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

APPLICANT: Chip Eldridge PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry Co.
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-658 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office Field

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

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptibie 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 adiacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.
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Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MCHENRY.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas; MCHENRY, HA 255,

USDA Nartional Resources Conservanon 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:

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

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY ..

Site Visit Conducted on:  April 28, 2006

Other information:

OXRXROOXKON

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 1, 2 and 3 and Farmed Wetlands A, B and C are tributary
to the Fox River, a navigable waterway under Department of the Army jurisdiction. Farmed Wetland D is isolated and not under
Depariment of the Army jurisdiction,

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural line impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris ] shelving
[J changes in the character of soil O other:
X1 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

[J 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 January 31, 2006, prepared by Hey and Associates, Inc.
(] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by;  —— S ' Date: __© ! 20 ’/‘0‘2’

Approved by: —) - Date: C L2 leg

"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 metheds 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-2006-658

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 6/20/06

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 3/280/6
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Iitinois
County: McHenry
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.3713804366, -88.2829965339
Appreximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 222
Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac -5 ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac Linear Unknown
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Other water (identify type)
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"Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X 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? O O O 4| ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? E ] E

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: Lennar Communities of Chicago PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: West of the Intersection
of Route 126 and Route 30 in Plainfield, Township, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200600362 (LLRC-2006-14129) 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.

(X1 There are both waters of the United States and nen-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

OO0 O XXNO

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: PLAINFIELD.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: PLAINFIELD, 228.

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

U. 8. Geological Survey [5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrials (Name & Date): Plainfield, 1997

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

O00ROO XXXR

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 and the tributary to the DuPage River flow into the Des
Plaines River and are thercfore jurisdictional. However, Farmed Wetland | is isclated and therefore not jurisdicitonal.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
U] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
BJ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: — S- pate: [ q{)( a7 06

Approved by: ""—'j ~— Date: / g T~ <o

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manua! (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agriculiural iands 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: 200600362 (LRC-2006-14129)

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Navis Date; 6 Jun 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 6 Jun 2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: will
Center coordinates of site by Jatitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4136'43.87 &£ 88 14'57.42

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

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

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Ocecur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O O O (]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O O O [
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O ] ] O 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 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 Cotps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Donven Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: South Of First And Schultz Street In Lemont, Cook
County, [llinois (Section 28, T3ITN, R11E)

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-13939 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office DJField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328 3 (a}2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328 3 {(a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a7}

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.
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Information Reviewed

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

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

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

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

X] Site Visit Conducted on: June 6, 2006

Other information;

OROOOO0O00O0

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above):
Wetland A and Wetland B are under the jurisdiction of this office due to their hydrologic connection to the Calumet River, a
navigable water, However Pond A and Pond B are considered isolated and are therefore not subject to the regulations of this
office
Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction {33 CFR 328 and 329):

Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

clear, natural line impressed on the bank O destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris X1 shelving

[0 changes in the character of soil [0 other:
K wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

(O Unable 1o confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328 3(a)(2), or 328.3(a}4) through 328.3(aK7)
[ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated October 6, 2005, prepared by Phoenix Environmental,
Inc.
[C] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: /"_6._\— Date: é:// v ,ﬁ @

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, hydris soils and wetland hydrology) Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods descnibed in the Corps Wetland Dehineation Manual (1987,

? Wettands 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-2006-13939

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

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

Paul Leffler

Date: June 16, 2006

In the office
At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: June 6, 2006

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

SITE CONDITIONS:

(Y/N) Date:

Illinois
Lake
4].667322
30 ac

-87.988044

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

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

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: Planned Development & Construction, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Plum Tree Golf Property
off of Bunker Hill Road in Harvard, McHenry County, Nlinois / North Branch Kishwaukee River

FILE NUMBER: 200600400 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: B Office [ Field

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

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

{71 There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[C] 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 subiect 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 (2)(5))

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

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

Other;

Section 10 waterway.
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Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MARENGO NORTH.
U. 5. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MARENGO NORTH, HA 455.

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: MARENGO NORTH, 1970,
U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY ..

Site Visit Conducted on: 02 May 2006

Other information: January 26, 2006 Cowhey Gudmundson Leder, Ltd. wetland delineation report.

HMXOO0XXXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands H, L and U, as well as ponds A, B, C and D are connected
to a tributary of the North Branch Kishwaukee River, which flows to the Kishwaukee River and finally into the Rock River, a
navigable in-fact waterway. Wetlands A through G, [, N, O, P, §, T and V, as well as wetlands 1, 2 and 3 are 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 [}  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[J the presence of litter and debris O shelving
[ changes in the character of soil O other:
B wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a){1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}7)
BJ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] 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
BJ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated January 26, 2006, with revised delineation dated May
31, 2006, prepared by Cowhey Gudmundson Leder, Ltd.
£] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

P A — ] — . ‘l
Recommended by: % Date: @S M/b&
Approved by: — — Date: <3 T o~

'Wetlands are identified and delincated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) {i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydn: soils and wcliand hydrotogy ). Processes 1or determining wetlands on agricultural fands may var
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987)

2 Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are zlso
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: 200600400

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 05 June 2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 05 June 2006
At the project site Y (Y/N)  Date: 02 May 2006

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-21-48.3573/88-34-43.1998

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 463 Acres

Name of waterway or watershed: North Branch Kishwaukee River
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Praigieipothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

UOOOCDOOEE0OOO0
OO0OOC0OOO0O0ac
OOOO0OOOO0O0OOOc

Other water (identify type)

OOOOO0OOXxOOOOE0
OO0OOO0O0OO00O000O0ad
OOO0OC0O0O0OO000O00
OOOOC0OOOO0O00a0
I

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

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Prefiminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPFORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate 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: Lakes Region Sanitary District PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: North of Molidor Road, West of Fish
Lake Road And South of Nippersink Road (Sections 23 and 26, T45N, R9E)

FILE NUMBER: 200600384 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office JField

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

Based on available information:

[0 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:

[0 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 10 transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ¢bb and flow of the tde (i ¢, navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

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

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

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

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

Qther:

Section 10 waterway.

oo O Ooxra

Information Reviewed

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

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

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

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: May 18, 2006

Other information:

OXOOOO0040

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 1-9 and 11, as referenced in your delineation report dated
May 16, 2006 are under the jurisdiction of this office due to their hydrologic connection to the Fox River, a navigable water,
Wetlands 10 and 12 are considered isolated and therefore not under the authority of this office.

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

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [Cldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [shelving
[ 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)
DA Area under consideration is likely 10 have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B4 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated May 16, 2006, prepared by Hey and Associates, [nc.
[1 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: _ 6 - Date: %0// 0 {CJ

Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (87 Manual) (1 ¢,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agncultural lands may vary
from metheds described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER:
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: June 29, 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: June 29, 2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date: May 18, 2006

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Minois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site bv latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42348811 88.14479%6

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 20 acres

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

feet

Lake L] Ll L] L] L] L] L L]
River LJ L L L L L] L L
Stream Ll L L L ] | L] L]
Dry Wash L L] L] L] U Ll L L]
Mudflat | L L L] Ll L] L] L
Sandflat L L L] L] L Ll L] L]
Wetlands 4] ] ] jed [ ] ] O
Slough O LJ L] L] L] L] LJ L
Prairie pothole O Ol ] | [ | L] ]
Wet meadow O [l [l d ] ] ] W]
Playa lake O 10 10 10 O O O O
Vernal pool L] L] Ll L] L] L L] [
Natural pond [l O O | O [l O ]
Other water (identify type) | O O | [ O ] L]

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

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [1 Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate 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: Monarch PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Parcel known as the Mason Road property located south of
Mason Road (and [-90) and west of Randall Road in unincorporated City of Elgin, Kane County, Illinois (N [/2 of Section 31,
T42N REE)

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-456 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 131.2)

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the proiect 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.

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

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

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

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

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

O Other:

[1 Section 10 waterway.

O0oa

X

Information Reviewed

X] U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ELGIN.

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

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ELGIN, 1992.

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey |5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):September 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA FIRM, The CBBEL Farmed Wetland Determination Report, dated February 2006.

N

KOKRXOCXKK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The on-site wetland delineated by CBBEL does not have a surface
water tributary systern connection and is isolated. Therefore, the on-site wetland is not under the jurisdiction of the U.S, Army
Corps of Engineers.

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

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

[0 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a}(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
Bd Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[C1 Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. )
g Q
Date: 6 | d

/
_— g
Approved by: _.r ~ Date: el 2 S

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 agricuitural tands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

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



INFORMATION SHEET

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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-456

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jatmee Hammit

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office
At the project site
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinzl coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterwav or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Date: 06/05/2006

(Y/N)
(Y/N) Date:
Illinois

Kane

Lat: 42.08, Lon: -88.34

40 acres
Fox

Date: 06/05/2006

10-25 ac

—
]
w
=
(<]
~
[
th
=
<]

Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 5-10 ac

25-50 ac > 50 ac

Linear
feet

oo
=
=
=
<
z
=

Lake

River

Stream

OOo

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

00000000 00O0000O
O0000OO0000O0000000
0000 O0000O000000

OOO0O00O0OK

Other water (identify type)

0OOO0OO0O0O0O0O0O00O0d

OOOOO000O00O0O0O0O0
UOO0OO0000O000000

00000000 000000

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

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary []

Or Approved [X

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




A ?PROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

-

APPLICANT: Nozzel, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY:: south of Wiesbrook Road, West of Orchard Road,
Wheaton, DuPage County, Il/Springbrook Creek

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-592 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:

[C] 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:

[] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.} (33 CFR 328.3(a){1)}
The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands ). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
[T1 The presence of a tnibutary 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))
IX] 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 patural ponds).
[ Other:
] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: NAPERVILLE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: NAPERVILLE, HA 154.

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced I[dentification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY.,

Site Visit Conducted on: May 8§, 2006

Other information:

ORKOOOXXEE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The onsite wetland are appears to drain into a storm water sewer
therefore it is an isolated, non-jurisdictional area.

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

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [Cdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [shelving
[0 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)
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
|:| This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
& 7o

Recommended by: ' lR “ ; ’ H’ q ! S ' 3 F Date:
Approved by: E D Date:
'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and eriteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual {87 Manual) (i.c.,

occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual {1987).

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-592

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: June 2, 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N} Date: June 2, 2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date: May 8§, 2006

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-50-38.4217 & 88-7-52.5239

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 1.8 acres

Name of waterway or watershed: Springbrook 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

feet

Lake L Ll L L] Ll L] L L
River L | L L L L] L |
Stream L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L]
Dry Wash ] L] O O Ol [l L] L]
Mudflat O O [ ] [ | L] L]
Sandflat L] L] Ll L] L] L] L] L]
Wetlands X ] ] [l ] ] ] ]
Slough L | ] ] | Ll | il
Prairie pothole ] [ [ [ [ (=] ] [
Wet meadow ] [l [ [ [l ] [l ;|
Playa lake L] | | L] L Ll | |
Vernal pool ] ] O] ] [l O] O] ]
Natural pond [ ] O [l ] | (] Iz
Other water (identify type) ] ] ] [ [ [ ] IE1]

'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 Qccur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] [} O O X
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O [ O D4
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? | [ Ll O P
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O O (] [ P

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratery 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: Airhart Construction PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: South of St charles Rd and West of Westgate
Dr. in Winfield, DuPage County, Illinois/Klein Creek

FILE NUMBER: 200500465 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office X]Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X 0O0od

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. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: ]

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced [dentification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: June 15, 2006

Other information:

OXROOOXKXXK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland areas within the project site do not appear to have a
hydrological connection to Klein Creek and are therefore non-jurisdictional waters of the U.S.

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 [shelving
O 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)
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

[[J 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
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
g B o -k
Recommended by: 6 Date: 6 (' (’
Approved by: Date:

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

? 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: 200500465

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: June 16, 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office %) Date: June 16, 2006
At the project site ) Date: June 15, 2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: DuPage
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-53-56.8972 & 88-7-48.7029
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 21.5
Name of waterway or watershed: Klein Creek

SITE CONDITIONS:

=

-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet

Type of aquatic resource’

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

OOOO0O0O0OXOO0O0O0E
OOOOOOOOO00OOO0
OO0O0OO0OOOO00000a
UOOO0000O00O0O00O0
OOOOOOO0O0O00Oo0
OO0O0O0O0O0O00000000O
OO0O0O0O0OO0OOO0000
UOOO0O0OOO0O00000

Other water (identify type)

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

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [

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: Prairie Holdings Corporation PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Lake County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-847 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office DJField

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

Based on available information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

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:

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

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

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

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 OO0

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: GRAYSLAKE, HA 230.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: GRAYSLAKE, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: GRAYSLAKE, 1960.
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on: 4/20/2006

Other information: Lake County Wetland Inventory

REOXOMXONO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 1 and 2 do not exhibit a surface water connection to a
navigable waterway and are therefore not subject to Department of the Army regulations.

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

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

[] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
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

[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
Recommended by: S - Date: K/Zg /'25)56
Approved by: Date:

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.¢.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland 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-2006-847
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kimberly Fisher

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office

At the project siteY (Y/N)

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

Date: 6/23/2006

(Y/N) Date:
Date: 4/20/2006

Illinois

Lake

42.321699, -88.015876
2

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines River

SITE CONDITIONS:
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Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough
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Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond
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Other water (identify type)
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'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved

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

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




