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

APPLICANT: Mr. William Kaper PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 15 Acre Property Located At 409 County Line
Road In The Village of Barrington Hills, Cook County, Illinois

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1185 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office []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:

(1 There are no waters on the project site.

BXl 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 waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States 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 waters
of the U.S.) (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’ ( 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))

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:

Section 10 waterway.

I I

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil vaey for Cook County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aenals (Name & Date):

Advanced [dentification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: January 9, 2007

Other mformation:

2 O

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above):
Wetland 1, as referenced in your delineation report, does not have an identifiable hydrologic connection to a navigable water. In
addition the 0.82 acre pond located east of the subject property also does not have an identifiable hydrologic connection to a
navigable water,
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 litter and debris (] shelving
[l changes in the character of soil [ other:

[] 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)
BJ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely to 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 with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
(] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

g Uog /o
Recommended by: : '5 Date: /27 0

3 -—_ J—

Approved by: : Date: /O()?/M

'Wetlands are identified and defingated using the metnods «.:i criteria estab ished in the Corps Wetland [£I1neat1( Manua] (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic veggidtion, hydric soils and wctland 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 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: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1185

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: 1/29/2007
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 1/9/2007

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Hlinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.153463 -88.174223

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

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox

SITE CONDITIONS:
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Type of aquatic resource’'

Lake

Rl

River

Stream

I

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole
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Other water (identify type)

'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 Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O O [l D
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 species? A [] L] [] X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? (] L] O (] (]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-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 District

APPLICANT: Mr. Steven Cimino PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 20 Albion Avenue in Roselle, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1350 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office [ |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.

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

[l 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:

X 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 foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.} (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® ( 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))

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:

Section 10 waterway.

0O 0O Odd

Information Reviewed
(] U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:
[] U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: LOMBARD, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. S. Geological Survey |5 Minute Histeric Quadrangles:
Aerials (Name & Date):
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:
Site Visit Conducted on:
Other information:

DOOXOCXC

Rationaie for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above):
The wetland located on the subject property does not have an identifiable hydrologic connection to a navigable water.

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

clear, natural line impressed on the bank [0  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris (] shelving
] changes in the character of soil [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 to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Area under consideration is not likely to 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 H(Q rationale]

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

Recommended by: - ‘5 — Date: , //25‘/0 7

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and dclineated using the methods and c¢riteria 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 lands may vary
from methods deseribed in the Corps 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: Chicago

FILE NUMBER:
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: 1/22/2007
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office 1/22/2007 (Y/N) Date:
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.993454 88.082761

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 2 ac

Name of waterway or watershed: Meacham Creek/Des Plaines River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource' 0-1 ac 13 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L ] [ L [ ] [ [] L]
River Ll [ | L] | [] L L] [
Stream (] (] ] ] ] ] ] ]
Dry Wash [ L L] L] ] L [] [
Mudfia¢ [ L [] L] L [] [] [
Sandflat [ ] ] [ ] ] ] [ ] ] []
Wetlands K 10 0O O O C O N
Slough O 10 10 O [ ] 0 C
Prairie pothole ] ] ] [l [] ] ] []
Wet meadow |l ] ] ] ] L] ] ]
Playa lake O 10 o O O 0 O O
Vernal pool ] [ ] L] ] ] [ ] (] [ ]
Natural pond [ ] ] 1 ] ] ] ]
Other water (identify type) ] ] ] | ] ] ] O

'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 Bird Rule Factors' If Known 1f Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able Te Make
to Occur Qccur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] [ & ] ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O Bd [l O
cross state lines?
is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] 0 L] L] X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ [ O] [ X

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-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 District

APPLICANT: Montalbano Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northwest of the Intersection of
Cedar Road and W 167th Street in Lockport, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-50 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office []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:

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

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[J 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 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))

The presence 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))

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

Ood 0O OO

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MOKENA,
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MOKENA, 204,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: MOKENA, 1993,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date): Lockport, 1997

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOOXOOXRXX

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

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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)
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
[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 wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
(] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
Recommended by: -S — Date: > 5//4—4 d 7
~
Approved by: ~— ‘\ ""* Date: 2 )) 3 z

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i ..,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delincation 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: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-50

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Navis Date: 23 Jan 2007
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office y (Y/N) Date: 23 Jan 2007
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Nlineis
County: Will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates; 4135'12.02 & 87 58 18.60

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

'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 Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [ O X ! ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds thac | (] O ] O [
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? | ] X ] L]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? 0l ] X ] ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-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 District

APPLICANT: Campton Township PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-923 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office []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.

X 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:

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

[]1 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 waters

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

|71 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))

[J The presence 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))

DX 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).

[0 Other:

[Z] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ELBURN.

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ELBURN, HA 229.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ELBURN, 1993.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrang|es:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):1939, 1989, 1990, 1991, 1992, 1993, 1994, 1995, 1996, 1997, 1998, 1999,
2000, 2001, 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: NRCS Swampbuster Map, FEMA FIRM map

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Farmed Wetlands B1 and B3 do not exhibit a surface water
connection to a navigable waterway, and are therefore not subject to Department of the Army regulations.

KOX KRKOOXKKKX

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

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

[0 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[J This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by

B This effice does not confirm your wetland boundary.
Date: /'“25 = & 7

o S e
Recommended by:
Approved by: T y\ Date: [ —2 7~ >

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (ie.,
occurrence 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 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 ISOCLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN CCOK
COUNTY V, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-923
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kimberly Fisher
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:
At the project site

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:

County:

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:

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

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

In the office Y (Y/N)

Date: 1/23/2007

(Y/N) Date:
Hlineis
Kane
4195881, -88.45386
119

Date: 1/23/2007

Lower Fox and Kishwaukee
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Other water (identify type)
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ICheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictienal 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 Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O ] ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O & O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] O [ ] [ ] X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? L1 Ll L O

!Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-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 District

APPLICANT: City of Geneva PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1139  PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [{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.

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

(] 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 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 foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
[] The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
{71 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” ( bordering, contigucus, or neighboring) 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, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
] Other:
[l Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: GENEVA, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: November 9, 2006

Other information: FEMA FIRM map

XRXXOCORXIOCT

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland | does not exhibit a surface water connection to a
navigable waterway, and is therefore not subject to Department of the Army regulations.

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

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

[J 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)
XI 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

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

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

Recommended by: — S Date: /_ /7~— d 7
J =y > - >

Approved by: — J Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated 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 lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

2 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: LRC-2006-1139

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kimberly Fisher Date: 1/17/2007
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

Atthe projectsite Yy (Y/N) Date: W/ 4 4G
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Nlinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.87825, -88.33997

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 25

Name of waterway or watershed: - Lower Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 a¢ 25-50 ac >80 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L Ll [] L] U L ] []
River 0O O 0 [0 0 0 O 0
Stream L [ L] L ] [ L L
Dry Wash [ L] [ [] LJ L] [l L
Mudflat L] L L [ ] L] L L L]
Sandflat L] L L] L L] U] Il LJ
Wetlands X L | L] L] Ll L] L]
Slough L] L] L [ _] [] [ ] L[]
Prairie pothole [l ] ] ] O] O] | [
Wet meadow O 1 [ ] O] ] ] ] ]
Playa lake | [ O 0l gd ] [
Vernal pool L] L] L L [] L L Cl
Natural pond 0 g 0 0 ] O O O
Other water (identify type) ] ] | ] [ ] 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 Bird Rule Factors’: 1f Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes Ne Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occeur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] O P ] ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that J i X ] ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O O] X [
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] ] L] X ]

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] 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 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: RJ Dill PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Coral Township
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-980 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [XField

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

Based on available information:

L] 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 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.
[J 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
waters of the U.S.) (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’ ( 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))
The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairic potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
Other:
Section 10 waterway.

00 X OXO

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MARENGO SOUTH.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MARENGO SOUTH, HA 463.

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: MARENGO SOUTH, 1568.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 2005

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: 10/5/06

] Other information:

KXXOOXRKXEX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Referencing the Wetland Delineation Report dated July 21, 2006 as
prepared by Hey and Associates, Inc., Wetland 4 is a tributary to the Kishwaukee River. The Kishwaukee River is tributary to
the Rock River, a navigable waterway under Department of the Army jurisdiction. Wetlands 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and Farmed
Wetlands 10, 11 and 12, as identified in the report are isolated and therefore not regulated by the Department of the Army.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3¢a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(2)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
IX] 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

["] 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 yvour wetland delineation report dated July 21, 2006, prepared by Hey and Associates, Inc.
] This office does not confirm your boundary

[
Recommended by: _ —— Date: | !3 !97—

Approved by: J — Date: AT A4

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence 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 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: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-980

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 1/3/06
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 10/5/06
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: . Illinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.1791912744, -88.5182140272

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 240

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

feet

Lake [ [ L] [ ] L] [ | L [ ]
River [ ] Ol O L] | L] ] ]
Stream [ ] ] L] ] L] L] E ;|
Dry Wash [] L] ] L (] O L] L]
Mudflat O U L] L] ] L] Ll L]
Sandfiat ] Ll Ll O L] [] O L]
Wetlands EI D D E [:I D [__—] [:]
Slough J L] L] L L ] L U
Prairie pothole ] |:| ] ] [ LJ D D
Wet meadow D |:] 1 |:| |:| L] D D
Playa lake ] O [] ] ] ] | ]
Vernal pool ] D L] ] ] ] D D
Natural pond ] ] ] ] | 1 L] [l
Other water (identify type) [ ] [ O [ | O L] U

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

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-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 District

" APPLICANT: Elite Development PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: South of Schick Road at Route 59 in the City of
Bartlett, DuPage County, Illinois

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-867 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ |Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regutated 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.

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:

{1 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 foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (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? ( 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))

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:

Section 10 waterway.

00 I v I

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: WEST CHICAGO.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: WEST CHICAGO, HA 202.

USDA Natural Resources Conservatien Service Sotl Survey for DuPage County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WEST CHICAGO, 1993,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

I e T

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The one wetland area identified onsite appears to have no
hydrological connection to a jurisdictional waters of the U.S. and is therefore isotated.

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

[_] clear, natural line impressed on the bank [Cdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [shelving
|_] changes in the character of soil ] other

] 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)}7)
4 Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[3 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]

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

/51—- Date: !, Z—; O 7

Approved by: Date:

Recommended by:

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated 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 lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps 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 aiso
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INFTRA-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: LRC-2006-867

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: January §, 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office @N) Date: January 8, 2007
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illineis
County: DuPage
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41,9492775044 & -88.2082694956
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 10
Name of waterway or watershed: West Branch DuPage River

SITE CONDITIONS:
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Other water (identify type)

'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 Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [ O ] ] [
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O g O ] =
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] O O [] X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? C] O 0 [] B

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for apphcablllly of the Mlgralory Blrd Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

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

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (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: Fieldcrest Builders PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: North Branch/Lake Forest
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1064 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: |Z Office [ 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 avajlable information:

X 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.

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

DX 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 foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to 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'). (33 CFR 328.3 {a)(2))

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

[ The presence 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))

[] 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:

[] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: HIGHLAND PARK, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Lake County 1939, 2000, 2004, & 2005, PhotoMapper 2001, 2002, & 2005
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on: August 14, 2006

Other information:

OXEEOCXKOO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland area delineated on the property does not have a discernible
surface water connection to a water of the United States and is therefore not under the jurisdiction of the Department of the
Army.

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

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [Cdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [Cshelving
|_] 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)
[J 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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[[J This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by .
DJ  This office does not confirm your wetland boundary / /
——— -
—
Recommended by: 5 Date: / /O J 7
/ / /
Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence 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 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: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2000-1064

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michael Murphy Date: 1-10-2007
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: }-10-2007
At the project site (Y/N)  Date: 8-14-20006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Mlinois
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.2324441, -87.8750265
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 1.9ac
Name of waterway or watershed: North Branch Chicago River

SITE CONDITIONS:
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Other water (identify type)

'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 Bird Rule Factors': If Known It Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgmeat
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Qccur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] d & ] 0
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] ] 4 O [
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? 1 [] [] = [
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstaie commerce? [] ] [] = (]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential 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 District

APPLICANT: Lennar Communities of Chicago, LLC PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 314 Acre Property Located At
IL Route 120 And Fairfield Road In Round Lake, Lake County, [llinois

FILE NUMBER: 200600314 (LRC-2006-14081)  PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office I{Field

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

B4 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.

[(] 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 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 (o 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 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).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 O XXO

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: Feb. 2, 2006

Other information:

I 0

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 1, 1a, 2, 3, 10, 12 and 13, as referenced on Exhibit 1 of
your November 29, 2006 submittal, exhibit a hydrologic connection to Long Lake which drains to the Fox River, a navigable
water. Therefore these wetlands are considered “waters of the United States™ and are under the jurisdiction of this office. [t is
important to note that Wetland 1 and Wetland la will be considered separate wettands, As a result Wetland | will be considered
high quality based on the Floristic Quality Index, but Wetland la will be considered low quality. Wetlands 4, 5,6, 7,8, 9 and 11
are considered isolated and are therefore not under the jurisdiction of this office.

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
1 the presence of litter and debris [shelving
[] changes in the character of soil [ other

X wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

BJ 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
[] 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]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
DX This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated November 29, 2006, prepared by Encap, Inc.
[l This office does not confirm your wetland boundarv

Recommended by: _if _ Date: 1/3/ 280 7

Approved by: Date:

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wettand Delincation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence 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 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: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600314

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: January 3, 2007

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site (Y/N) Date: Feb. 2, 2006

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -20-8.3193 88 -6-58.7236

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 314

Name of waterway or watershed: Squaw Creek/Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Other water (identify type)

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [ 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 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: The Daly Group PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Dorr Township
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1196 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [[] Office I{Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

[J 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:

[] 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 foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable
waters of the U.S.) (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” ( 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))

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:

Section 10 waterway.

O

0 X KOO

Information Reviewed

U, S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory; WOODSTOCK.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atias: WOODSTOCK, HA 256.

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WOODSTOCK, 1992.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 2005

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: 10/12/06

Other information:

OXXXOOOKKXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Referencing the Wetland Delineation Report dated October 2, 2006
as prepared by Encap, Inc., Wetland 3 is tributary to the Kishwaukee River, which flows to the Rock River, a navigable waterway
under Department of the Army jurisdiction. Wetlands 1, 2, 4 and Farmed Wetland | are isolated and not regulated by the
Department of the Army.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[} the presence of litter and debris [l shelving
[C] changes in the character of soil [0 other:
[X]  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
[] 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]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[X This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated October 2, 2006, prepared by Encap, Inc.
[C] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: T Date: | / I ! o+

Approved by: - J — Date: / [Ls s 2

'Wetlands arc identified and delineated using the methods and 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 agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

T 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: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1196

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 1/11/07

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 1/11/07
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION: :
State: Ilinois
County: McHenry
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.2600176532, -88.4352780419
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 56
Name of waterway or watershed: Kishwaukee
SITE CONDITIONS:
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'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 Bird Rule Factors': If Known 1f Unknown
- Use Best Professional Judgment -
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur QOccur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X O O ) a
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that [ O ] O J
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? (] | O [] X [ ]
is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ [] [ X []

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-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 District

APPLICANT: Bryn Mawr PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Crystal Lake

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-24 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ 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.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[J 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
waters of the U.S.) (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® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighbering) 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 {(¢.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X XKXO

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: WOODSTOCK.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: WOODSTOCK, HA 256.

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WOODSTOCK, 1992.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 2005, 2004, 2002, 2001

Advanced [dentification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOXK OOROKK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Referencing the Wetland Delineation Report
dated Septmber 14, 2006 as prepared by Phoenix Environmental, Inc., Wetland A and the
Kishwaukee River is considered a waters of the U.S. Wetland A is tributary to the Kishwaukee
River, which flows to the Rock River, a navigable waterway under Department of the Army
jurisdiction. Farmed Wetland 1 is considered isolated and is not regulated by the Department of
the Army.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[]  clear, natural ling impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[T the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[J] changes in the character of soil [C]  other:
[0  wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
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)
[X Area under consideration s 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

[J 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 , prepared by
X This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
o —
Recommended by: Date: l |’ | " llou

— D —

Approved by: Date: S LR D




'Wetlands are identified and delineated 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 lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps 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: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-24

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:  Kate Bliss Date: 1/17/06
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 1/17/06
At the projectsite *  (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION;

State: Ilinois

County; McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 422656083621, -
88.381883486

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 98

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

feet

Lake [ ] (] | LJ L] 0l Ll [l
River :l D D D D D D D
Stream U Ll (] L L] Ll L] L]
Dry Wash ] L L] ] [ L] [ L
Mudflat £l Ll [] (] L] L] []
Sandflat E] L] /: ] D D L O
Wetlands X D [ ] O :— |___| —: O
Slough O L L] | Ll L] L L
Prairie pothole ] O 1 O] ] ] O 1
Wet meadow ] O] ] 4 | ] O] [
Playa lake M O :‘ O : O : O]
Vernal pool O L L] L _| L] (] L]
Natural pond L] [ [ L] [ [ [ Ll
Other water (identify type) [l O ] ] O O ] ]

'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 Bird Rule Factors’: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by by ] O ] O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that X O ] ] O
¢ross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] O (] 4] ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] O = L]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state 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 NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. eccurring onsite):




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

APPLICANT: Alan Scimeca PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-23453 (200600211) PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ ]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.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

] There are ne jurisdictional waters of the United Siates 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 foreign commerce, including all waters 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 wctlands‘), (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
B The presence of a tribulary to an interstate water or other water of the US, (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(3))
] The presence 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))
X 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).
1 Other:
[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: CRYSTAL LAKE, HA 253,
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. S. Geologicat Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: CRYSTAL LAKE, 1992.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):1939, 2001

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

NOXXOOKOXO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Referencing the Wetland Delineation Report dated November 9,
2003, as prepared by Weaver Boos Consultants, LLC., Wetland A is tributary to the Fox River, a navigable waterway, and is
therefore subject to Department of the Army regulations, Wetland B does not exhibit a surface water connection to a navigable
waterway, and is therefore not subject to Department of the Army regulations. Please note that Wetland A corresponds to high
functicning ADID wetland #645.

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

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

B wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

Pd Unable to 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)
[X] 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

"] 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 , prepared by
X This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: s Date: ‘ - 2 2— "‘O 7

Approved by: — O — Date: [ —2 7 —<>

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and 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 agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps 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: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-23453

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kimberly Fisher Date: 1/22/2007
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 1/22/2007
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illineis

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.14276, -88.31835

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 38

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

feet
Lake 0 L] L] U L] [] L -
River L L] Ll LJ L L] 0 Ll
Stream [l L [l O L] ] [ L
Dry Wash [ [l [] L | [l 0 L]
Mudflat [l ] L] LJ L O] Ll [
Sandflat L] . | ] L [ 0 L]
Wetlands X L] L Ll L U L L
Slough [l [l L] [] L] O L] Ll
| Prairie pothole ] ] ] [ O] O O ]
Wet meadow ] O [ ] L] | M |:|
Playa lake Il O O L] ] L] L] [
Vernal pool L [ L] ] ] [ L L]
Natural pond L L] L] [l Ul 0 [] L]
Other water (identify type) 0 O O OJ O O ] [
| I |

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isofated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': H Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
) : to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by (] ]
Migratory Bird 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 X ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? Ol O X O

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] 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 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: Terrestris Development PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Lincolnshire/Des Plaines River
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1259 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office X]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.

['] There are nen-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

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

X 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.

[T 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 waters
of the U.S.) (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” ( 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))

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:

Section 10 waterway.,

0o 0 KXO

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service Nationat Wetland [nventory:

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WHEELING, 1993,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Lake County 1939, 2000, 2004, & 2005; PhotoMapper 2001, 2002, & 2005
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on: May 18, 2006

Other information: FIRM Panel 17097CO258F (digital)

MM KXKOOXOCIN

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 1, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, [0, & 11 are waters of the U.S. under the
Jjurisdiction of the Dept. of the Army. Wetlands I, 3, and 5 are adjacent to and have a surface water connection to the Des Plaines
River, a navigable water of the U.S. below Hoffman Dam. Wetlands 6, 7, and 8 are adjacent to the Des Plaines River as
demonstrated by the frequent wmundation of the area during flood events. Wetland 11 is the Des Plaines River. Wetlands 2 & 9
do not have a surface water connection to a water of the U.S. and do not appear to be frequently inundated by the Des Plaines
River (due to the berms around them) and are therefore not waters of the U.S. and are not regulated by the Dept. of the Army.

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 litter and debris [shelving
[ changes in the character of soil [ other

X wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

DX 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)
DXl Area under consideration is likely (o 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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
X This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated August 19, 2006, prepared by Tetra Tech, Inc.
[l This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

m—— //:26’/07

Approved by: Date:

'"Wetlands are identificd and delineated using the methods and 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 agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps 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: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1259

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michael Murphy Date: January 23, 2007
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: January 23, 2007
At the project site (Y/N) Date: May |8, 2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Tlinois
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.1908969, -87.9172615
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 9ac

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Type of aquatic resource’' 1-3 ac

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond
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Other water (identify type)

'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 Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [ [} = [ ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O [} 4 O I}
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] L] O] X []
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [] ] [] X ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-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 ounsite):




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

APPLICANT: Cook County Highway Department PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 107th Street Corridor Between
88th Avenue And Roberts Road In Palos Hills, Cook County, Illinois

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1344 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ ]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:

L] 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.

B4 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.

[] 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 waters

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

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

B The presence of a tributary te an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(3))

B The presence 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))

(] 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:

] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service Nationat Wetland Inventory:
U. S. Geoiogical Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangies:
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerials (Name & Date):2007

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

I I I | e

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The Lucas Ditch and Wetland 3, as referenced in your delineation
report, are under the jurisdiction of this office due to their hydrologic connection to the Calumet-Sag Channel, a navigable water.
The area referenced as Pond #1 is not considered a “waters of the U.S.” and will therefore not be regulated by our office.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[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)
X 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

] 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 May 18, 2005, prepared by Christopher B. Burke

Engineering, Ltd.
[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. / /9'4 0 7
o o
Recommended by: Date:
Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delineated 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 lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

* Wellands separated from other waters of the U S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and ihe 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: LRC-2006-1344

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: 1/29/2007
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 1/29/2007
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4169667547 -87.82646169

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 4 ac

Name of waterway or watershed: Calumet-Sag Channel
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource' 0-1 ac i-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L] [ L] [] L] L] ] ]
River [ ] [ [] [ L] ] [
Stream [ L L] [ ] [ ] | L] [
Dry Wash [ ] 1 [ [] [ ] | Ll ]
Mudflat ] ] 1 [] ] L] ] ]
Sandflat ] ] 1 ] ] ] (] []
Wetlands : D : : : : : :
Slough [ ] [ [] [] [ | L []
Prairie pothole : D : : : : :‘ :
Wet meadow ] [] ] ] [] ] ] ]
Playa lake L] L4 [J Ll [] L] [] []
Vernal pool ] 1 ] 1 ] ] [] [ ]
Natural pond < 1 ] ] ] ] (] [
Other water (identify type) ] ] ] ] [ ] ] ] ]

'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 Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected fo Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O ] O U i
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O O ] ™
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] [] [] [] X

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,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION; Preliminary [  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 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: Wal-Mart Stores Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southeast of Cicero Avenue And the Penn
Central Railroad Line In Matteson, Cook County, [llinois (Section 27, T35N, R13E)

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1346 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Otfice ({Fieid

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.

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

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

B 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.

[ 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 waters

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

[T} The presence of interstate waters {(including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

BJ 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 neighboring) 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, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

] Other:

(] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: .
U. S. Geoiogical Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey |5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: August 2006

Other information:

OXOOO0O00O0

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 1, 3, 8, 11, and 14 are under the jurisdiction of this office
because they are hydrologically connected to Butterfield Creek which drains the Little Calumet River, a navigable water.
Wetlands 2, 4, 5,9, 10, 12, 13 and 15 are not connect to a navigable water and are therefore not regulated by this office.

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 litter and debris [ shelving
[] changes in the character of soil ] other:
Bdwetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

(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)
D4 Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Areaunder 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
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated November 2006, prepared by Huff & Huff, Inc.
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: — T Date: t/zf_/f?—

Approved by: Date:

*Wetlands are identified and delineated 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 lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual ([987).

? 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:

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: 1/29/2007
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site (Y/N) Date: August 2006

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41495551211 -87.7275285677

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 200

Name of waterway or watershed: Butterfield Creek/Little Calumet

SITE CONDITIONS:
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Type of aquatic resource’' 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear
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'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 Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] ] = | ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that [ [ X O Ul
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? J [ ] [] (] <
{5 used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O [ ] X ] ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-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):




