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

APPLICANT: Ryland Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Crystal Lake
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2005-13799  PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [XIField

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.

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X XXRO OO0

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MCHENRY.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MCHENRY, HA 255.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OXXXROOXKKK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Referencing the Wetland Delineation Report dated January 17,
2007, Wetlands A and C are tributary to the Fox River, a navigable waterway under Department of the Army jurisdiction.
Wetland B is considered isolated and not regulated by the Department of the Army.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
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 ] other:
B wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated October 20, 2005, prepared by Phoenix Environmental,
Inc.
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: i = ; - Date: g ], Z’Cb! O?

S e 2 i~
Approved by: — 3 Date: 52 L s ! 7

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

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




INFORMATION SHEET

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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2005-13799

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

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

Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:

Kate Bliss

In the office

Date: 3/28/07

(Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 8/11/05

Illinois

McHenry

42.262866, -88.28085
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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 l Determination

Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X | El | O

Migratory Bird Treaties? [ L L
| Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [X] O El (] O

cross state lines? o |
|_Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? il O [ O B ] ]
[_is used fo irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? | O [ [ 1 [ Ll |

[ 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 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:Crystal Lake PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Crystal Lake
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-9 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office Field

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

Based on available information:

[] 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.

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X KXXO [0O0

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: CRYSTAL LAKE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: CRYSTAL LAKE, HA 253.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: 8/22/06

Other information:

OXXXOOXRXKK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Referencing the Wetland Delineation Report dated December 2006
as prepared by Baxter and Woodman, Inc., Wetlands A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H, I, J, K, L and M are tributary to Crystal Creek,
which is tributary to the Fox River, a navigable waterway under Department of the Army jurisdiction. Wetland N is considered
isolated and is not regulated by the Department of the Army.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[X] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated December 2006, prepared by Baxter and Woodman, Inc.
[(] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

-‘__._____,._-—-"_""_' 0
Recommended by: S Date: 2o f o

Approved by: — I — Date: i/ Qors

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-9

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 3/26/07

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 8/22/06

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Hlinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.2230759376,-88.3385645834

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

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:

[ Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac
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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 n
jurisdictional aquatic resource area,

Q

[ 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
1s or would be used as habitat for birds protected by 4] O (] O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [X 0 | ] O ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] ] ] X |
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? L] ] i < 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:Kilkenny Real Estate PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Harvard
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-23495 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.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

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

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

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

(] Other:

[] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed
[ U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: HARVARD,
Xl U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: HARVARD, HA 496,
[J USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
X U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: HARVARD, 1970,
[ U.S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
[] U.S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 2005, 2004, 2001
X Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..
X Site Visit Conducted on: 4/18/06
[ Other information:

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Referencing the Wetland Delineation Report dated September 14,
2006 as prepared by Manhard Consulting, Ltd., updated by Hey and Associates, Inc. on February 2, 2007, Wetlands A, B, C, K,
H and N are tributary to a navigable waterway and jurisdictional under the Clean Water Act. Wetland A drains to the west
through a series of wetlands to Lawrence Creek, which is tributary to the Rock River, a navigable waterway. Wetlands B, C, and
K are tributary to Mokeler Creek, which also drains to the Rock River. Wetlands D, E, F, G, I, ], L. and M are isolated and not
regulated by the Department of the Army.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural line impressed on the bank  [[]  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
]  the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil ] other:
BJ  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
[C] 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
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated September 14, 2006, prepared by Manhard Consulting
(updated February 2, 2007 by Hey and Associates, Inc).
[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: _.__——-':—.\J - Date: BILZ&_L/O‘?_

Approved by: e Date: S ~

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




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

adjacent.

INFORMATION SHEET

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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-23495

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss

Date: 3/26/07

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 4/18/06
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: McHenry
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: none (historical}
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 169
Name of waterway or watershed: Kishwaukee
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 2550ac | >S0ac | Linear Unknown |
| feet |
Lake O [0 L UJ O J LJ LJ |
River L__l |_D E : E ] D D ]
| Stream 0 Ll [ L] L [ ] [
| Dry Wash L] [ [ Ll = ] [ -
_ Mudflat O ] 0 0 L] ] L] 0
| Sandflat L] L] [ ] | | ] ] l
| Wetlands D X | E], D :1 D D [:l ]
| Slough L] UJ L] L] L] LJ | O L
_Prairie pothole L] ] o L] [ L LJ
| Wet meadow ] [ ] 1 | O [ ] J ] ]
Playa lake Ll ] (][] [ ] ] L] | O
Vernal pool ) ] ] [ [ ] U (] | O
Natural pond | W] U O [ ] [ ] O
Other water (identify type) Ol O O Ol L O O O
'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of rlgm
Jjurisdictional aquatic resource area.

‘ Migratory Bird Rule Factors': ‘ If Known If Unknown |
Use Best Professional Judgment
{ Yes —‘ No Predicted | Not Expectedto | Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
| Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by TR O
Migratory Bird Treaties? | |
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ‘ px| O O o ] |
cross state lines? |
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? | O X L] |
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O] | K 1 O | L

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] 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:Kilkenny Real Estate PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Harvard
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-23495 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [ ]Field

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

Based on available information:

[[] 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.

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 ¥ XXO 00

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: HARVARD.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: HARVARD, HA 496.

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: HARVARD, 1970,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: 4/18/06

Other information:

OXXXOORNKXKX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Referencing the Wetland Delineation Report dated September 14,
2006 as prepared by Manhard Consulting, Ltd., updated by Hey and Associates, Inc. on February 2, 2007, Wetlands A, B, C, K
and H are tributary to a navigable waterway and jurisdictional under the Clean Water Act. Wetland A drains to the west through
a series of wetlands to Lawrence Creek, which is tributary to the Rock River, a navigable waterway. Wetlands B, C, and K are
tributary to Mokeler Creek, which also drains to the Rock River. Wetlands D, E, F, G, 1, J, L and M are isolated and not
regulated by the Department of the Army.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
Xl 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
[C] 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
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated Sept. 14, 2006, prepared by Manhard Consulting

(updated February 2, 2007 by Hey and Associates, Inc.
[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: P N — Date; 3_! lq_!o q_

Approved by: Date:

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



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

adjacent.

INFORMATION SHEET

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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-23495

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office
At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 4/18/06

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:

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

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Date: 3/19/07

(Y/N) Date:

Illinois
McHenry

none (historical}
169
Kishwaukee

&

Type of aquatic resource' | 0-1ac ‘ 1-3ac

5-10ac | 10-25ac

25-50 ac

A
th
=
©
~

Linear
feet

<!
=
=
]
=]
3
=

Lake

(N

O

River

i

g

Stream

| Dry Wash

I

Mudfat

| Sandfat

[ Wetlands

e

OO0

| Slough
| Prairie pothole

E

Wet mcadow

| Playa lake

" Vernal pool

l Natural pond

I O
DDGEDDDEHNHHHH

‘ Other water (identify type)

ooDooooooooooo 5

00o00000000000
Oo0ooOooodon

|

OOCOCcc I[_IU\J‘E” J]

OoOo0oOE

|

OOOO0OCOO00O00E

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

[ 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 Determmstwn |
1s or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] A 1) i ]
_Migratory Bird Treaties? | |
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | X O 0 i il ]
cross state lines? l
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [ @ (] X ]
| Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? | [ [] G

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resourcc area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.

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

Preliminary [] Or Approved X

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: Kamp Builders PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: SW of Old Plank Road and Wolf Road in
Mokena, Will County, Hlinois/Hickory Creek
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-174 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)

Based on available information:

[] There are no walers on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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))

B The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
excep! 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.

O

O

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: MANHATTAN.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MANHATTAN, 211.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: MANHATTAN, 1990,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles: 2

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

Aenals (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: February 6, 2007 Wetland Delineation Report by JFNew.

<

XOOOOOXXKX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands A, B & C are all connected and drain off-site through a
tributary of Hickory Creek. Hickory Creek flows to the Des Plaines River, which is navigable below the Hoffman Dam in
Riverside, 1llinois

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
O changes in the character of soil [0 other;
B  wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated February 6, 2007, prepared by JFNew.
[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

73

Recommended by: N | S Date: L, ﬂ”:"]'u v/

Approved by: i Date: /T mas >

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-174

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 16 Mar 07
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the oflice Y (Y/N) Date: |6 Mar 07
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Ilinois
County: Will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.4971369715/-87.8906898297
Approximate size ol site/property (including uplands & in acres): 25 Acres
Name of waterway or watershed: Hickory Creek

SITE CONDITIONS:
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| Other water (identity type)
Farmed wetland and man-
made pond in upland soils.

'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
| 1o Oeccur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] O [E] X ]
| Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] ] O X Ol
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? 5] (] ] 4] ]
| Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ [ ] 4 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 | - 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 ol the U.S. occurring onsite):



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

APPLICANT: Kimley-Horn and Associates, [nc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 90 Acre Property Northwest Of [L-
394 And Steger Road In Steger, Cook County, lllinois (Section 35, T35N, R14E)

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-36 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.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

[ other:

[ Section 10 waterway,

Information Reviewed

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

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

Advanced [dentification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: October 2006

Other information:

OXOOOO0O000

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands A, C, F and Farmed Area 2, as referenced in your
delineation report, are under the jurisdiction of this office because they are hydrologically connected to a navigable water.
Wetlands B and D are considered isolated and are therefore not regulated by this office.

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

[] the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[] changes in the character of soil [] other:
Kwetland 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)
[X] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B4 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated November 2006, prepared by Kimley-Horn and
Associates, Inc.
[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: - 5—-‘- Date: //6—/0 7
T

Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and crileria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (1.e.,
oceurrence 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

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the olfice

At the project site

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:
Center coordinates ol site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:

Date:

Y/N) Date:

N) Date:
Hlinois
Cook
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jurisdictional aquatic resource area,

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known | 1f 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 El O = ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] = X 8] |
cross state lines? !
| Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? || O] L] ] 4]
[ Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate ¢ ree? ] [ [ ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for npplicabil.ily of the Migratory
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

rd Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

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: Mike O'Leary PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Marengo
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-63 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [XIField

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.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 XRO ©0OO0

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:
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 2005, 2004, 2002, 2001
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..
Site Visit Conducted on: Novemeber 1, 2007
Other information:

ORXKROOXXK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Referencing the Wetland Delineation Report dated January 22,
2007 as prepared by Hey and Associates, Inc., Wetland 1, 5 and 7 are tributary to the Kishwaukee River. The Kishwaukee River
is tributary to a navigable waterway, the Rock River, which is under Department of the Army jurisdiction. Wetlands 2, 3,4, 6
and 8 are isolated and not regulated by the Department of the Army.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[  clear, natural line impressed on the bank [C] destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[C] the presence of litter and debris [] shelving
[[] changes in the character of soil [0 other
BJ  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
[[] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B4 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated January 22, 2007, prepared by Hey and Associates, Inc.
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: — “S S Date: 2 ] 7 {0 1

l/,
Approved by: e G Date: 27 > c >

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

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



DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-63

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

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

Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:

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

Kate Bliss

In the office

Date: 3/5/07

At the project site Y (Y/N)

Illinois

(Y/N) Date:
Date: 11/1/06

McHenry
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Kishwaukee

42.2322706991,-88.5844583779
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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
1s or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [ O W] D
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [ O | O O
cross state lines? |
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] [ ] 4
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O | [ ] ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule fo apply to onsile, non-ju:'_isdittional. 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: Engineering Enterprises, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Liberty Street north of New York Ave.
in Aurora, DuPage County, lllinois / Waubansee Creek

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-55 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [_]Fieid

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:

[] 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 Nlow 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 intermitlent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X OO0

Information Reviewed

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

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: AURORA NORTH, 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: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: December 5, 2006 Wetland Delineation Report by Raisanen & Associates, Inc.

MOXOOOXRXNX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The subject wetland is a depressional feature located at a watershed
break, that has no drainage feature, and therefore is non-jurisdictional.

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

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

B 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 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 d ideration is not likely | been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Mig y Bird R iteri

[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
BJ  This office does not confirm your wetland boundary,

- ERT s s o = Vs
Recommended by: g et ____ -.""/ : 5"‘ Date: Lf’/ ﬂf%zf, f;’r:‘-}—

Approved by: ] Date:

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-55

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 05 Mar 07

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 05 Mar 07

At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Htinois
County: DuPage
Center coordinates ol site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.762589/-88.255654
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 14 Acres

Name ol waterway or watershed: Waubansee Creek

SITE CONDITIONS:
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Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
\_jurisdictiouu!guatic resource arey.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes | No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Qecur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O [H] O 4|
| Migratory Bird Treaties? ‘
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] | 24| j 1 O
|_cross state lines?
_Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [l ] O [ O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate ¢ erce? [ ] 0 [m] ]

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

| non-navigable, infra-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: Zaremba Group. LLC PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: South of Route 6 and west of Cedar
Road in New Lenox Township, Will County, Illinois / Hickory Creek Watershed
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1271 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [X]Field

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

Based on available information:

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

D 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:

Bd  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 walers
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) 10 interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent 1o other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated waler (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudMats,
sandfats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X OO0

Information Reviewed

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

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

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

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

Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 01 March 07

Other information: October 30, 2006 Wetland Delineation Report by EnCAP, Inc.

MXOOOOXXXK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): All three wetlands are isolated depressions or farm tile blowouts;
and therefore are non-jurisdictional. :

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

Recommended by: — y == Date: 2 t"”f;fg a7

Approved by: Date:

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-127]

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 20 March 07

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 20 March 07

At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 01 March 07
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Hlinois

County: Will

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.5441305564/-87.9729783052
Approximate size of site/property (including nplands & in acres): 160 Acres

Name of waterway or watershed: Hickory 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 ol 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

l to Occur Occur Determination
| 1s 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 | [] ] | ] O

cross state lines?

Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? J [] ] (] ]

Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] [] ] [ ] =

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph | - 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: Curt Hurst PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1133 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: (X Office IJField

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:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

[ 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).

[J 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 Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ELBURN, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: GENEVA, 194E
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 1939, 2002, 2005

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: March 13, 2007

Other information:

KROXXOO
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Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): An excavated pond and an excavated ditch exist on the property in
upland soils, and are not subject to Department of the Army regulations.

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
[0 changes in the character of soils [0 other:

[] 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)X(7)
[] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

- - ﬁ) Date: g—J/S ”‘2507

Approved by: ST Date: 3 P — o >

Recommended by:

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1133

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kimberly Fisher Date: 3/15/2007

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 3/13/2007

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: linois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.96504, -88.37753

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 6.5

Name of waterway or watershed: Lower Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Other water (identify type)
Excavated Pond

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 Predieted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O P} O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
1s or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [J O O O X
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] Ji] il X O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] X [] O ]

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved 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 ol Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Swift Steel, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 133 Swift Road, Addison, DuPage County, lllinois /
East Branch DuPage River

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-158 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:

X There are no jurisdictional waters ol 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 isofated 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.

X 000

(]

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: DUPAGE COUNTY ..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: January 23, 2007 Wetland Delineation Report by EnCAP, Inc.

MOXOOOXKRKX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The subject wetland appears as a depressional wetland on all maps
and other resources, with no visible surface outlet to a water of the U.S., and therefore is 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 [Cldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[[] the presence of litter and debris [CIshelving
[[] 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
[] 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]

Conflirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[C] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
= N } P
Recommended by: = N e pate: ‘(Y7 H,’l}f\ c 71\
Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytie vegelation, hydric soils and welland hydrology). Processes for determining weltlands on agricultoral lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-158

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 09 March 07
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 09 March 07
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: linois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.9291955044/-88.0419935015

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

Name of waterway or watershed: East Branch DuPage River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ ‘ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac >50ac Linear Unknown
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'Check appropriate boxes that best describe lype of isolated, non-navigable, mtra state water present and best estimate for size of non-
| jurisdictional aguatic resource area.

[ Migratory Bird Rule Factors'; IT Known If Unknown '
Use Best Professional Judgment _[
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make |
| to Occur Occur Determination_J
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by IH] |} ‘ ] X O
Migratory Bird Treaties? [ l
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [J g X ] O
|_cross state lines? |
Is or would be used as habitat lor endangered species? ' ] [} X L —l
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [O | O [] [ ] |
!Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to Jpplv 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):



ot

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

APPLICANT: Providence Management & Development PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: North of Route 38 and east
of Bryan Street in Elmhurst, DuPage County, Illinois

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-138 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [ ]Field

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

Based on available information:

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

There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site,

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

[ 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.

000
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Information Reviewed

U. S. 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. 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:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: January 19, 2007 Wetland Delineation Report by V3.

HOXOOONKXKX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The subject wetland extends off-site by there is ultimately no outlet
to any surface water of the U.S.. and therefore is 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 [CJdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [Cshelving
[] changes in the character of soil [] other

(] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
(d Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale)

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

Recommended by: el P Date: ’O?M 5‘?’

Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delincated using the methods and crileria 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 agriculiural lands may vary
from mcthods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-138

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 09 March 07
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 09 March 07
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: DuPage
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.8623524985/-87.9394785074
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 4 Acres
Name of waterway or watershed: Salt Creek

SITE CONDITIONS:
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'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type ol 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 Prolessional 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
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] O X E OJ
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] [ ] I} = m
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] [ic] [ []

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for upplic&bilily 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: McNaughton Development, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: SW of 97" and Jackson St. in Burr
Ridge, DuPage County, Illinois

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-137 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office []Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[C]  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 walers
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 000

Infornation Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: SAG BRIDGE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: SAG BRIDGE, HA 149.

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: October 6, 2006 Wetland Delineation Report by V3

XOOOXKXX

XO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The subject wetland was created by water run-off, and has no
visible outlet to any other water of the U.S., and therefore is 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 [CJdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[[] the presence of litter and debris [Ishelving
[[] changes in the character of soil (] other

[J wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[ 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
(X1 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

-

Recommended by: — — Date: (’9 /9‘{4{?:36 0“?-

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). Processcs for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-137

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 09 March 07
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 09 March 07
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: linois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41,7122715044/-87.9433115044

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

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

feet

Lake L [ L] [ L] L] ] (]
River | [ 5 i L [ LY N
Stream ] [ ] ] ] [ ] [] ] [ ]
Dry Wash : : : : : : : :I
Mudhat [ ] [ ] ] [ ] = [ ] [ ] UJ
Sandflat ] [ ] ] I} ] [} [] i}
Wetlands X ] ] m m 0] H ]
Slough L] U [ ] ] [] L] ) LJ
Prairic pothole [ ] : [ ] ] : ] B Fii]
Wet meadow [ [ ] [5il ] [l [l [l ]
Playa lake Ll = [ ] | L] L L] Ll
Yernal pool r: : : ] : : [] ]
Natural pond ) (] O 0 (] C b O
Other water (identify type) ] [ ] O 1 [ ] [] ] []

"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 Expeeted to Not Able To Make |
to Occur QOceur Determinaltion I
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 O
cross state lines? |
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [ ] L] O > [ .]

Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] [] X O

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved

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



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

APPLICANT: Elmhurst Memorial Healthcare PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: North of Rt. 38 and west of York Rd.
in Elmhurst, DuPage County, Illinois / Salt Creek

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-134 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:

[J There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[C] 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 Lo 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 OO0

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: HINSDALE.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: HINSDALE, HA 86.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: July 7, 2006 V3 Wetland Delineation Report

OXOOOXKXKX

X

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The subject wetland drains off-site to the west into a wetland that
was previously determined by our office to be isolated; and therefore non-jurisdictional.

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
[Jthe presence of litter and debris Dshc]ving
[] 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
X Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

Recommended by: _ o _'5—-— Ecs Date: f)?/}fmﬂ}‘

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (ie.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processcs lor determining wetlands on agricutural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-134

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 09 March 07

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office 'Y (Y/N) Date: 09 March 07

At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: [Ninois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.8639294985/-87.9356745192

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 50 Acres

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

feet
Lake ] [ L L] L L] Ll ]
River L] Ll Ll L] L L ] L]
Stream 7] [ ] [} ] (] [
| Dry Wash (] [l L] ] =i 1 (] ]
Mudflat ] [l ] (] =i [l ] ]
Sandfiat ] ] ] ] [ ] ] ] i1
Wetlands | ] [ ] N [] [] [] ]
Slough L] Ll L] L LJ L L L]
Prairie pothole [] ] ] ] ] ] ] [l
| Wet meadow ] L] ] il L] [} [ O] [

Playa lake L] Ll [ ] Ll Ul L] i@
Vernal pool o A = 0 O & 0
Natural pond ] ] 0 ] ] ] ] ]
Other water (identify type) [} ] ] ] (] ] 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 O O ] 4] O
Migratory Bird Treaties? o
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [ 0 ] = O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? E] [] = X ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [] (] ] 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: Village of Tinley Park PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 179th Street And 84th Avenue In Tinley Park,
Cook County, lllinois (Section 35, T36N, R12E)

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2004-12644 (Formerly 200400261) PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [{ Office [ Field

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

Based on available information:

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

Bd 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:

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

[] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use 10 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))

[J The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) 10 inlerstate or other waters ol the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

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

[] Other:

[] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ;

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook 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:

Other information: Previous, valid determination by our office

XOOOOOO0OO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 2, as identified in your December 15, 2003 delineation
report prepared by Christopher B. Burke Engineering, Ltd., does not have an identifiable connection to a navigable water.
Therefore, as determined by our April 12, 2004 determination, the wetland is considered isolated and a Department of the Army
permit under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act is not required

Lateral Extent ol Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[] clear, natural line impressed on the bank [ destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
| changes in the character of soil [ other:
[CJwetland 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)
(J Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[[] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

X]  This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. 3 q 2
. — /

Recommended by: Date:

Approved by: Date:

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

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



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVICABLE, 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: LRC-2004-12644 (Formerly 200400261)
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Paul Leffler Date: 3/8/2007

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: Date: 3/8/2007

Date:

In the office Y (Y/N)
At the project site (Y/N)
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Iinois
Cook
41.567142
-87.819858
Des Plaines

v
un
=
]
=]

3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac Linear

leet

25-50 ac

=
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=
A

Tyvpe of aquatic resource’'

Unknown

Lake
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River

Stream

Dry Wash
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Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

OO0OOC00000

Prairie pothole

Wel meadow

000000000

Playa lake

| Vernal pool

Natural pond

O000000OxROO000O0
OO0O0000OO0O0Oooo0s

OO0O0OO00O0000OOcc
DO0O00O0OOOO0Oococodo
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I
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Other water (identify type)

OoO0DoO00OoOooon

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': | If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Oceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O 0 | B4 ] L]
Migratory Bird Treaties? |
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] [ = O ]
|_cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] [ ] [ ] ] X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? L] [ ] [ ] ] X

|_non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area,

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

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

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph | —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess polential navigation or interstale 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: DuPage Habitat for Humanity PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: SE of Sherman Street and Pomeroy
Street in West Chicago, DuPage County, [llinois

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-93 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [ |Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

D4 There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X 000

Information Reviewed
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: WEST CHICAGO.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: WEST CHICAGO, HA 202.
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WEST CHICAGO, 1993,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: i
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY ..
Site Visit Conducted on:
Other information: August 2005 Wetland Delineation Report by Smith Engineering Consultants, Inc.

XOXROOOXRXK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The subject 0.05 acre wetland located on the property has inlets, but
no visible outlets, and therefore is an isolated depression.

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 [CIshelving
[] 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)
[] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
X] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migralory 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
[1 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
X] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: o > = Date: 72 /7 Wrﬁ? 0“}—

Approved by: Date:

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-93

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 08 March 07
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 08 March 07
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: DuPage
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.8755094956/-88.2107985044
Approximate size ol site/property (including uplands & in acres): 1.5 Acres
Name of waterway or watershed: Kress Creek

SITE CONDITIONS:
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'Check appropriate boxes that best deseribe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource arei.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known 1f Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
1o Oceur Oceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O ] X O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that a [ [l X (]
eross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] [] [ ] = [ ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? | O [] ] <] []

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

rd Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

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: Abraham Ocampo PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 24W410 Lake Street, Roselle, DuPage County,
llinois / Spring Brook Creek

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-112 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [_]Field

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

Based on available information:

] 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:

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

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

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

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

The presence of wetlands adjacuﬁ:m3 ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

0o X 0OOO

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 Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY ..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: October 25, 2006 Stormwater Permit Submittal by Engineering Resource Associales, Inc.

NOXOOOXXXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The subject wetland has no surface waler connection to any waler of
the U.S., and therefore is 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 [(destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[[] the presence of litter and debris [CJshelving
[J changes in the character of soil (] other

[] wetland boundary
Basis lor 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]

Confirmatiou of Wetland Boundaries

[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated . prepared by
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
= . s AN
Recommended by: C— kA Date: __ (X /K ¢ JJ_
Approved by: Date:

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

* Wellands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and 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: LRC-2007-112

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 08 March 07
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 08 March 07
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: linois
County: DuPage
Center coordinates of site by latitnde & longitudinal coordinates: 41.9651575015/-88.1012124985
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 5 Acres
Name of waterway or watershed: Spring Brook Creek

SITE CONDITIONS:
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| Other water (identily type)

1 | |

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': 1f Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Qceur QOccur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by 3] d [ O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that 2] =] X [l [l
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] [] ] =

L]

Is used to irripate crops sold in interstate commerce? [<] [in]

'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: A. Patrick Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: SE comer of Western Ave. and Norfolk Ave.
in Crete Twp., Will Co., llinois / Thorn Creek and Deer Creek
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-74 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ ]Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis ol 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
ol 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, rnivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

X OO0

aod

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: STEGER, 209.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: STEGER. 1990.

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:

Other information: August 1, 2006 Wetland Delineation Report by JFNew

XOOOODRKRXK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Both wetlands have hydric soil units leading 1o creeks, but they
have been cut-off by development fill, and the connections would have been intermittent or sub-surface; therefore the subject
wetlands 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  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[J  the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[] changes in the character of soil ] other:
[0 wetland boundary

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

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

[[] Headquarters declined 1o 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
G — -7 eV Py 7
Recommended by: = ./’ Date: (/0 1‘17?/:"72— (-
Approved by: P s Date: S M 92

'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 tor determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-74

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 08 March 07
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the ofTice Y (Y/N) Date: 08 March 07
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: linois
County: Will
Center coordinates of site by latitnde & longitudinal coordinates: 41.4556263721/-87.6695373498
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 4.6 Acres
Name of waterway or watershed: Deer Creek and Thorn 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-
[urisdictional 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 = O
Migratory Bird Treatics?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that 5] O ) O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] [ [ | & [ ]
15 used to irrigate erops sold in interstate eommerce? [] ] [ | = [ ]

'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 resouree area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary []  Or Approved [

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




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

APPLICANT: Mohan Chiru PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 13205 W. Laraway Road in New Lenox, Will
County, Illinois

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1072 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office []Field

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

Based on available information:

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

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

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

[[] 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))

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

[C] 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).

[l Other:

[] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. 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. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: MANHATTAN, 1990,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Acrials (Name & Date): Mokena, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOOROOXXKX

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

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[] clear, natural line impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[C] 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)
Xl Areaunder consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[C] 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
[C] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: — § = Date: §' Pnas 0 7

Approved by: — J = Date: 7 A g2 c>

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

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



INFORMATION SHEET

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

COUNTY V, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1072

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Navis Date: 8 Mar 2007

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 8§ Mar 2007

At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: Will

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

SITE CONDITIONS:

4] 28'46. 24 & 87 56' 15.66
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'Check appropriate boxes that best describe ﬁ}pe of isolated, non-navigﬁble. 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 Expeeted 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 O

cross state lines?
| Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] ] X [ L |
| Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O 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

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce

connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S, occurring onsite):



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

APPLICANT: Mr, Stanley Zepelak PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 43 Acre Deerpath Road Property in Batavia
Township, Kane County, [llinois / Lake Run of Blackberry Creek Watershed

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-65 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [|Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

B4 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 Determinatiou:

[[] 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,
excepl 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).

[ Other:

[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: AURORA NORTH, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: i

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: January 17, 2007 Wetland Delineation Report by Hey and Associates, Inc.

NOXOODOXXXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The two wetland depressions and one farmed wetland are isolated,
and therefore non-jurisdictional.

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

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

BJ  wedand boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B4 Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[[] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[C1 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
B4 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

«

Recommended by: e o7 Date: _( ' 7 /?’f//aj': 6"‘7_

Approved by: —_J Date: SF A al

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

* Wetlands separated [rom other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and ihe like arc also
adjacent.



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2007-65

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 07 March 07
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 07 March 07
Al the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: linois
County: Kane
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.8196943836/-88.3716825323
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 43 Acres
Name of waterway or watershed: Lake Run of Blackberry Creek
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
leet |
Lake D Tj Q |_:] D D ] :
River L] L] L] L] L] L] [] | [
 Stream L] LJ L L Ll L
| Dry Wash L L L] L] L L] ] U
Mudflat L] L L] L] L [l Ll | [J
| Sandflat L U ] [ | [ | | [
| Wellands X [ [ =] O (] O O]
| Slough L L] L] L] L] ] Ll Ll
| Prairie pothole O ] [ il il | [l ] ]
Wet meadow [] [] 1] [] ] ] ] ]
Playa lake ] ] =) J [l ] ] ]
Vernal pool D |:| D D D D D D ]
Natural pond ] ] ] ] ] ] ] |
Other water (identily type) 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 i | [l L] X i
Migratory Bird Treaties? .
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] O [ O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] ] ] ] B
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [] [] [] [] =

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved

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



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

APPLICANT: Sugar Grove-Bassman FBT LLC, North Star Trust Co. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1203 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ ]Field

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

Based on available information:

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

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[C] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(2))
The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))
[C1 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))
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).
[] Other;
[J Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: SUGAR GROVE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: SUGAR GROVE, HA 227.
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ;

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):1939, 1996, 1998, 1999, 2000, 2001, 2002
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA FIRM Map, NRCS Swampbuster Map

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 consists of wetlands and Duffin Drain, which flows to
Welch Creck, Big Rock Creek, and to the Fox River, a navigable waterway, and is therefore subject to Department of the Army
regulations.

NOXXOOOXXX

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

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

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

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

X This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
Recommended by: Date: g - 7-_20 o 7

— S
Approved by: —_— ) Date: ?"’J‘h — 2 QD

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

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



INFORMATION SHEET

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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1203

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kimberly Fisher

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

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

SITE CONDITIONS:

In the office Y (Y/N)
At the project site

Date: 3/7/2007

(Y/N) Date:
Illinois

Kane

41.76821, -88.43424
220

Lower Fox

Date: 3/7/2007
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jurisdictional aquatic resource area,

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': ‘ If Known | If Unknown
| | Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No | Predicted | NotExpectedto | Not Able To Make

L to Oceur | Occur Determination
‘ Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [ O ' X 10O il m)

Migratory Bird Treaties? | |

Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that —| O | O X ] |

cross state lines? |

Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? i & ] [ ] B4

15 used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O ] 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:Steven Mueller PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 9.2 Acre wooded site at the norht end of
Ridge Ave., north of Route 176 and east of Route 14 in Crystal Lake. McHenry County, [llinois.

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1197 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office (Field

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

Based on available information:

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

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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 adjacen[2 ( 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))

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 00O 00

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MCHENRY, HA 255.

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

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

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: 01 Mar 07

Other information: Sept. 22, 2006 Wetland Delineation Report by EnCAP, Inc.

HXXOOOXXXIX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The subject wetland is an isolated depression amongst rolling oak
hillsides, with no outlet to any other water of the U.S.; and therefore is non-jurisdictional.

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
[J changes in the character of soil []  other
Bd  wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated September 22, 2006, prepared by EnCAP, Inc.
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Resummentied e Date: __ (D5 W] UT-
AbREGVEI-bY: T f e Date: S M <7

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1197

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 05 Mar 07

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 05 Mar 07

At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 0} Mar 07
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois
County: McHenry
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.2523047861/-88.3410166135
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 9.2 Acres
Name of waterway or watershed: Sleepy Hollow Creek
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 LJ | L] ; ] L ; E
River L L] L] =1 i [ i ) ] L]
Stream ] ] ] [ ] [ [l ] E,
_ Dry Wash L] 0l [ [ [ ] L] L] fil| L
Mudflat 7] [ [] [ Eil ] ]
Sandflat ] L] 1] Bl [ N ;_ ] D |
Wetlands Z -] | | [ D L
Slough [ ] m [] ] L] O LJ [
Prairie pothole [ ] [] L] ] { [ 1d = ]
Wet meadow ] ] ] O ] ] Ol L]
Playa lake D : (] : : :| |:] El
" Vernal pool i (] B | L | D
Natural pond 1] (] ] ] (] B ] ]
Other water (identify type) [ ] (] | )| ] [] O 0
| |
'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable. intra-state water present and best estimate for size ol non-
|_jurisdictional aquatic resource area, . J
Migratory Bird Rule Factors': a If Known ] IT Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Oceur Defermination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O | B El
Migratory Bird Treaties? | |
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [J [ X ] O 8 ‘
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] [] ] ™ []
[[s used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? X LJ ] ]

| "Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applu:abmn ofthe Migrator) Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
|_nom-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

|
|
|

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [[] Or Approved X

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



