 200401102

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County;

Date:

In the office

1/4/05

(¥/N) Date:

Al the project siteY (Y/N) Duate: 10/21/05

Center coardinates of site by latitnde & longitodinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including vplands & in acres):

lilinois

McHenry

42-14-33.16435, BE-36-14.2173
38

Name of waterway or watershed: Kishwaukce
SITE CONDITIONS:
‘L'ype of aquatic resouyce’ 0-1ac | 1-3ac | 35ac | S-1Dac 10-25 ac 25-50ac | > 50ac Linear nknown
feet
Lake [ 1 1
T oo
Stream in _H_‘_El HInE ] I N
Dry Wash I L] 0] 1 | ]
L_Mudﬂat [N O F } % % { } { i
Saodflat 1
Wetlands {1 [<] | T . L]
Siaugh ] L] | Ll ] -
Prairie pothole O (] [} n] T
Wet mieudow D D D D D D _:I
Playa lake 10 J ] M O [ ] &l |
Yernal pool Il J D D R |: E D_ U
[ Natural pond O N o Y 5 N o
Other water (identify type) O ] N O 1 g
L‘Ehfck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non- .
jurisdictional aguatic resource area.
Migratory Bird Rule Factors: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Tudgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Muke
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or wonld be used as habitat for birds protected by )] 0O J
Migratlory Bird Treaties?
15 or world be used as hubitat by other migratory birds that | [ 0 J a [H]
cross state lines?
Is or wuuld be used as habitat for endangered species? [N ] ] B
1s used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? }_E

non-naviguble, intra-state aquatic resource areu.

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potentiul for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, ngn-jurisdictional, isolated,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [ 1 Or Approved

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate comrnerce
connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on walers of the U.S. occurring onsite}:



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicaga District

APPLICANT: Meumann Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Parcel located south of Routc 72 and east of Tyrvell
Road in Gilberts, Kane County, llinois (SW 1/4 of Section 19, T42N R8E and SE 1/4 of Section 24, T42N R7E)

FILE NUMBER: 2005000072 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

B4 There ure non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[[] There are waters of the United States on the projcet site.

[ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[ There arc no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project sitc,

[ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which arc subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.c., navigable watets

of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

{1 7he presence of inlerstate waters {including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(2))

[T} The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5})

[3 The presence of wetlands adjacent’ { bordering, contiguous, ar ncighboring) to interstate or othes waters of the US,
except for thosc wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. {33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

B The presence of an isolated watcr (e.g., intrastale lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,

sandflats, wellands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds}.

[J Other:

[0 Section 10 walerway.

Information Reviewed

U. &. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventary: ELGIN.

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ELGIN, HA 147,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kanc County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minutc Topographic Maps: ELGIN, 1992,

U. S. Genlogical Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 5. Geological Survey 15 Minute Tlistoric Quadrangles:
Aerial Photographs (Name & Datc); November 2002, no source
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: .

Site Visit Conducted on; December 7, 2004 by Jaimee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District

Other informartion: FEMA Firm Map, Wetland Assessment Report, dated May 13, 2004, prepared by CBBEL

Rationale for Basis (applics to any boxes checked above): Wetlands [ and 2 (designated as such by CBBEL i the wetland
assessment report} do not have un identifiable surface watcer tributary system connection to Tyler Creek or any other nearby
tributaries and arc isolated. Therefore, Wetlunds 1 and 2 are not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. A
NRCS Certified Wetlund Determination will necd to be completed to identify any farmed wetlands.

MEOMOOREEEK

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

clear, natural line impressed on the bank [] destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of liticr and debris [1 shelving
[  changes in the character of sails 7 other:

[} wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[ Unable to confinm the presence of watcrs listed in 33 CFR 328.3¢a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is likely 1o huve been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
] Area under consideration is pot likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteriu

(] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , preparcd by
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: - o Date: , _[ L{ L)S
id }Q)’ o5

Approved by: — L N Date:

"Wetlangs are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manval (87 Manual) (i.e.,
oveurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric s0ils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agriculnieal Tands may vary
tfrom methods described m the Corps Welland Delincation Manual {1987).

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barricrs, natural river berms, heach dunes, and the like are also
adiacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.5. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.5. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500072

REGULATORY FROJECT MANAGER: Jaimec Hammit Date: 01/04/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 12/6/04
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 12/7/04

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Hlinols

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latimde & longitudinal coordinates: Lat: 42-6-7, Lon: §8-21-20

Approximate size of site/property {including uplands & in acres): 40 acres

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ae 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake 1| Ol ] i | || ] D_
River 1 U] Ll L Ll (J
Stream | r__] D D |___] | |
Dry Wash |:| E] |l
Mud{lat 3 O O (] ] ]
Sandflat Ll O [ L Ll Ll Ll
Wetlands [l [} [ ] ] ] | ]
Slough | ] L | Ll
Prairie pothole [l O (W] [l
Wet meadow % ] [ 1 [l [l ]
Playa lake O [} O Ll J UJ L
Vernal paol 1 O O I ] [] ]
Natural pond ] 10 O M ] O ]
Other water (identily type) O | ] ] d [

Check appropriute buxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, Intra-state water preseni and best estimate for size of non-
purisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Uyc Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicied Not Expected to Mot Able To Make
to Occur Oceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds proteeted by ] [l ™ (| ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
#s or would be used as hahitat by other migratory birdsthat | [] a B ] |
¢ross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O ] ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? 0 I [ ] ]

Check appropriate boxvs that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply (v onsite, non-]urisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, Intra-state aquatic resource arca,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [J Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale nsed to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROYED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S, Anmy Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Linda Hughes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHcenry County
FILE NUMBER: 20500075 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETEL: { ] Office [{Ficld

Approved Jurisdictional Detcrmination (JI)(For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-3300). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2). Ao approved JD is an appcalable action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

{1 There are nv waters on ihe project site.

B& There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United Stazes on the project site.

{71 there ure both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Deiermination:

There arc no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

The presence of waters which are currently used, or were uscd in the pust, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or fureign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., naviguble
waters of the U.5.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstale wetlands"), (33 CFR 328.3 (a¥2)

The presence of a tributary to an interstute water or other water of the US, (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(S))

The presence of wetlands sdjacent® { bordering, contiguous, or neighbering) to interstate or other waters of the 1S,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 {u}7)}

The presence of an isolaicd water {c.g., intraslate lakes, dvers, streams {including intermiltent streams), mudflats,
sundtlats, wetlands, sloughs, praivie potholes, wet meadows, playa {ukes, or nawral ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway,

]

K OO0

04d

Informativn Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlite Service National Wetland Inventory: .

U. S. Geologicul Survey Hydrologic Atlas: _

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County,
U. 8. Geologival Survey 7.5 Minute Topagraphic Maps: WOODSTOCK, 1992,

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangies:
Acrial Photographs (Name & Date). 2002

Advanced identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..
Site Visit Conducted on: November 30, 2004

Other informalion:

DOXRNRORKOC

Rationale fur Basis (applies te any boxes checked above): Wetland located on subjecl property appears to be isclated and
therefore is not regulated by the Department of the Army under (he Clean Water Act.

Latera! Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary I{igh Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural line impressed oo the hank [ destruction of lerrestrial vegetation
[l the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[J changes in the character of svil 1 other:
[ wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a}(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is likely 1o have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ rieadquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [uttach copy of HQ rationale}

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
{1 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report duted , prepared by
B This office docs not confirm your wetland boundary

N
Recommended by: _:&Em J_M_& Date: I A
Approved by: J - ____Date: / - Ry g

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i e.,
occurrenve of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology), Processes for detenmining wetlamds on agricultural lands iouy vary
from methads deseribad in the Corps Welland Delinsation Manual (1987).

* Wetlands separated {rom other waters of the U.S, by man-made dikes or bagriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent,



DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500075

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INFRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.8. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V¥, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

Kate Bliss

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):

Name of walerway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:

In the office
At the project site

Date: 1/4/05

(YN} Date:
Y (Y/N) Date: 11/30/04

inois

McHenry

42-15-36.5850, 88-24-9.36(8
7

Kishwaukee River

Type of aquatic resource!

=}

-1 e

1-3ac IS5ac 5-10ac

10-25 ac

ta
o
&
=
g

Lincar
feet

=5 ac

e
=
g
E

Lake

River

Stream

ad

Dry Wash

Mudflai

O

Sandflat

DdDﬁD

Wetlandy

OOOCO0

1

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

LO0O0000OBP0080

q::whﬁm Do

Vernal pool
Natural pond

D

Other water (identify type)

OoOooo

I O

COCOCOCCOOO0as

o o )
DET]

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, in(ru-state water present and best estimaie for size of non-

Migratory Bird Rule Factors®: If Known If Unknown
Use Dest Professionul Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make

| to Occur Occur Dreterminution

Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected hy o (] [ O ]
FMigratory Bird Treatics?

Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory hirds thal [ d M| O O

cross state lines?

Is ur would be used as babitat fur endangered species? o] L] B

Ts used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ ] (] (]

Check appropriaie boxes that hest describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Rird Rule to upply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aguativ resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

OPITIONAL ADDMTIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —

Preliminary [] Or Approved X

rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the 118, occurring onsite):



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
118, Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Mallow Home Builders PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Located West of Highway | and
North of Goodenow Road in Crete, Will County, Hlinots

FILE NUMBER: 200401024 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office (JFicld

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JI)) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR. 320-3300). An approved JD is un appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

4 There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project sile.

1 There ure waters of the United States on the project site.

[ There are hoth waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site,

Rasis of Jurisdictional Determination:

(] There we no jurisdictivnal waters of the United States present on the project sitc.

[ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptibie for use (o transport
interstale or foreign cuommerce, including ail waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.5.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 {a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstute water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring} to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent (o other wetlands. {33 CFR 328.3 (a}7))

The presence of an isolated water (c.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermitient streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Qther:

Section 10 waterway.

00 ® OOd

Information Reviewed

L. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: STEGER.

U. 8. Geulopical Survey Hydrologic Atlas: SAG BRIDGE, 149,

USDA Namral Rescurces Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. 8. Geotogical Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: STEGER, 1990,

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles: STEGER, 1930,
U, 8. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerials (Name & Date); Crete, 2002
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:
Site Visil Conducted on:

Other infurmation:

OOORCOXNKXERE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland located on the subject property is isolated and therefore
not jurisdictional.

Latera) Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[] clear, natural tine impressed onthe bank ] destruction of terrestrial vepetation
[Tl the presence of litter and debris 1  shelving
[J changes in the character of soil 0 other:
[] wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jucisdiction:

X} Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)7)
BQ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Miyratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationalc]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[} This office concurs with your wetland delincation report dated , prepared by
[0 nis office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: ) - _ Date: ‘L‘#ﬂ__‘_’__ _

Approved by: _ —_— J - Date: /= T2~ ©F

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Detincation Manual {87 Manual) (ie.,
vceurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricaltural lands may vary
from methods desgeribed in the Corps Wetland Delineation Mapual {(1987).

2 Wetlands separated from other waters of the 11.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river bermis, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMAT10ON SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U5, SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTIIERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE; Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200401024
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 7 December 2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: Inthe office Y (Y/N) Date; 7 Decerber 2004
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Hlinois
County: Wil
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-24-4.7301

87-37-58.4280
Approximate size of site/property (including uplauds & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed: Dcs Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of aquatic resource’ btac | 1-3uc | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 25-50ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake

River

Stream
Dry Wash

Mudflat

(0
|

Sandat
Wellands

Slough
Prairie pothole

Wet meadow
Playu lake

qD 0 DD(DDHD :
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Vernal pool
Nalural pond

(1
0 Djmﬂu

jm = Dmmuﬂmqb
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EEEEEREEESE DS N
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ooac Dﬂh

Other water (identify type}

Check appropriste boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resonrce area,

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expeeted to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Ocecur Prelermination
Is or would be used uy habitat for birds protected by ] m) A ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that M| [mj & L1 |
cross stute lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] [ ] ] ] (]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] |

'Check appropriate hoxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply o onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-stale aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary (1 Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJI, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engincers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Statewide Realty PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 13-acre property located south of Bowes Road and
west of McLean Road in South Elgin, Kane County, Illincis {SW 1/4 of scction 27, T41N RSE)

FILE NUMBER: 200401028 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office (] Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determinaticn (JD) {For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available infuormation:

[] Fhere are no waters on the project site.

Bl There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[] There are waters of the United States on the project site,

(] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[J There arc no jurisdictional watcrs of the United Statcs present on the project site.

[l The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable watcrs

of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328.3{a)(1)}

O The presence of interstate waters {including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

[ The presence of 2 tributary 1o an intcrstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 3283 (a)(5))

[] The prescnce of wetlands adjacent’ { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. {33 CFR 328.3 (a}(7)}

Bd The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams {including intcrmittent streams), mudfiats,

sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

O oOther:

[0 Scetion 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ELGIN.

. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

LJSDA Nautural Resources Conservation Service Seoil Survcy for Kane County.

). 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ELGIN, 1992

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadranglcs:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: ELGIN, 1929

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date): DigiAir Spring 2001 and Fall 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: September 2, 2004 by Jalmee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information: The Wetlund Delineation Report, dated March 29, 2004, prepared by WSI Environmental

HKORKORECN

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The two on-site wetlands, designated as Wetlands | and 2 in the
WSI Wetland Delincation Report, do not have a surface water tributary system connection and are isolated. Therefore, Wetlands
I and 2 are not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

O  clear, nutural line impressed on the bank [0  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
(O the presence of litter and debris (3 shelving
[[J changes in the character of sails I other:

[0 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
Unable to confiem the prescnee of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}(7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule critcria
[ Area under consideration is ngy likely have heen jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basie of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by .
(7] This officc does not confirm your wetland boundary. '
———
Recommended by: - Date: l O S
Appraoved by; J — Date: / ! KJ ~ " S

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrance of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of (he U.8. by man-made dikes or barriets, natural river berms, beach dunes, und the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicage
FILE NUMBER: 200401028

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 1/12/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 9/1/04
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 9/2/04

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Hlinois

County: Kane

Ceunter coordinates of site by latinde & longitudinal coordinates: Lat; 42-0-25.5, Lon: 88-19-6.5

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 13 acres

Name of waterway or watershed: Otter Creek/Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:

| Type of aquafic resource’ 0-lac | 1-3ac | 35ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 25-50ac | >5Dac Linear Unknown
feet
Lake L ] | Ll
River D [} [_—_] E} L)
Stream Cl ] O
Thry Wash 1 L] [l |} ]
Mudflat ] ] ] ] O
Sandllat Cl 1 ] [:]
Wetlands O =N O i ] [l
Siough .- jn I m
Prairie pothole ] ] |
Wet meadow O O ’ % ‘ i | O [l
Playa lake ] ] ] ] L]
| Vernal pool [] L] O ] [ ]

Natural pond | 1 | Cl
Other water (identify type} ] ] H| % ] ] O m|

'Check apprapriate boxes that best describe type of isoluted, non-navigable, intra-stutc water present and best estimate for size of non-
Jurisdicticnal aquutic resgurce area.

Migrutory Bird Rule Factors": If Known Il Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Qccur Occur Determination
Ts or would be used a5 habitat for birds protected by 0 O P} O (]
_Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habliat by ather migratory birds that (] O | ] n|
eross state lines?
15 or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] = ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold In interstate commerce? l | =

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicabillty of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, nen-jurlsdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-staie aquatic resource arca.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION; Preliminary [] Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD {¢.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed te assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.8. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.8. Amny Corps of Enginecrs, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Wilmar Development PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southwest corner of 75 Strect and Commons
Drive in the City of Aurora, DuPage County, 1Hinois

FILE NUMBER: 200400705 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: {] Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictivnal Determination (JD)} (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

(J There are no waters on the project site.

(<] There are non-jurisdictional watcrs on the project site.

] There are waters of the United Statcs on the project site.

[ There are bolh waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional watcrs on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or forcign commerce, including a!l waters which are subject to the cbb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate watcrs (including interstate wetlands'), (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary 10 an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}{5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordering, contiguous, ot neighbaoring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands, (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water {e.g., intrastate lakes, nivers, streams (including intermiltent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

¥
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Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: NORMANTOWN,
L. 5. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: NORMANTOWN, HA 214,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: NORMANTOWN, 1993,
U. 8. Geologicat Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acerial Photographs (Name & Date): 2002

Advanced Jdentification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..
Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: Wetland Delineation Report dated Apnl 7, 2004

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland that is within the project site which extends off sitc is
an isloated area that does not have a surface connection to any surrounding waterway.

ROXXOCRMEK

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[T clear, nanaral line impressed on the bank [ldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [Jshelving
[ changes in the character of soil [ other

L] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B4 Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4} through 328.3(a}( D)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[} Area undcr consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328,3(a)}(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
O This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[0 This office does not confimm your wetland boundary.
7 Date: \ T ')

Recommended hy:

Agpproved by: Date:

"Wetlands are iventified and delineated using the methuds and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual {87 Manual) (i e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegelation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes far determining wetlands on agricultural lands muy vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual {1987).

? Wetlands separated from other watess of the 1.5, by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are alsv
adjaceni.




INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN CQOOK
COUNTY V. US. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400705

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: January 12, 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: January 12, 2005
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: 1llinois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-44-47.0542 & 88-13-10.5565

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 11

Name of waterway or watershed: Wauhansee Creck
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 1625 ac 25-50 ac >80 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake | Ll ] Ll Ll Ll L
River Cl Ll Er L Ul B L]
Stream m| O L] ] [J J
Dry Wash H O] Ll L | | O ]
Mudflat O [ [ D D _:
Sandflat E[ % Ll | D E ]
Wetlands H 8O 10 a g 0 ]
Slough D _El D J | D E L
Prairie pothole 0o 0O (] [l B
Wet meadow D |:| [ | D : D D D
Playa lake D D D D m E] D
Vernal pool D |:| D— [:| D D
Natursl pond ] O [] [] L] ] Ll
Other water (identify type) ] 0 O [l l , O d [

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Blrd Rule Factors': 1If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expecled to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determinati
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O | ]
Migratory Bird Trealies?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birdsthat | [J L} O | |
crosg state lines?
s or would be used as habitat for endangered species? Ll [ ] Ll L
13 wsed to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? m] [ o

ICheck sppropriate hoxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

non-navigable, intra-stule aguatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary ] Or Approved i

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -

rationale used to determine N.JD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
conncctions; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
LL.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Nicholas & Helen Metrou
PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Eola Road and Liberty Street, Aurora, DuPage County, [llingis

FILE NUMBER: 200400910 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office DX Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD} (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

B There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

{1 There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional walers on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[} Therc are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present o the project site,

(] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the cbb and flow of the tide {i.c., navigable waters
of the U.S.) {33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstatc wetlands'), (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2)}

The presence of a tribulary to an mterstare water or other water of the US. {33 CFR 328.3 {a)}(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent’ { berdering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interslate or other waters of the US,
excepl for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (al(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent siteams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

oo = DDD

Information Reviewed

L. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetlznd Inventory: NAPERVILLE.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrolegic Atlas: NAPERVILLE, HA 154,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.
U. S. Geelogical Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: NAPERVILLE, 1593.
1. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minule Historic Quudrangles:
L. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles;
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 1958

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..
Sitc Visit Conducted on: Qetober 21, 2004

Other information:

OXRROORRER

Ratiopale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland area within the project site receives hyrology froma
culvert undernearth Eola Road and does not appear to have a connection to waters of the U.S. therefore it is considered isolated.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction {33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natusal line impressed on the bank [Jdestruciion of terrestrial vegetation
L] the presence of litter and debris [shelving

[ changes in the character of soil O other

[ wetland boundary

Basis far Declining Jurisdiction:

Bd Unablc to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)( 1), 328.3(a)(2}, or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)7)
B Area under consideration is likely (o have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[d Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)}(3) [artach copy of HQ rationale]

Counfirmation ¢f Wetland Boundaries
X this officc concurs with your wetland delineation report dated July 16, 2004, preparcd by EnCap Inc.
B This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Hecommendedby: _ _ —— S — Date: ’ s Ij —O S

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identitied and delincated using the methods und criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineativn Manual (87 Manual) (i e.,
vecurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determmining wetlands on agricultural {ands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (1987).

2 Wetlands separated from ciher waters of the ULS. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are alsa
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, RON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V, I1.5. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400914

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: January 13, 2003
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: January 13, 2005
At the project stte {Y/N) Date: October 21, 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Nlingis
County: DuPagc
Center covrdinates of site by latitude & longitudinal courdinates: 41-45-59.1005 & 88-14-44.4280
Approximate size of site/property (inclnding uplands & in acres): 6.5 acres
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ O0-lac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-253¢ | 25-50ac | >50ac Linear Unknown
feet
Lake (1 . (] [ % % 1
River [ ﬂ | L[-__l
Stream O B 0] 0
| Dry Wash ] M d C1 i
Mudfiat o 10 [ O 10 1O
Sandfiat [l || | [
Wetlands K [l { % | ] J i } ]
Slough ] 1 F'j 1 |:|
Prairie pothale ) T ] [] O ]
Wet meadow EI I___} | D D ] 0 D
Playa lake I I | | I ! ] [l | [}
uernul pool 1 | ] D D Dl [ [ D
Natural pond Ll —D— a [ Ll l I O
Other water (identify type) ] | Eu] ] ] ]
L

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, nun-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional agualic resource arca.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors": If Known If Unknown
P Tise Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur QOceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by a T ]
Migratory Bird Trealies?
Is or would be uscd as habitat by other migratory birds that (] in EN) O
cross stute lines?
Is or would be uged as habitat for endangered species? T ] Ju! CJ
Is used to Irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? 0O || £l

'Check appropriate boxey that hest describe potentia) for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, nen-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g,, paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago Distriet

APPLICANT: John & Kim Wojcik PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 2 Dalton Court, South Barrington, Cook
County, lllinois, Poplar Creek/Fox River Watershed

FILE NUMBER: 2010401143 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office BField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JI) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appcalable
action. (33 CFR 331.2}

Based on available information:

[] There are no watcrs on the praject site.

B8 There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

(O rhere are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictivnal waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

(X] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[J The presence of waters which are currently uscd, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transpun
interstate or forcign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable wuters
of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1)

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5)

The presence of wetlands adjacent’ { berdering, contiguous, or neighboring} to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CHR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastule lakes, vivers, streams {including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflals, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

ora
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Informalivn Reviewed

1. 8. Fish and Wildlife Scrvice National Wetland Invenlory: STREAMWOOD.
1. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: STREAMWOOD, HA 203,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.

U. 8. Geclogical Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: STREAMWOOD, 1993,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geolugical Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Agrials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted vn: December 13, 2004
Other information:

KK
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Rationale for Basis (applies to any buxes checked above):

Walked the parcel and determined that the wetland is an isolated depression with no hydrological coanection to Poplar Creek
which is located south of the property.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
&

c¢lear, natural line impressed on the bank O destruction of terrestrial vegetation
0 the presence of litter and debris [0  shelving
[ changes in the character of snil ] other:

B4 wetland boundury
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

{1 Unable to contirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328 3(u)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migralory Bird Rule criteria
1 Area under consideration is not likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

O] Heudyuarters declined to approve junsdiction an the basis of 328.3(a3(3) [uttach copy of HQ rationate]

Confirmation of Wetland Bonndaries
[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated . prepurcd by
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: — S Date: ///' Vé’ >3

Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delingated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural tands may vary
from metheds described in the Cozps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

I Wetlunds scparated from other waters of the U S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. US. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200401143

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kathy Chemich Date: January (4, 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office N (Y/N) Date: December 13, 2004

At the projectsite Y (Y/M) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Minois

County; Cook

Center coordinutes of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4660863 Northing, 404039 Easting

Approximate size of site/property (inclading uplands & in acres): 1 acre

Name of waterway or watershed: Poplar Creek/Fox River Watershed
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ (-1 ac 1-3ac | 35s8c | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknawn

feet

Lake mE ] []
R e e e
Stréeam
Dry Wash | C] ' 1 ]
Mudflat ] I O O I
Sandfiut O O [ O
Wetlands |l ] ] i
Slough || D [:I
Prairie pothole ] | ] [N ]
Wet meadow 0] R ] ] ] g [
Playa lake [ ] E Ll
Vernal pool N ] 0O [ ] [ _4
Natural pond _ 0O ] H ] O
Other watcr (identify type) D [ —D || L_J j[—% D

Check appropriate boxes thut best describe lype of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate [ur size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic respurce area.

Mipratory Bird Rule Factors'; If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professlonal Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected 1o Not Able To Make
to Ooeur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protecied by ] O i ]
Migratory Bird Treatics?
Is or would be used as habitut by other migralory birds that | (] O | a 1
cruss state lines?
Ts or would be used as habitat for endangered species? I | L]
13 used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? C]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential Tur applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictivnal, isolated,
non-navigable, infra-state aguatic resource area,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved &

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPFORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate conunerce
connections; and paragraph 4 - sfte information on waters of the U.S. eccurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps ot Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Tyson Engineering PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northeast of the Intersection of Monee-
Manbattan Road and Hamilton Road in University Park, Will County, lllinois
FILE NUMBER: 200500004 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JI¥) (For Sites regulated vader 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Bascd on availabke information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

[3 There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There ure waters of the United States on the project site,

X There are both waters uf the United Slates and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[} There are nv jurisdictional waters of the United States prescnt on the project site.

[ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including ull waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.¢., navigable walers
of the U.5.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)X1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary (0 an interstate water or other watcr of the US, {33 CFR 328.3 (a}(3)}

The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordcring, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
excepl for those wetlunds adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CTR 328.3 (u)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairic potheles, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 wutcrway.

o0 X OxKO

Information Reviewed

L. 5. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: FRANKFORT
11, 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: FRANKFORT, 231.

USDA Nutural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. 8. Gevlogical Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: FRANKFORT, 1990,
U. 8. Gealogical Survey 7.3-Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U, 8. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles: PEOTONE, 1949
Acrials (Name & Date): University Park, 2002

Advanced Identificarion Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: Junuary 12, 2005

[ Onher information:

ORREKE

4

HKOX

Rationale for Basis (applies tv any boxes checked abave): Wetlands A-C are do not bear a surface water connection 1¢
Wetland D or Wetland E and is isolated and therefore not jurisdictional. Wetland I is hydrologically connected to Wetland E
and Wetland E is a uibutary to Forked Creck. Wetland E crosses Hamilton Road via culverts and proceeds to cross Route 57 via
culverts us well. The tributary then flows to the west across a tree fario linking vp with a culvert that crosses Ridgeland Avenue
to Forked Creek.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural ling impressed on the bank  []  desteuction of terrestrial vegetation
{1  the presence of litter and debris [l shelving
[ chaoges in the character of soil ] other:
[ welland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

T Unuble w confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3{a)(1), 328.3(2)(2), or 328.3(a)4) through 328.3(a)(7)
(] Area under consideration iy likefy to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWAMNCC Migratory Bird Rule crileria
[3 Area under consideration is not likely huve been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ Headquurters declined tv approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(2)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B This office concurs with your wetland delincation report dated March 26, 2004, prepared by JFNew.
[ This wifice does not confirm your wetlund boundary

- = e /{ o
Recommended by: > —_ _Date:__ L 7 5 gy &5
s

Approved by: B Y - _ __ Date: 45 f/d A~ T

'Wetlands are identifted and delinerted using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delimeation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Pracesses for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from mgthods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).




* Wellunds separated from other waters of the 17,8, by man-made dikes or barniers, natural river berms, beach dunes, und the like are also
adjacent.

INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200500004

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 13 January 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: Lo the office {Y/N) Date:

At the project site Y (YN) Date: 12 January 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: 1llinois

County: Wwill

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longltudinal coordinates: 41.25.41.07
R7 45.10.58

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

el
7]
B

5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac >S50 ac Linear Unknovwn
feet
[

Type of ayuatic resource’ Olac | L-3ac

Lake _ ||
River | I

Siream |

Dry Wash

|

Mudflat
Sandflat

Wetlands
Slough

DDDF o0

Prairie pothole
Wet meadow

Pluya lake

Ol
Ll
Ini

¥Yernal pool

1

L]
Natural pond D

B

DDDDjDDP O Djﬂ
UDDDDDqDDDD

qdﬂmmﬁm 0o

D%Dﬂﬂ ORI ﬂm
DI:]FEI,DDDHD! o

OEoo0oa

Other water (idenlily type)

O

"Check appropriate hoxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic cesource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors's . Tf Known H Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Nat Expected to Nol Able To Make
to Occur Oceur Determination
1s or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] O | ]
Migratory Bird Treuties?
1s or would be used as habitat by other migratory birdsthat | [] O ] ] ||
cross state lines?
1s or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [ ] L] @7 [ ] ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in inlerstate commerce? |H|

ICheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicahility of the Migratory Bird Rule to ap]ﬁy to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
| mom-navigable, intra-state aguatic resouree area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X]

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, inclnding information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commierce
connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite}:



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
LS. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Kimball Hill Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY : Settlers Ridge South Parcel in Sugar Grove,
Kane County, Illinvis {(Section 22, T3§N R7E)

FILE NUMBER: 200400892 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [XIField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is un appcalable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based vun uvailable information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

X Tirere are non-jurisdictional waters an the project site.

[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
[Tl The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the pasi, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstute or foreign commerce, including all watcrs which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328 3(a)(1 )
The presence of interstate waters {including interstate wetlands’). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
[ The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))
O The presence of wetlunds adjacent’ ( berdering, contiguous, ar neighboring) to intcrstate or other waters of the US,
cxcept for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))
The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams {including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
O Other:
[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland [nventory: SUGAR GROVE.

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: SUGAR GROVE, HA 227.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: SUGAR GROVE, 1993,

U. & Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrial Photographs (Namc & Datck:DigiAir Spring 2001 & Fall 2002

Advuanced Identification Wetland Maps: .

Site Visit Conducted on: November 17, 2004 by Jaimee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information: Wetland Delineation Report by Engingering Consultants Services, Ltd. and supplemental info.
submitted by Cowhey Gudmundson Leder, Ltd., dated June 2004

Rationale for Rasis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 7-25 (designated as such by Cowhey, Gudmundsen
Leder, Ltd.} do not have any surface water tributary system connections and are isclated. I walked the site during the growing
season and was not able to identify any surface water tributary systern connections because the com was too high, so [ visited the
sitc again with Valerie Jakobi of Cowhey on November 17, 2004 once the crop was gone. We walked the southern parcel and
did not find any surface water tributary system connections. Therefore, all of the wetlands on the southern parcel are isolated and
none of them are under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

BRI

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

{1 clear, natural line impressed on the bank [l destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[J the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
1 changes in the character of soils [0 other:

[(1  wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
[] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
Bd Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Miyratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

O Headquarters declined to apprave jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) {attach copy of HQ rationale]

Copfirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[} This officc concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[0 rhis office does not confirm your wetland boundary. {
—_ ~ . ' NS
Recommended by: ~D> Date: ‘ } l L+ “-) —

J / —
Approved by: —_ S — Date: / Sl S e

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria estublished in the Corps Welland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) {i.c.,
vecurrence ol hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods deseribed in the Coms Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).




- |

¥ Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.

INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicage
FILE NUMBER: 200400892

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: (1/14/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N} Date: 11/16/04
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 11/17/04

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: llinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal conrdinates: Lat: 41-45-17, Lon: 88-25-42

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acresh: 840 acres

Name af waterway or watershed: Fox River
SITE CONMHTIONS;
Type of aguatic resonrce’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 35ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake [] [ [ ] L]
River l:] L_J D [:l | [:l —_—
Stream D o E | i ' D ﬂ |
Dry Wash D : i [1 D ] l I D _—___]
Mudflat g i O =] ]
Sandflat O ] ] [ | [l
Wetlands i X ] ] | O O
Siough D | ] D [:] _
Prairie pothole _JLD_ [] _1 | D
Wet meadow ] M| ] 1 [
Playa lake i 1 [ D( ] Cl [m)
Vernal poal i1 ] ] |
Naturai pond [l ] 0 0 [ | O
Other water (identify type) | ] || O ] ] m|

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
| jurisdictlonal aguatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown W
Use Best Professionsl Judgment
Yes Nu Predicted Not Expected to Not Ablc To Make
to Oceur Occur Determinalioq__j
mr would be used as habitat for hirds protected by O O (= ]
Migratory Rird Treaties?
Ts or would be used as habitat by other migratory hivds that | L) np ) ] O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered specices? O im [ ]
Is wsed to irrlgate crops sold in interstale commerce? n | ]
'Check appropriate boxes thut best describe putential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, Isolaledj
non-nxvigable, intra-stute aguatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [J  Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - stte conditivns; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used t¢ determine NJD, including informativa reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 - sitc information on waters of the U.S. nceurring onsite):



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISTON DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Curps ol Engineers, Chicago District

AFPPLICANT: Marchis Engineering, Ltd. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: South of 115, Route 20, East of (Oak
Street in Hanover Township, Cook County, Illinois

FILE NUMBER: 200400937 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ ] Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites reguluted under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appeualable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

B There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site,

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[ ‘Ihere are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use 1o transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the 1.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
The presence of inlerstate walers {including interstate wetlands"). (33 CFR 328.3 (u}(2))
The presence of a tribulury (o an inlerstute waler or other water of the US, (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(3)
[ The presence of wetlands adjacent” { bordering, contiguous, of neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands, (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))
[1 The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds}.
] Other:
O section L0 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: STREAMWOOD,
U. S. Geologicat Survey Hydrologic Atlas: STREAMWOOD, HA 203,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service 30il Survey for Cook Couniy.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: STREAMWOOD, 1993,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 5. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducled on:

Other information:

O0O000XKRXRE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above):
The forested wetlands are isolaled depressions that have no cleur hysrologic connection o u jurisdiclivnul waterway.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329);
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

c¢lear, natural line impressed on the bank [] destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[  the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[[] changes in the character of soil O ether:

O weilund boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction;

[ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
Bd Area under considerativn is likely (v have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteriu
[0 Arca under consideration is pet likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule critcria

1 Headguarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the hasis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach cepy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Weiland Boundaries

BJ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated Tuly &, 2004, prepared by Marlin Environmentat.
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: 0 H 'I Gjii Date: / 4‘7 oy /ﬂ S5
Approved by: L Sl G N ED Date:

"Watlands are identified and delineared using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) {i.¢.,
ovcurrence ol bydrophytic vegetation, hydrie soils and wetlaod hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (19%87).

? Watlands separated from other waters of the 11.5. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river herms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISMICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S, SUPREME, COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. US, ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICK: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200400937

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:  Kathy Chernich Date: Jauary 25, 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: Intheoffice N (Y/N)  Date:

At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: December 7, 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Mlinvis
County: Cook
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal cuordinates: Northing 4651070, Easting 401350
Approximate size of site/property (including vplands & in acres): 260.5
Name of waterway or watershed: Poplar Creek, Fox River Watershed
SITE CONDITIONS:
[ Type of aquatic resource” 0lac | 3-3ac | 3-Sac | 5-1bac 10-25ac | 25-50ac | >5bac Linear Unknown
feet
| Lake il ]
River ] 0
Stream f |
Dry Wash LI E{ L] Ll
Mudfit o N N N A A O B—
Sand(ftut ] }_D» _[:l
Wetlands O Ol 1 L]
Slough Cl | L L % [
Prairie pothale [ [
Wet meadow ] l | Cl 1 O [
Plays lake 1d E d L]
Vernal pool ] ] O [ ] ]
r?aulml pond Il '_D | T_[]
Other water (identify type) 1 O M O O ]

Check apprupriate hoxes that best describe type of isulated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for stec of non-
Jjurisdictional aguatic respurce area,

Migratory Bird Rule Factors: If Known If Unknown ]
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make

to Ocenr Oceur Determination

a
e} g o
| L]

I

s or would be used as habitat for birds protected by %
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory hirds that 3
cross stale lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? m|
Is used to irvigate crops sold in interstate commerce?

Check appropriate buxes that besi describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule ko apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resourcy area.

I{E]Dd?

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING N]ID (e.z., paragraph 1 — site cunditions; paragraphs 2.3 -
rationale nsed to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 ~ site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Gatcs Development Company PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 5 Acre Property located at 153rd
Street and 108th Avenue in Orlund Park, Cook County, Ilinois (Section 17, T36N, R12E}).

FILE NUMBER; 200500012 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office MField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (fI}) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved J1 is an appealabie
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on availuble informution:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

[X] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[T There are waters of the United States an the project site.

[ There are both waters of the United States und non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

BJ  There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project sitc.

[] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or [ureign conuuerce, including all waters which are subyjcct 1o the ebb and flow of the tide {1.e., navigable waters

of the U.8,) (33 CFR 328.3(a}1))
The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands!), (33 CFR 328.3 (a}2)

[] The presence of u tributary to un interstate water ot other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(3)

[0 The presence of wetlands adjucent’ { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those watlands udjacent 1o other wetlands, (33 CT'R 328.3 (a)(7))

[1 The presence of an isolated water {e.g., intrastare lakes, rivers, streums (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie pothales, wel meadows, pluya lakes, or natral ponds).

[ oher:

[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U, S. Fish and Wildlife Service Natioral Wetland Inventory: MOKENA.

U. 5. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MOKENA, 204,

USDA Natural Resources Consarvation Scrvice Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: MOKENA, 1993,

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrungles: _
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerials (Name & Date): AirPhoto 1999
Advanced identification Wetland Maps:
Site Visit Conducted on: 23 November 2004
Other infermation:

OXRCROOROXK

Rationale tor Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland on the southeast corner of the property drains to the south
and into a large detention basin. Detention basin also drains to the south into & sterm sewer system.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mack indicated by:
[J clear, natural Line impressed on the bank [ destruction of terrestrial vegetation

[ the presence of litzer and debris [ shelving
[] changes in the character of soil [ other:
[(Jwetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[ Unable to confirm the prescnee of walers listed in 33 CFR 328.3(u}(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328 3(a)(4) through 328.3(2)(7)
[ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictionul under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is nyt likely have been jurisdictional under pre-S§WANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

{T] Headyuarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)3) [attach copy of HQ rationalc|

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[J This office concurs with your wetland delineation report duted , prepared by
] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: _ Date:

Approvedby: _ Chief, ReQu’ﬂmath—— Date: ZZ ;.; %o L

'Wetlands ure identified und delineated using the methixs end criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric sails and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricuhtura) Jands may vary
from methods deseribed in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the LS. by man-made dikes or barriers, maurel tiver heting, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISMCTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V., U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 204500012

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gagnon Date: 24 January 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the projectsite Y (Y/N) Date: 23 November 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Cock

{enter coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41 -36-46.0931; 87 -53-1.4805

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 5

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ U-1ac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 25-50ac | >50ac Linear Unknown

fect

Lake Ll L L L Ll [ ]
River [ L ] L] ] L] L U
Stream O [0 [0 [0 L L] L
Dry Wash L] Ll ] Ll L] Ll L] L]
Mudfat O 10 10 [0 mE—— 0 ]
Sandflat Ll Ll Ll O [ ] || | |
Wellands KO O nl [] (] ] []
Slough B [l [l L Ll L] Ll L
Prairie pothole —D D D D [l [
Wet meadow H O ] | E] 0] [ ]
Playa lake O 10 [0 ] 0 O O]
Vernal pool Ll Ll L] L Ll L L] L
Natural pond U D D E [ El Ll
Other water (identify type) | R O O O O ] [l

'Check appropriate hoxes that hest describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oecur Occur Determination
1s or would be used as habitat for birds pratectad hy %] ] O [ ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory hirds that | a O O O
cross state lines?
Ts or would be used as habitat for endangered species? (] ] [ Cl ]
Is used to irripate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] [ ] | B

'Check appropriate boxes that best deseribe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-staie aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

QPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the .8, accurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Kobler Builders, Inc./Andy Kobler
PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Eofa Road and New York Street, City of Aurora, DuPage County, llinois/Waubonsie
Creek

FILE NUMBER: 200401141 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: (X Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination {JD} {For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved ]I} is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[[] There are no waters on the project site.

(X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project sitc.

[ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

1 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

1 The presence of waters which arc currently uscd, or were used in the past, ar may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or toreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.c., navigable waters
of the U.K.) (33 CFR 328 3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstatc wetlands'), {33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2)

The prescnce of a tributary t¢ an intcrstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or ather waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(7))

'The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lukes, rivers, sireams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairic potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Sceton 10 walerway. |

OO0 ® 000

Information Reviewed

). 8. Fish und Wildiife Scrvice National Wetland Inventory: NAPERVILLE.

U. 8 Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: NAPERVILLE, HA 154,

USDA Nalural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: NAPERVILLE, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.3 Minutc Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerial Photographs (Namc & Date).

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY .,
Site Visit Condusted on:

Other information: Wetland Repon dated January 2005 prepared by Planning Resources, Inc.

REOOROKK

&0

Ratiunale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Project site ¢ontains three (3} wetland areus, two which are farmed
welland areas, which do not have a hydrological surface connection to a jurisdictional waters of the U.S. Thereforc the wetlands
within the project site are isolated.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Murk indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [Cldcstruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presencc of litter and debris [Jshelving
[ changes in the character of soil (] other

[] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[J Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a}(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
(O Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictionul under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(2)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Conflirmation of Wetland Boundaries
{0 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated . prepared by
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: 1] : g____’—- Date: l - ’2/? - Og
UNICHNALC L
Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are idenlificd and delineaicd using the metheds and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Tielineation Manual (87 Manual) (i e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agriculturat landy may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual {1987).



! Wetlands sepurated trom other waters of the ULS. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.

INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM LS. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicagn
FILE NUMBER: 200401141

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: January 28, 2003
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office &@1 Date: januvary 28, 2005
Al the project site (Y Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Iinois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-45-38.4284 & B¥-14-37.0561

Approximate size of site/property {including uplands & in acres): 10.25

Name of waterway or watershed: Waubonsie Creek
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 01 ac 1-3ac | 3Sac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ae > 5 ac Linear Unknown

fect

Lake L] L] | W | L
River } 1 ] ] [ ]
Stream D D D D
Dry Wash | [ (] [ ]
Mudflat 1a O O O | L O
Sandfiat CJ ] ] | [ O 1
Wetlands X M O ] (]
Siough L] 1 J & L]
Prairie pothele O 1 ] DJ
Wet meadow | O ] O ] ] ]
Playa luke ] | F ] | ] .
Vernal pool L0 U | L L (] Ll
Natural pond [ [l 1 N ;ﬁ
Other water (identify type) [l O ] [l | 3

’—'_Cherk appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, nun-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate (or size of non-
jurisdictional agmatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professinnal Judgment
Yes Neo Predicted Mot Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Oceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected hy ] =] 0 X
Migratory Bird Treafics?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratery birds that ] O [ | W
cross state lines?
1s or would be used as habitat for endangered specics? L) [] il O %
Is used to Irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? | ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
| mon-navigable, intra-staic aquatic resource areq.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary (] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 - site information ¢n waters of the U.S. ocenrring onsite):



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S, Army Corps uf Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Gallagher & Henry PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 40 Acre Property Northwest of Wolf Road and
155th Street in Orland Park, Cook County, Ilinois (Section 18, T36N, R12E).

FILE NUMBER: 200500173 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [JFicld

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JI)) (For Sitcs regulated under 33 CFR 32(-330). An approved JD is an appeulable
action. {33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site,

[ There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

(1 There are waters of the United Stakes on the project site.

[R There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters un the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[ There are no jurisdictional waters of the Uniled States present on the project site.

[} The presence of waters which are curreatly used, or were ased in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstale or toreign commerce, incinding all waters which are subject 10 the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the U.5.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

[ The presence of interstute waters (inciuding interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 32K.3 (aX(2)}

& The presence of a tributary to an mtcrstate water or other water of the US, {33 CFR 328.3 (a}35))

B2 The presence of wellands adjﬁCt‘,l‘l[ { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) 1o interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent ro other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(7))

O The presence of un isolated water (2.g., intrastate Iakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, praicie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

[0 Other

[0 Section 10 waterway,

Informalion Reviewed

U. 5. Fish and Wildlifc Service National Wetland Inventary: MOKENA.

1. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Matural Resources Conservation Service 8oil Survcy for Cook County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps; MOKENA, 1993.

1. 8. Geologicul Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: _
Aerials (Nume & Date): AirPhoto 1999

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 20 January 2005

[7 Other information:

ROROORKCE]

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands | and 2, as identified on the wetland delineation prepurcd
by ENCAP, Inc., druin into Spring Creek which drains into the Des Pluines River, a navigable water and are under jurisdiction of
this office. Wetland 3 is adjacent to wetland 1 and is uindler jurisdiction of this office. Wetland 5 drains into wetland 2 and is
under jurisdiction of this office. Wetland 7 drains into wetland 1 and is under junsdiction of this office. Wetland 6 does not
appear to exhibit a hydrologic surface connection to navigable walers and is nol under jurisdiction of this office.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Oridinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank {T] destruction of terrestrial vegetation

(] the presence of litter and debris [3 shelving
[ changes in the character of soil ] other:
Xlwetland boundary

Rasis for Declining Jurisdiction:

] Unable to contirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1}, 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)4) through 328.3(a)(7)
] Arca under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale)

Conflrmation of Wetland Boundaries

B This office com.ur tland delineation report dated , prepared by
[d This office dues n m

Recommendec ﬂz l§ndéymp N

Approved by:

Date: 23 Janr—Q3

'Wetlands 7€ i0uu..ied ind dehncatcd using the methods and criteriaz established in the Coms Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
accurnence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils und wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from metheds described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

—— -

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the 1.3, by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like arc also
adjacent,



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATFERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECIS1ION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V¥, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT QFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMERER: 200500173

REGULATORY FPROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gagnan

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:

Date: 27 Junuary 2005

In the office

(Y/NY  Date:

At the projectsite Y (Y/N)} Date: 20 January 20035

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site¢/property (including uplands & in acres):

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

linois

Cook

4[ -36-41.8435; 87 -533-39.4433
40

Des Plaines River

Type of aguatic resonrce’ 0lac [ 1-3ac | 350

10-25 ac

25.50 ac = 50 ac Linear

Unknown

Lake E]
River

L]

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat
Wetlands

il

-

Shough

U

U
e
£
£

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow
Playa lake

O

Vernal pool

DDDDD%D uﬁa
|

Ll

ﬂmmﬂ qum O

oo

OnoOnOn

Natural pond _‘
Other water (identify type)

DDPDDD 0

Noodddo0o Dmﬁu

U

OOoo000C0on,

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

'Check apprapriate buxes that hest describe type of isolated, nov-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

non-nuvigable, intra-state aguatic resource srea.

Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the M.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known 1If Unknown
Use Best Professional Jedgiment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
ta Dceur Occur Netermination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by &= uj O O
Llﬁgratgy_l%ird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | (X ] ] O ||
¢ross state lines?
Is or would he used ay habitat for endangered species? | £l L]
15 used to irrigate crops svld in interstate commerce? J [ ] O

igratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isnlated,

TYPE QF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [ ] Or Approved I

L ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJM) {e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
«l to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstote commerce
and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the 1.8, occurring onsite):



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Enginecrs, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Millie Zaloudic PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: East of the Intersection of Rt. 6 and Tumstone
Bivd. in Channahon, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200401093 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: E Office EField

Approved Jurisdiciional Determination (JD) (For Sites reguluted under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved ID is an appealabie
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

L1 There are ne waters on the project site,

[[] There are non-jurisdictivnal waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

There are both waters of the United Stares and non-jurisdictivnal waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[} The presence of watcrs which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commeree, including all waters which are subject to the ¢bb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the U.58.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1n
The presence of interstate waters (including imtersiate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

Bd The presence of a triburary to an interstate water of other water of the US. (33 CFR 3283 (a)(5)

[0 The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to inlesstate or other waters of the US,
cacept for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands, {33 CFR 328.3 (a}7))

B0 The presence of an isolated water (¢.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams {including intermittent streams), snudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie pulholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

(] Other:

[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed
Bd U.s. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: CHANNAHON,
B 15 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: CHANNAHON, 362,
(<] USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
B U.S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: CHANNAHON, 1993,
d 11 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles: WILMINGTON, 1954,
[0 U.S. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
4 Aesials (Name & Date): Channuhon, 2002
[] Advanced Idcnlification Wetland Maps:
Bd Site Visit Conducted on; December 22, 2004
BJ Other information: Channahon, 1938

Rationale for Basis (applies to any hoxes checked above): Wetlaad 1 is isnlated and therefore not jurisdictional. Wetland 2
drains to the south across Route & into a series of ponds via culverts throngh a golf course. This tributary then daylights at the
properly boundaries and can be seen dischacging into the Des Plaines River frorm W. Front Street.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[l clear, natral line impressed on the bank [} destruction of tervestrial vegetation
O the presence of litter and debris {J shelving
[1 changes in the charucter of soil O other:
X wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jorisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a}4) through 328.3(a)(N
Area under consideration is likely 1o have been jursdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Arcu under consideration is not likcly have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratary Bird Rule criteria

[0 Headquarters declined 10 approve jurisdiction un the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HE rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundarics
This office concurs with your wetland delineation repart dated , prepared by
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
4 —
— (:3 — r;:) S_ (i1 L )

Recommended by: - Date:

Approved by: - J - Date: 24 N~ <5

Wetlands ure identified and delineated using ihe methods and crileria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manuat (87 Manual) (ie.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, bydric seils and wetland hydrology). Processes (ur determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delingation Manual (1987).

! Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barricrs, natural river berms, beach duncs, and the like are also
adjueent.



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200401003

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:

Approximate size of site/property (including upfands & in acres):

Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:

Melyssa Cruz

Date: 25 January 2005

In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the pruject site Y (YN}  Date: 22 December 2004
Minoiy
Will
4[-21.8454

§8-12-21.8343

Des Plaines

Type of aqualic resource!

0-1
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1-3ac

35ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 uc

feet

Linear Unknown
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jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

ICheck appropriate hoxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of nun-

Migratory Bird Rule Factors’; If Known K Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicled | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Qeceur Occur Determination
15 or would lbe used as habiat for birds protected by ] O & 7
Migratory Bird Treaties? ]
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds thal | [ a B ] O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? || | ] d gl
Is used to icrigate crops sold in interstate commerce?

“ICheck appropriate buxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state agqualic resource aren.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [ 1 Or Approved [J

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJjD (e.g., pacagraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess puiential navigation or interstale commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.8, occurring onsite):



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.8, Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: SOS Children'’s Village PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southwest of the Intersection of
Bruce Read and Briggs Street in Lockport, Will Counly, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200401002 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office BField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (J1») (For Siles regulated under 33 CFR 320-330), An approved JD) is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project sitc.

[ There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project sitc.

{1 There are watcrs of the United States on the project site.

[X] There are both waters of the United States and non-jutisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United Stalcs present an the project site.

[0 The presencc of waters which arc currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use o Lransport
interstate or forcign commerce, inciuding all waters which are subject 10 the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.5.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlunds'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a}2)

The presence of « tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent” ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent 1o other wellands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7h)

The presence of an isolaled water (e.g., intrastate takes, rivers, sircams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or nalural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 walerway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish andd Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: JOLIET.

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: JOLIET, 89.

USDA Naturul Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: JOLIET, 1993,

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles: JOLIET, 1954,
U. 8. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles: _ .
Aenuls (Name & Date);Lockport, 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: December 14, 2005
Other information: NRCS Certified Determination

00 X XKRO

PR

RHHONORKK

Rationale for Basis {(applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland |, Farmed Wetland 2 and Wetland 6 are isolated and
therefore not jurisdictional. However, "Waters of the U.S. 1" flows into Fraction Run, Fraction Run drains into the Des Plaines
River, 4 navigable "waters of the U.8." Fanmed Wetlands 3-5 ure adjacent to "Waters of the U.S, 1" and arc therefore
jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by;
clear, natural linc impressed on the bank [} destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
(1 changes in the character of soil [ other
K  wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3{a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4} through 328.3(a}7)
() Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
1 Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

] Headguarters declined 1o approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) (attach copy of H() rationale]

Confirmation of Wettand Boundaries
[l This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
1 This office dees not confirm your wetland boundary

5 - . Date: a:—i...ﬂ.i"
T

Approved by: — S — Date; 25 Far~ =37

"Wetlands are identificd and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Comps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Marual} (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland bydrelogy). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from metheds described in the Corps Welland Delineation Manual (1487).

Recommended by: .




* Wedands separated from other waters of the U.S. hy tan-made dikes o burriers, natural river berms, beash dunes, and the like are also

adjacent.

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200401002

INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U8, ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Drate: 25 Fanuary 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 14 December 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Tliinois
County: Wil
Centey coordinates of site by latitnde & longitudinal courdinates: 41 34' 248
8803'3.35
Approximate size of site/property (incinding uplands & in acres):
Nume of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS: )
Type of aquatic resource’ O-lac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-250c | 25-50ac | »50ac Linear Unknown
Feet
Lake - Ll LJ
[Rives 0 0 ] O
Stream O | ] O O]
M_Ilry Wash 1 (] [l [1 1
Mudflat [l 1 1
Sandflat O ] O | §
Wetlands [ ]
Stough [ ] t u )
Prairic poihole O ] O O
Wet meadow C1 O N j
Playa lake M I % O ‘ ’ % } ]
Vernal pool a [l 1 @7
Natural pond O 0] n} O ] ] O
Other water (identify type) a| 1 O 0 ] U O

1Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-stute water present und best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

| Migrutory Bird Rule Factors™: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes Ne Predicted | Noi Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur QOecur Determination

Is or would be used us habitat for birds protected by O inl ] ]

Migratory Bird Treaties?

1s or would be uscd as habitat by other migratory birds that | L] ] B (n d

cross state lines?

1s or would be used as hahitat for endangered species? ] & 1

Is used to irrigate crups sold in interstute commerce? [ ] ]

tic resource avea.

Check nppropriate boxes that hest describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isol
| non-navigable, intra-staie

ted, |

]

jr ey

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved (X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditivns; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potentiul navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):



+waeaSDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: City of Zion PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 193 Acre Proposed Trumpet Business Park Southwest
of the Intersection of Green Bay Road and Russcll Road in City of Zian, Lake County, Ilinois {Sections [ and 12, T46N, R1TE).

FILE NUMBER: 200400758  PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office Xliield

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JID is an appeulable
action. {33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

[ There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

B There are bhoth waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

B4 The presesnice of waters which arc currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.¢., navigable waters
of the U.5.) {33 CFR 328.3(a)X1)}

The presence of interstule waters (including interstaie wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other wuter of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(3})

The presence of wetlands adjacent? ( bordering, contiguous, ur neighboring) ta interstatc or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The prescnee of an isolated water {(e.g., intruslate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streamns), mudflats,
sandtlats, wetlunds, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds),

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

OO0 O O0d

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: WADSWORTH,
1. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: WADSWORTH, HA 144,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Scrvice Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WADSWORTH, 1993.
. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aenials (Name & Datey: AirPhoto 1999

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Condueled on: 23 June 2044

Other intormation:

OXMOXOOR XXM

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 drains into a ditch and eventually nto the Des Plaines
River, a navigablc water, and is under jurisdiction of this office. Wetlands 2-5 do not appear to exhibit a hydrologic surface
connection to navigable waters and are not under junisdiction of this office. Several small wetlands and drainageways in the area
north of wetland 5 werc not delineated, but would tikely be isolated becavse the drainagewuys drain into a stormsewer, The
additional wetlands are in the area of a capped landfill, so are not expected 1o be impacted.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated hy:

[] ¢lear, natural line impressed on the bank [Cldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the prescnce of litter and debris [Fshelving

[ changes in the character of soil [ other

B wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328 3(a)1), 328.3(a)2), or 328.3¢a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[[] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Ruk: ¢titeria
[] Area under considerution is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

O Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundarics
& This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated 27 May 2004, preparcd by STS Consultants, Ltd..

] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary / / / g/ -
z
/05

( T
Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identificd and delineated using the methods und criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultura) lauds may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manua] (1987).

_ 5

Recommended by: - Date:

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, heach duncs, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 2400754

REGUEATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gagnon Date: 14 January 20035
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETEI: In the office (YN} Date:

Atthe project site 'Y (¥/N) Date: 23 June 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Tlinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal covrdinates: 42 -29-1K.8951; BT -53-28 8855

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 193

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aguatic resonrce’ -1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac » 50 ae Linear Unknown

feet

Lake A = O R—_ m
River O (O 10 0 O O
Stream [ O & [ [ ] ] | O
Dry Wash | Ll B ] J
Mudfiat O (0o [0 10 ] g 0 m
Sandfiat O 10 |0 10 o [0 O O
Wetlands ] O [ ] (] [l [ O
Siough O (O g 10 0 O 0 0
Prairie pothole D ] ] ] ] ]
Wet meadow ] ] | ] O ] %
Playa luke | W] a O [ [ L
Vernal pool [} O O O O Ll
Nalural pond D D ] ] (] ] 1]
Other water (identify type} O [l O ] O ]

Check appropriate hoxes that best deseribe type of isvlaicd, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aqualic resource area.

Migratory Kird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknuwn
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yos Ne Predicted Not Expected to Not Ahle To Make
tn Occur Occur Determination
I or would he used as habitat for birds protected by 4| O [l ] L
Migratory Bind Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [X] ] O | ] O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O | Ll X
Is used ta irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O [ ] ] ] E

Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the h_r‘[igratory B?rd Rule to apply tv onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aguatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJI, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation vr interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring vnsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicage District

APPLICANT: Harold Karp PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northwest of the Intersection of 13th Street and Elliy
Avenue in Ford Heights, Cook County, Illinois (Section 23, T35N, R14E).

FILE NUMBER: 200500245 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD} (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appaalable
action, (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

< There ure non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional wuters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

B There are no jurisdictionul watcrs of the United States present on the project site.

[0 The presence of watcrs which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use (o transport

injerstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide {i.c., navigable waters

of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328.3{(a)(1)

1 1he presence of interstate waters (including interstate wt.llands]) (33 CFR 328.3 (a}2))

[] The presence of a tributary to an llllt:l'btal(: water or other water of the tIS. {33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(5))

O The presence of wetlands adjau.m ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring} to interstate or other waters of the US,
excepl lor those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (aX7))

[0 The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including inlermiltent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lukes, or natural pends).

O Other

[1 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 5. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: CALUMET CITY.
L. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlus:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Suil Survc.y for Cook County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: CALUMET CITY, 1991.
U. 8, Geologicul Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8, Geolugical Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: | _

Aerials {(Name & Data):Photomapper 1999

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 14 December 2004

Other information:

OXROXOOXROOX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): One small wetlund was noted on the northeast corner of the
property. [t appeared te drain to the northeast into a slormsewer systcm and is not under jurisdiction of this office.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Wuter Mark indicated by:
[[] clear, nutural line impressed on the bank [ destruction of terrestrial vegetation

[ the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[ changes in the character of soil 3 other:
[wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unuble to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3¢a)(1), 328.3(2)(2), or 328.3(1)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is tikely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdiclional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[0 Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[ This office concurs with your wetlund delincation report dated , prepared by
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delincated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineution Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydrie soils and wetland hydrelogy). Processes [or delerminng wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987),

? Wetlands scparated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or hartiers, natural river berms, beuch dunes, und the like ure also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISIICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NA VIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.5. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. US. ARMY CORFS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200500245

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gagnon Date: 14 January 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMFPLETED: In the nftice {Y/N) Date:

At the projectsite Y (Y/N) Date: 14 December 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: 1llinois

County: Cook

Center courdinates of site by latitnde & longitudinal coordinates: 41 -30-39.9689; 87 -35-35,7305

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acresh 8

Name of waterway or watcershed: Little Calumet River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic'resource’ U-1ac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unkoown

feet

Lake [ ] (I Ll ] L Cl
River L [ ] L L] 0 il
Stream L Ll L B L]
Dry Wash H L] | | L1 LJ
Mudflat ] OJ [ ] L
Sandflat 1 ] TJ ] [ ] [ ] [l ] ]
Wetlands B O 0 O 0 0
Slough E ] [ U Ll [
Prairie pothole [ O ] ] |
Wet meadow O 1 [ ] O O [
Playa lake T ] L1 O K]
Vernal pool Ll L] ] ] []
Matural pond ] [] | {1] % [l [
Other water (identily type) W] (] O O O C]

"Check appropriate boxes that hest describe type of isulaled, nun-navigable, Intra-state water present and besl estimate for size of non-
jurisdicional aguatic resource arep.

Migratory Bird Rule Faciors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oecur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for hirds protected by ] || ] O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [ | [ O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered spucies? | | O ] | |
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ ] O ] []

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applical;lity of the Migrulory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, nnn-ju:isdictimml, isolaivd,
nou-navigable, intra-siate aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [ ] Or Appraved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJ1), including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate conynerce
conneclions; and paragraph 4 — site information on walers of the U.S. occurring onsite):




