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

APPLICANT: David Orrico PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200600320 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [JField

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

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.

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 comme.ce, 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.
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Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MARENGO SOUTH.
U. S. 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, 1968.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: GENOA, 1938

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date):1939, 1998, 2001, 2002, 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information; FEMA FIRM map, NRCS Swampbuster map

Rationale for Basis (applies to any bexes checked above): A small farmed wetland exists on the south half of the subject site,
but does not exhibit any surface water connection to a navigablte waterway.
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Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
1 clear, natural line impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[J the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil [(J other:
O 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)
BJ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[L] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[[1 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

T g..___-——-—- Date: /‘3/*2&(’\(
— 5 = Date: 2 - /= 2cog

'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 wetlandson agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

Recommended by:

Approved by:

Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, naturai 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: 200600320

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date; 1-31-2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date; 1-31-2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-13-29.1350, 88-31-55.4995

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 3433

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

feet

Lake ] U L L] [l L L L
River L ] L L L | [ |
Stream L L L | L L L] Ll
Dry Wash L] L] L] L] [] L] = L]
Mudflat L Ll | L L L L |
Sandflat L L L L L L | |
Wetlands E D D I:‘ |:] D D [:]
Slough [ ] L] L] [ L | ]
Prairie pothole ] ] ] ] J D L] D
Wet meadow Ji5l O ] [ [ (] ] O
Playa lake L] L] L] L] LJ L L L
Vernal pool | Ll | Ll | L] L] L
Natural pond ] [l ] ] ] ] [l ]
Other water (identify type) O ] ] O [ [ [l ]

!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 X [} O O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that bz & ] [ ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] | & | O X O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O X J ] 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: Edgewood Valley Country Club PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northwest of 79th Street and
Willow Road in La Grange, Cook County, Illinois (Section 29, T38N, R12E).

FILE NUMBER: 200600270 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[J 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:

O There are ne 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 subiect to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e.. navigable waters

of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(aX1))
The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

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

[0 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))

BJ 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: HINSDALE,
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: HINSDALE, 86.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Cook County 1998

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:
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Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Pond 1 drains to Flagg Creek, Flagg Creek is tributary to the Des
Plaines River, a navigable water under jurisdiction of this office. Ponds 2 and 3 do not appear to exhibit a hydrologic surface
connection to navigable waters and are not under 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

] the presence of litter and debris [J shelving
[ changes in the character of soil [ other:
[CIwetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

Recommended by: (,I‘l(i'h'ﬁl SlGhIEB Date:
_L/%\C//O

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 wetlandson agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetl ind 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: 200600270

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gagnon Date: 2 February 2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 2 February 2006

At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: Cook
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41 -45-20.1059; 87-53-22.5951
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 8¢

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Des Plaines River
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Type of aquatic resource’ 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Yernal 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 Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ™ ] O O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that D (I ] O (| O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [ [ 0 | X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [l | [l O X

TCheck 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 informatien on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




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

APPLICANT: John LaFlamboy PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southeast Corner of Baker Road and
Kankakee Street in Unincorporated Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200600367 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office (JField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

[C] 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))

[0 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:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MANHATTAN.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MANHATTAN, 211.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: MANHATTAN, 1990.
U. S, Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Aerials (Name & Date):Manhattan, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:
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Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The four farmed wetlands located on the subject property are
isolated and therefore not jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 angd 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
[CJ changes in the character of soil [0 other:
[0 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

BJd 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 (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

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

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

Recommended by: Date: > F&é()é

ST ——
Approved by: OR , QI_NAL_SJ_G_NED 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).

? 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: 200600367

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Navis Date: 3 Feb 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date; 3 Feb 2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: Will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-27-1.0187 & 87 -56-10.0981

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

SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5 ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet
Lake O 0 O] L] [] L] L] L]
River D D D D |:| D D D
Stream L] L] [] L] [] L] L] L]
Dry Wash 0 L L L L L | |
Mudflat L] L] L] L] L] L | L
Sandflat L] L] lid L] ] O | L]
Wetlands E] D D |___] E] D D D
Slough ] ] L L L ] | ]
Prairie pothole L] ] [] D [] D D D
Wet meadow [:] |:| D D D [:] D D
Playa lake D D D D D [:I D D
Vernal pool [:] D D D D D D D
Natural pond O] ] ] ] L] J ] [l
Other water (identify type) D IE l:] D D D D D
Farmed Wetland

'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 O =
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? ] 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 [J 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: JLS Construction PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Des Plaines/Riverwoods
FILE NUMBER: 200600371 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office DJField

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 watets on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (j.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)X(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.

OO O OxR0O

Information Reviewed

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

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Site Visit Conducted on: February 2, 2006

Other information:

OXXXOCOXXOC

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 drains under Hazelwood and into an unamed tributary of
the Des Plaines River on the north side of the street. The Des Plaines River is a navigable water of the United States below
Hoffman Dam, therefore its tributary waters, including Wetland 1, are also waters of the United States under the jurisdiction of
the Department of the Army. Wetland 2 does not have a discernable surface 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
d changes in the character of soil [ other

(4 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

O 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

[ Headgquarters 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 November 22, 2005, prepared by Raisanen & Assoc.
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

/‘\
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Approved by: Date:

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



DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600371

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

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

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

SITE CONDITIONS:

Michael Murphy Date: 02032006
In the office (Y/N) Date: 02032006
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 20202006
Ilinois
Lake

429 51.5563, 87 53 34.3682

lac
Des Plaines River

Type of aquatic resource’

1-3 ac

5-10 ac

10-25 ac

25-50 ac > 50 ac

Linear
feet

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

Other water (identify type)
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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 ] O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O X O I
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O O X [m|
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? E [l D E (||

'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: Circle Land Company PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southwest Of Dowell Road And Neville Road
In Island Lake, Lake County, Illinois (Section 16, T44N, R9E)

FILE NUMBER: 200600316 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[J There are no waters on the project site,

[C] 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:

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

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

[L] 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 isclated 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.

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. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: September 13, 2006

Other information:

OXOOO00O000

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 1, 2, 3, and 4, as referenced in your delineation report,
exhibit a hyrologic connection to the [Fox River, a navigable water. Therefore they are under the jurisdiction of this office.
However wetlands 3, 6, and Farmed Wetland 7 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 (Cldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [lshelving

[] changes in the character of soil [ other

X 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)
[C] 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
BJ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated December 19, 2005, prepared by Hey and Associates,
Inc.
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

—

Recommended by: Date:

i Emi oY
Approved by: t U Date: 7 Jé/«@;—o_é

'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:

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: February 6, 2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: Intheoffice Y (Y/N) Date: February 6, 2006

At the project site 'Y (Y/N) Date: September 13, 2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: IMlinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-17-47.8391 88 -11-50.7106

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 150

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
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 L L L L L [ Ll ]
River U L L L ] L Ll |
Stream L L Ll U U L | |
Dry Wash | L | L L L Ll |
Mudflat L | ] | L] CJ L L
Sandflat [ O | | ] || ||
Wetlands J X ] O [l ] ] O
Slough L L ] L L LJ LJ L
Prairie pothole 1] O O O O [l O |
Wet meadow O O O O | [l ]
Playa lake L] L L L LJ L LJ L[]
Vernal pool U U U U | U | ]
Natural pond D (] ] | ] ] I:I [l
Other water (identify type) O O O O O O O O

TCheck 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 11 X O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other inigratory birds that O | X O 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? J 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 I —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: Four Fathers Development PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: 200600111 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:

U] 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:

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

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

[J 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))

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

B 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:

[J Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: PINEGREE GROVE.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: PINGREE GROVE, HA 232.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: PINGREE GROVE, 1992,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles;

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

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):1939, 1954, 1967, 1974, 1990-1999, 2001, 2002, 2004
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Cﬁnducted on: 11/8/2005

Other information: FEMA FIRM map, NRCS Swampbuster Map

Rationale for Basis (applies to any bexes checked above): The Wetland Delineation Report dated October 24, 2005, prepared
by Christopher B. Burke Engineering details two wetlands and four farmed wetlands. These wetlands do not exhibit a surface
water connection to a navigable waterway are are therefore not subject io Department of the Army regulations,

RKXXXORX KX

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

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

[0 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 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
[C] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
X This office does not confirm vour wetland boundary.

R 2/3/200¢

Recommended by: Date:
Approved by: j - Date: ? ‘/7’/‘? =Ccc

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manua! (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlandson 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. US. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600111

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 2/3/2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 11/8/2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-1-46.0147, 88-24-51.6351

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 80

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Type of aquatic resource’ 1-3 ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac
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feet

Lake
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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 Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X O O O O
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 U] | X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ﬁ O 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 [J 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: Rathje & Woodward PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Prairie Avenue Lots, south of Prairie Avenue
and just east of Shady Lane in Wheaton, DuPage County, lllinois / Spring Brook Creek watershed.

FILE NUMBER: 200600145 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

[ 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:

BJ 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.

Od 0O Odd

Information Reviewed

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

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LOMBARD, HA 143.

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: November 3, 2005 Wetland Delineation Report by EnCap, Inc.

DAR

XOOOOOXE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The two subject depressional wetland areas in the highly urbanized
area have no surface water outlet, and therefore are isolated and non-jurisdictional.

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

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [Jdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
(] the presence of litter and debris [Ishelving
[ changes in the character of soil O 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(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been junsdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
(J Arca under consideration is not likely have heen 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.

Recommended by: - S’ Date: Z "7«0@

Approved by: -~ j — Date: L — F =05

'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: 200600145

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 09 February 2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 09 February 2006
At the project site N (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Tlinois
County: DuPage
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-52-41.0859 / 88-5-11.1402
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 2 acres w/ 0.5 acre wetland
Name of waterway or watershed: Spring Brook Creek

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 O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] ] X ] O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O (] O X O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? m D D— @ E

'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 DECISTION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Panattoni Construction PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 400 Fullerton, Carol Stream, DuPage County,
[Hinois / Klein Creek Waterway

FILE NUMBER: 200600272 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:

(1 There are no waters on the project site.

I 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:

B 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, stoughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

0o O Ooad

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LOMBARD, HA 143.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage 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 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: December 9, 2005 wetland delineation report by EnCap, Inc.

XOOOOOXXXK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Subject small 0.09 acre wetland is a small isolated depression with
no off-site surface water connection.

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

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [Cldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris Oshelving

[ changes in the character of soil [ 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(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 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.
Recommended by: .,d? Date: _ o —F— X
Approved by: J — Date: 2 - %—cf

'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: 200600272

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 08 February 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date:

At the project site N {(Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-54-54.8574 / 88-6-33.7156

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 8 acres w/ 0.09 ac. wetland

Name of waterway or watershed: Klein Creek
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 L] L] L]
River L] Ll L L] L | Ll L]
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Wet meadow J O ] ] ] ] [l [
Playa lake | ] L] Ll [ ] Ll |
Vernal pool O O O [l O O ] [l
Natural pond L] L] L] L] L] | | L]
Other water (identify type) 1 O [ (| [l | 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 [H] O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O O X O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] | | i
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? E E [ 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: Takao Nagai Associates, Ltd. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 1634 South Ardmore Avenue, Villa
Park, DuPage County, lllinois

FILE NUMBER: 200500953 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office (JField

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.

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use 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 (ay2)

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 O Ood

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: HINSDALE, HA 86.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: HINSDALE, 1993.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aenial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: August 8, 2005 Wetland Delineation Report prepared by EnCap, Inc.

NOOOOOXKXXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any bexes checked above): There are three wetland areas on a lot in an industrial area with no
apparent surface water outlet; and the wetlands appear to be isolated.

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
[C] the presence of litter and debris [Jshelving
[ changes in the character of soil [ 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)
[ 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
[0 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
B This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: ~ee T Q - . Date: __ 2 "q“’@é

Approved by: ( )HHSIISIAI :Sl'SI“EI ' Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occutrence 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: 200500953

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 09 Feb 2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 09 Feb 2006
At the project site N (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: IMlinois
County: DuPage
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-51-33.2148 / 87-58-46.1528
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 1.24 Acres w/ 0.29 acre wetland
Name of waterway or watershed: Salt Creek

SITE CONDITIONS:
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Type of aquatic resource’

Lake
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Stream
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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 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 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? 0 O O px( ]

TCheck 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 [J 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 DPETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Kirk Corporation PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: 200600055 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] 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 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.
[0 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))
X The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))
B4 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).
O Other:
[J Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ELBURN.
U. 8. 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 Quadrangles: .
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: 12/1/2005

Other information: FEMA FIRM map, NRCS Swampbuster map

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Area 5a is Virgil Ditch No. 1 and Area 5b is a wetland contiguous
with the tributary, and is therefore jurisdictional. Virgil Ditch No. ! flows to Union Ditch #3 and to the South Branch of the
Kishwaukee River. The Kishwaukee River flows to the Rock River, a navigable waterway. Area 1 and Area 2 do not exhibit a
surface water connection to a navigable waterway and are therefore not jurisdictional. Areas 3, 4a, 4b, 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 are all
considered to be isolated.

HRKXOCXKK

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

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

K  wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

E 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
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

2—99-2060%

Elm [aX Vs Date:
JNTAOINAL S

Approved by: Date:

Recommended by:

—

'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 wetlandson 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: 200600055

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 2/8/2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 12/1/2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-54-6.7298, 88-28-58.7153

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 355

Name of waterway or watershed: Kishwaukee 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 X O [ [ O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that X O O (| O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O O O X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] (] [l X [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 [ ] 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: Lakewood Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Squaw Creek/Mundelein
FILE NUMBER: 200500728 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office JField

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

Based on available information:

B There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

X There are ne 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))

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

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

[0 The presence of wetlands adjacem2 ( 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))

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

O Other:

O Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

[l U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:
[CJ U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:
[XI USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
[{ U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: GRAYSLAKE, 1993,
[J U.S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
] U.S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
[ Aerials (Name & Date):Lake County 1939, 2000, 2004 & 2005; PhotoMapper 2001, 2002 & 2004
[J Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.
[ Site Visit Conducted on: Feb. 2, 2006
[0 Other information:

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): None of the eight wetlands or six farmed wetlands identified on the
site (based on Christopher B. Burke Ltd delineation report dated June 28, 2004) have a discernable surface connection to a water
of the United States and are therefore not under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Army. This area includes ADID
wetland 112.

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

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank Odestruction of terrestrial vegetation
] the presence of litter and debris Cshelving
O changes in the character of soil [ other

X wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

Bd 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 Migratery 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
B This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: HS‘F— Date: &‘/ / 3’/ 0 C/)

Approved by: Date:

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
accurrence 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: 200500728

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michael Murphy Date: 02092006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 02092006
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 02022006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Hlinois
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 1745.6528, 88 245.2748
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 160
Name of waterway or watershed: Squaw Creek/Fox River
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 L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L]
River L L] = Ll L L] L] |
Stream L] L] O | L] Ll L] L
Dry Wash ] | [ | ] L] | Ll
Mudflat | L] L L L L] L L
Sandflat Ll L] L L L L] L] L
Wetlands O [ O [ [l 4| || ]
Slough U L] L L L] L] L] L
Prairie pothole ] [ ] [ [l ] [l ]
Wet meadow ] ] [ [l ] ] [ ]
Playa lake ] ] ] ﬁ | | | L]
Vernal pool ] (] O [l O [l [l ]
Natural pond ] [l [l ] ] ] [l ]
Other water (identify type) [l [ [l [ || ] ] [

'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 ] | X O a
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O X 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? [ a O | 0

'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: Kennedy Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200600282 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [JField

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

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:

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 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 potheles, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

OO0 ® 000 04

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: HEBRON, HA 363.

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: HEBRON, 1963.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: MCHENRY, 1944
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):1939, 2001, 2002, 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY ..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA FIRM map, NRCS Swampbuster map

HOXKKOXKXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): A wetland on the northern portion of the site, and a farmed wetland
on the southern portion of the site do not exhibit a surface water connection to a navigable waterway and are therefore not subject
to Department of the Army regulations.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
O clear, natural line impressed onthebank [}  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[J the presence of litter and debris O shelving
{C] changes in the character of soil ] 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 consideratien 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
[0 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
BJ  This office does not confirm your wettand boundary

Recommended by: MJ Ej.’gb Date: 22 7—26
Approved by: W W Date: S — Z —co

"Wetlands are ldentlﬁed.d( 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 tands 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: 200600282

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date; 2/27/2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 2/27/2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.27-37.5900, 88-26,-26.5299

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 156

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
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 L] L] LJ LJ L] L] L |
River L L] L L L L L L]
Stream L L] L] L] L LJ L L
Dry Wash | L] L] L] L] L] Ll LJ
Mudflat L] L] ] L] L] L] ] |
Sandflat Ll L] L] L] L] L] U] 0l
Wetlands L] L] L] L] X L] L] |
Slough | L L] L | L L L
Prairie pothole ] [l ] ] ] ] ] ]
Wet meadow O O O O O [l ] [l
Playa lake L] U | L] L] L] L] L]
Vernal pool ] ] ] 1 ] ] [l [l
Natural pond L Ll U L | L O O
Other water (identify type) O O O ] 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 X [ ] ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that px(| ] ] O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endang=red species? ] O [} X ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] O ] X O

~TCheck 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: Waubonsee Community College PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County/Blackberry Creek
FILE NUMBER: 200600130 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)

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:

[ 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))

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

X 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 isclated 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. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: SUGAR GROVE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date):2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: January 3, 2006

Other information:

X

X

OXKXOOX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Blackberry Creek flows through the subject property, and is
tributary to the Fox River, a navigable waterway. Wetlands A, B, C, D and G are connected to Blackberry Creek, and are
therefore jurisdictional. Ponds E & F are detention basins and not under the jurisdiction of the Corps. Wetland H is a small
isolated wetland.

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

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

B 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)
DX Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratery Bird Rule criteria
U] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

Recommended by: - ‘S Date: g'_& (2‘%/6

Approved by: — 5 — Date: S -2~ 2cer

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established int the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlandson 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 bariers, 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: 200600130

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 2-6-2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 1-3-2006

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Iinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-47-42.9824, 88-27-30.7422

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 243

Name of waterway or watershed: Blackberry Creek, Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Type of aquatic resource’ 1-3 ac 3-5 ac

LI)I
ot
<
=
(]

10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

000000
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Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond
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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 X O O g g
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | X 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? [ ] E J

!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 infermation 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, Illinois (Section 31, T45N, R10E)

FILE NUMBER: 200600314 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 availablg information:

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

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

[ There are watets 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:

[0 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use 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))
D 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).
[0 Other:
[ Secticn 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

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: February 2, 2006

Other information:

OXOCOOOXOO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above); Wetlands 1, 2, 3, 10, and 12, as referenced in your delineation
report, exhibit a hydrologic connection north to Long Lake, which then drains to the Fox River, a navigable water. Therefore
these wetlands are under the jurisdiction of this office. 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
[ the presence of litter and debris [shelving
[] changes in the character of soil [J 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(a)(4) through 328.3{a)(7)
[ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[0 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
Dd This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

i Date:

L J— Date: 25 e

'Wetlands are identificd 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 wetlandson agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987),

Recommended by:

Approved by:

? 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: February 7, 2006

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

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

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): 3ldac

Name of waterway or watershed: Squaw Creek/ Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Type of aquatic resource’

Lake
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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
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] [ | X |, O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] ] ] |
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] | ] ] B

'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: Par Development, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200600351 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). 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:

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))

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 X KRO OO0

Information Reviewed

U. 8. 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. 8. 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: MCHENRY, 1944
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 1939, 2001, 2002, 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: 2/2/2006

Other information: FEMA Firm Map

HKXEKIX CIX XN

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Silver Creek flows through the subject site, to Nippersink Creek,
and to the Fox River, a navigable waterway. Wetland 3 in the Delineation Report dated January 9, 2006, as prepared by Raisanen
& Associates, Inc., includes Silver Creek and part of ADID High Functioning wetland #N948. We concur with the boundary of
the jurisdictional Wetland 3. Wetland 1 and Wetland 2 in the report are farmed wetlands located on the eastern portion of the
subject site. However, a NRCS certified farmed wetland determination on May 2, 2001, indicating that there are actually four
farmed wetlands totalling 3.2 acres. The four NRCS farmed wetland appear to be isolated, and not under Corps jurisdiction.

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
[0 the presence of litter and debris (] shelving
[ 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(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[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 January 9, 2006, prepared by Raisanen & Associates,
Inc.

B This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
— S

Date: ‘4 W/E‘ 2’0?7‘6

y — Date: 2772 sod
'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 wetlandson agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (1987).

Recommended by:

Approved by:




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 DECISICON IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600351
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Kate Bliss Date: 2/13/2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 2/2/2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: IMlinois
County: McHenry
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-18-56.2147, 88-25-48.4095
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 70
Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5 ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
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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 X O (] O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [X O ] O W)
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O ] (< O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstat: commerce? 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 [J 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):




