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

APPLICANT: Larry Smith PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Alden Township/McHenry Co.
FILE NUMBER: 200400808 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [ Fiel¢

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

Based on available information:

[[] There are na waters on the project site.

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

[0 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 usc to transport
inlerstate or foreign comimerce, including zll watcrs which arc subjeet 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 af 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 wellands. (33 CFR 328.3 (u)(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:

Secction 10 waterway.
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Information Reviewed

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

LL 8. Genlogical Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
1. 8. Genlogical Survey 7.5 Minute Tapographic Maps: HARVARD, 1970
U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: HARVARD, 1932,
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 2002

Advanced Identification Weiland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY ..

Site Visit Conducted on: July 30, 2004

Other information:

OXERRXECOMRCIE

Rationale for Basls (applies to any boxes checked above): One or more isolated wetlands occur occur on the subject property.
Isotated wetlands are not regulated by the Department of the Army.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[l clear, natural line impressed on the bank []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil O other
[0  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)
Bd Arca under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criferia
{1 Area under consideration is nat likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

Recommended by: — - Date: g ',%O l 0 \‘{
Approved by: — S - Date: Q’I }O] O \'f

'‘Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Dclmeatlnn Manual Jﬂ‘;‘ Manual} {i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on sgricultumml lunds may vary
from methods described in the Carps Wetland Delineation Manua! {1987).

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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400808

COUNTY V. U.S5. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Kate Bliss

In the office

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 7/30/04

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: 8/30/04

(Y/N) Date:

Illinois

McHenry
42-28-41.3844, 88-33-30.8862

5

Kishwaukee River

Type of agnatic resource’

1-3 ac

10-25 ac

.g:
g

25-50.ac . ] ;

et

Unknown

Lake

River

.

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Nataral pend

Orther 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-

jurisdietional aguatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors’:

Ts or would be used as habitat for birds pfnlectéd by

Migratory Bird Treaties?

|
Is or would be used as hahitat by other migratory birds that | O [ O
cross state limes?
Is or would br used as habitat for cndangered species? L] L] L] B
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O | m X

TCheck approprigte boxes that best describe potenttat for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onslte, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary 1  Or Approved 2

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
11.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago Districl

APPLICANT: Amcore Investment Group, N.A. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Located East Of St. Mary's Road
And One half Mile North Of Route 60 In Mettawa, Lake County, [llinois (Section 35, T44N, RI1E)

FILE NUMBER: 200400948 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: ] Office D]Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sitcs 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 ure waters of the United Stales on Lhe project site.
B rhere are buih walers 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 walers which ure currently used, or were used in the past, or may he susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are suhject to the ebh 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 (@)(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, conliguous, or ncighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for thuse wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (aX7))

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 walerway.

OO0 O XXRO

Information Reviewed

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

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Nutural Resousces Conservation Service Soil Suwey for Lake County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WHEELING, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerials (Name & Dale):

Advanced Tdentification Wetland Mapa:

Site Visit Conducted on: May 6, 2004

Other information:

RXOOOOXDOO

Rationale Tor Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland No. 1, Wetland No. 2 and Wetland No. 3, as referenced in
your delineation report dated July 26, 2002, are jurisdictional due 1o their hydrologic surface connection to the Des Plains River
via rributary through MacArthur Woods.

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

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [Tdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[} the presence of litter and debris [shelving
[] changes in the character of soil [0 other

B4 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(a7)
BEd Areaunder consideration is likely 1o have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
] Arca under consideration is not likely have heen jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
BJ This officc concurs with your wetland delineation repert dated Tuly 13, 2004, prepared by Christopher B. Burke
Engineering.
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: Date: Q’/S g ,/J; 9/

Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (87 Mapualy (..,
veeurtence of hydrophytic vegetation, hiydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricoltural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

* Wetlands separaled [rom other waters of the U.8. by man-madc dikcs or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are alse
adjacent.



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200400948

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffier Date: August 30, 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: August 30, 2004

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: May 6, 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Nlinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -15-1.7302 87 -55-26.8326

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

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resouree’ %lac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 25-50ac | »50ac Linear Tuknown

feet

Lake T [] m
River 11 L1 D D E
Stream D D
Do W 1 = R 1 .
Mudflat [ ] [] [ | [ | [ | [ | (]
Sandflat (] h
Wetlands bz 0 m m m
Slongh
P 58— i — n
Wet meadow 0o g 14 0 g 0 m
Playa lake O 0 [ [0 O | 0O |
Veraul pool O O [ O O O O [l
Natural pond 0 O 10 0 0 0 O
Other water (Identify type) D D D D D D D

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known H Unlmown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Net Able To Make
to Oceur Ocenr Determination
Is or would he used as hahitat for birds protected hy O O [ = ]
| Migralory Bird Trealies?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [ L & || ]
cross staie nes?
Iy or would be uyed as habitat for endangered specics? L Ll Ll ] L
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] [ 0 ] O

'Check appropriate hoxes that hest describe potential for applicahility of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-nayvigable, intra-state aqualic resgurce area.

TYPE OF DEFTERMINATION: 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. Gregory Volpendesta PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Located North of [llinais Route 173, West
of Routc 45, and South of the [liinois/Wisconsin Barder Near Antiach, Unincorporated Lake County, Illinois (Section 1, 11, 12;
T46M, R10E)

FILE NUMBER: 200401007 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [{] Office [{¥ield

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

Based on availabie informalion:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

B There are both waters of the United Stales and non-jurisdictional waters on the praject site.

Basiy of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] There are no jurisdictional walers 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 11.5.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

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

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

The presence of wetlands adjac{:n.t2 ( 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 poils).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.
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Information Reviewed

LI, 8. Fish and Wildlite Service National Wetland Inventory:

U. 5. Gealogical Survey Hydrnlogic Atlas:

USDA Naturat Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ANTIOCH, 1993,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles; .
U. 5. Geological Survey 15 Minule Historic Quadrangles:

Acrials (Namc & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: August 3, 2004

Other information:

OXOOCOXOO0

Ratinnale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked ahove): Wetland No. 2 (Candice Lake), as referenced in your delineation
report, is under this office's jurisdiction because it has 2 hydrelogic surface connection to the North Mill Creek, which drains inte
the Des Pluines River, 4 navigable walcrway, Wetland No. 1 (Little Candice Lakc), Farmed Wetland #2, Farmed Wetland #3,
Farmed Wetland #4, and Farmed Wetland #5 did not have an identifible surface connection to a navigable waterway and are
therefore considerad isolated.

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

L clear, natural line impressed on the bank [(destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [Cshelving
] changes in the character of sail O other

] wettand boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
Bd This office concurs with your wetland delincation report dated June 2004, prepared hy Bollinger, Lach & Associates.
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

50 Py

Approved by: Date:

'"Wetlands are identified and delincated using the methods and criteria established in the Comps Wetland Delineation lémal (87 Manual) {i.e.,
occumrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agriculwral lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Welland Delineation 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 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:
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: August 30, 2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N} Date: August 30, 2004

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: August 3, 2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -29-26.2762 88 -t -30.9369

Approximate size of site/property (including vplands & in acres): 44 acres

Name of waterway or watershed: Mill Creek/Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Type of aquatic resource’ ac

Lake

River

Stream
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Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow
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Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond
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Other water (identify type)

ICheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isclated, non-navigable, inlra-state water present and best esiimate for size of non-
Jjurisictional aguatic respuree area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': I Known If Unkuown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yous No Predicted Not Expected to Nat Able To Make
to Oecur Ocear Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O u p( O
| Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | L] | (] || O
criss state lines?
Is or would be used as hahitat for endangered species? || [l O L]
Is used to irTigate crops sold in Inferstate commerce? ] & |

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [J 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
11.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago Districl

APPLICANT: Northers Realty Group, Ltd. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southeast of Deerfield Road And
Milwaukee Avenue In Riverwoods, Lake County, Illinois (Section 33, 'T43N, R1EE)

FILE NUMBER: 200400641 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: B Office Field

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

Based vn available information:

[] 7here are no waters on the project site.

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

[} There are waters of (he Uniled 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 [oreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.2., navigable waters
of the U.5.) (33 CFR 328.3{a} 1)}

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wettands'). (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 (u)(5))

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 O 00O

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Invenlory:

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Seil Survey for Lake County.
U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WHEELING, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangtes:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrials (Name & Datc): Spring 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: August 3, 2004

Other information:

OROXROOXOCOO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The 0.06 acre degraded wetland onsite does not exhibit a
hydrologic, surface connection to the Des Plaines River, and therefore considered isolated.

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

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris Plshelving
3 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 32&.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 kikely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[0 Headguarters deelined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach capy of HQ rationale|

Confirmation of Weiland Boundaries
] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
B This office does not confirm your wetland houndz

Recommended by: Date:

Approved by: Date: Z o

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Midual (R7 ]éanual] (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetfand hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods deseribed in the Corps Wetland Delineation Maoual {1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the 11.5. hy man-made dikes or barriers, natural river herms, heach dunes, and the like are also
adjavent.




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 CQOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400641

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: August 27, 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: August 27, 2004
At the project siteY (Y/N) [Date: Aupust 3, 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illineis
County: Luke
Cenler covrdinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -10-2.1335 §7-55-11.9218
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 5
Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Lake
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River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat
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Wet meadow
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Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond
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Other water (identify type)

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

Migratory Bivd Rule Factors': 1f Knnwn If Unknnwn
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] ] [ ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
IS or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | ] U |y ] O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endaogered species? | | | | N X1 L]
Is used Lo irrigate erops sold in interstate commerce? O [m|

ICheck appropriate haxes that hest describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
nun-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource areg.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJID (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including ml‘urmaupn reviewed Lo assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 = site informiatidn dir waters of the U.S. ocourring onsite):




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

APPLICANT: The Muskgraves PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Coral Township/McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200400871 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office DJField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD){For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved J03 is an appealable
action. {33 CFR 331.2). An approved JD is an appealable action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

U] There are no waters on the project site.

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

[] There are watcrs of the United Statcs on the project site.

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Deiermination:

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

The presence of waters which are currentily used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or fareign commerce, including alt 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 wettunds 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 fakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wel meadows, plava lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

0o ® XxO o004

Information Reviewed

L. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MARENGO SOUTH.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soit Survey for McHenry County.
. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: MARENGQ SOUTH, 1968.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minule Historic Quadrangles: GENOA, 1938

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date). 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: July 20, 2004 and August 19, 2004

Other information:

OXRXKORMEOX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 2, 4, and 6 and the tributary along the western portion of
the subject property arc tributary to a ravigable watcrway, the Rock River and are therefore under Department of the Army
jurisdiction. Wetlands 1, 3 and 5 are isolated and nonjurisdictional.

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 [0 sheiving
[3 changes in the character of soil O ether:
B4  wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

[J Headquarters declined to apprave jurisdictian on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach capy of HQ rationale]

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

Recommended by: :‘HHGINAI SI';'“EI' Date: &/ 3= /o7
Approved by: “""""‘__5\ — Date: ___ 8 / 2 © / ik 4

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

? Wetlands scparated from other waters of the U.5. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.




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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200400871

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 8/30/04
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 8/19/04
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

Connty: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-9-45.7844, §8-30-14.6285

Approximate size of site/property (inclading uplands & in acres): 73.5

Name of walerway or watershed: Kishwaukee River
SITE CONIMTIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ - | etae [ f3ac | 3-5ac [Sd0ac | 10-28ac | 25-508c [ >S50 . [ Lines Unknown
Lake O O T 10 O ] ] ]
River O o [0 TO O 0 |
Stream O [0 10 (O (o o o 0
Dry Wash | L ] L ] B Ll L
Mudflat O [0 [0 10 0 0 O
Sandflat il 0 1 O ] ]
Wetlands H H m & m O O O
Slough ] Ol O O L] ] L] ]
Prairie pothole [ ] ] ] 8] [] ] ]
Wet meadow O O ] ] ] | (1 |
Playa lake ]: _I ] ] [ [l Q u
Vernal ool o [ ] L U L L] Ll L
Natural pond E | [ [ g B H O
Other water (identily type) ] ] ] O O D

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors": ' If Known - I Unkiewn =~
: C L ) Use Best Prolessional Judgment
J¥es | No ] Predicted | NatExpected o
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [ | O O
Migratory Bird Treatics?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] O [l O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? C] L] | ] =
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? D E] ﬁ ] [

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicabHity ef the Mipratory Bird Rule te apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, iselated,

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [1 Or Approved [X)

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or inferstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the L.5. accnrring onsite):




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

APPLICANT: Crystal Creek Partners PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Crystal Creek/McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200400933 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). An approved JD is an appealable action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the praject site.

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

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

B There are both walers of the United States und non-jurisdictional watcrs on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all walers which urc subject to the chb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable
waters of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)X1))

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 ¥ OXKO 46

Information Reviewed

U. §. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: CRYSTAL LAKE.
U. S. Geelogical Survey Hydrologic Atlas;

USDA National Resources Conscrvation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: CRYSTAL LAKE, 1992,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: ELGIN, 1925

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date); 2002

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COLINTY ..

Site Visit Conducted on:  August 19, 2004

Other information:

OXKENIRFEOX

Rationale far Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Woods Creek tributary and an adjacent wetland swale have a
historical surface water connection to the Fox River, a navigable waterway, as exhibited in the 1929 historic 15 minute
quadrangle. Wetland 2, at a much higher elevation and with a berm around the entire perimeter, is an isolated weilland and
nonjurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated hy:
clear, natural line impressed on the bank [}  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[J the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
O changes in the character of sail [1 other
Bd  wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated June 12, 2004, prepared by Encap, Inc.
[3 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: URmN_AtStGNED Date:
Approved by: ' Date: ,)—QW 7
"Wetlands are identified and deiineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delinealion Manua] (87 Manusl) (1.2.,

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

? Wellands separaled from viher walers of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beech 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.8. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400933

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

Kate Bliss

In the office

Date: August 26, 2604

{Y/N} Date:

At the project siteY {Y/N) Date: 8/19/04

State: llineis
County: McHenry
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-11-33.2857, BB-20-1(1.6828
Approximate size of site/property (Including uplands & in scres): 15.7
Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of agquatic resource’ Olae j1-3ac | 3Sac | 510 10-250¢ | 25-50uc | >S0ac Linesr Unknown
feet
Lake El | % [ | %
River L] D —
Stream l I _D D | % [j
Diry Wash —E H
MudRfat E; L] B
Sandflat B g ﬁ
Wetlands 4] 0 ] L] [m)
Slough [] ]
Prairie pothole ﬁ B
Wet meadow D lj
Playa lake (] £ E
Vernal poot E'
Natural pond j U D
Other water (identify type) j 1 | ﬁ E ﬁ

jurisdictional aguatic resource area.

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

Check appropriate boxes that best describe potentlal for applicability of the
non-navigable, intra-state aguatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors'; I Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yer No Predicted Naot Expected to Not Able To Mat
to Decur Occur Determination
I5 or would be used as hahitat for birds protected by B a ] £ Ll
Mipratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ) | O | (|
croas state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? | | Ll L]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? I I | Em|

Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional. isolat:

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary O 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 waiers of the U.S. occurring vasite):



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

APPLICANT: Neumann Homes
PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: west of route 5% and north of Aurora Road in Naperville, DuPage County, llincis

FILE NUMBER: 200400817 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office I Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 32{(-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2}

Rased 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,

[C] There are bath 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.

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

The presence of inferstate waters (includiny interstate wetlands'y. (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’ ( hordering, 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 inlermiltent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, praitie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakcs, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X OO0

Information Reviewed

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

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

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acerial Photographs (Name & Date):July 2001

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: August 18, 2004

Other information: wetland delineation dated June 20, 2003 prepared by CBBEL

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 1-3 within the project side do not have show a direct
surface water connection to a navigahle waterway, therefore are isolated.

HHOXOOREE

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 [(Jshefving
[ changes in the character of sail [ 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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
(] This office concurs tand dclincation report dated , prepared by
[0 This office does no

AUSTGNED o g o

Approved by: Date:

¥y,
Recommended by: g "_ N

'"Wellands 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 hydrelogy}. Processes for determining wetlands on agricullural lunds may vary
from methods deseribed in the Corps Wetland Delimention Manual (19873,

? Wetlands scparated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or harriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are alse
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: 200400817

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: August 26, 2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: August 16, 2004
At the project site {Y/N) Date: August 18, 2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Mingis

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 414658.6303/881224 9208

Approximate gize of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 12 acres

Name of waterway or watershed: Waubonsie Creek
SITE CONDITIONS:
Typeofaquaticresource’ . [ 0-lac [1-3ue [ 35ac | 5-10mc- [:10:25ac. [ 25:56ac | >S0ac | Linear ] Unknown
Lake | a ] [ ] [l [l L] =
River O |0 ] a ] ] O] 0
Stream E ﬁ D E [ B
Dry Wash ] 0 O O O O O
Mudflat [ £] L] [ [ [ L] L
Sandfiat O H B H H ] ] 0
Wetlands E D [:l 1
Stough | [ [ [ [] L] L] H
Prairie pothole |:| [:| D E D D D
Wet meadow O] [ O O O O O O
Playa lake @] O OJ | 0 O O
Vernal pool | [ O O O [ (] L]
Natursl pond E [:I D D |:| |:| E D
Other water (dentify type) (W] O O O ] d O O

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of 1solated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area,

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': < TR K nowe - | If Unknown
B Use Best Professional
| Yes No Predicied Not Expiect -"Not Able To Make
! to Occur Oceur - | BDetermination
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 bhirds that O Od [z Ll O
crass siate lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] B E E X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? D G

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for appiicability of the Migratory Bird Rulc to apply to unsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigahle, 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 commierce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S, occurring onsite):



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

APPLICANT: Center and Steger Ranch, LLC PROJECT LOCATIONWATERWAY: Northwest of Intersection of Steger
Road and Center Road in Frankfort, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200400726 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 informalion:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[ Therc 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 susceptibie for use to transport
interstate or forgign commerce, including alt waters which are subject 1o 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 waler or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(3))

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

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams {(including inlermiticnt streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wellands, sloughs, prairic potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or nataral ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will Counly.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: FRANKFORT, 1990.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangies:

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

Aerials {(Name & Date): Frankfort, 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

O0 ® KXO
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Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands A-F are hydrologically connected to a ditch that drains
into a tributary to Hickory Creek. Hickory Creek discharges into the Des Plaines River, a navigable "waters of the United
States”. Wettand G is isolated and therefore not jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Crdinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[J clear, natural linc impresscd on the bank [ destruetion of terrestrial vegetation
O the presence of litter and debris ] shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil O other:
O 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) (hrough 328.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[L] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated . prepared by
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
1

Recommended by: . Date: A = a"—"}f & L/

Approved by: o= [ - Date: s~ A =%

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

* Wetlands separated frum other waters of the U.8. by man-made dikes or barriers, natueal tiver 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 NORTIHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.5. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200400726

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 23 Aug 2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office {Y/N) Date:

At the project site Y (Y/N} Date: 19 Aug 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: llinois

County;: will

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.28.47"
87.50'63"

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

feet

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Muzdflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

I'ralrie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Verunal pool

Natural pond
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Other water {(identify type)

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Profossivnal Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Oceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected hy | | bd =
| Migratory Bird Treaties?
Ts or would be used as habitat by other nugratory birds that | (] O 15 ] Im|
crosy state lines?
Is or would be used as hubitst for cndangured species? L] L] B Li E
Is used fo irrigate crops sold in interstale commerce? | ] =

ICheck appropriate boxes that best describe potentinl for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule 1o apply to unsite, nun-jurisdictiona), isoluted,
non-navigable, inira-state aguatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [0 OrApproved

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



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

APPLICANT: PrairicView Development PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northeast of the Intersection of 88
Avenue and Manhattan-Monee Road in Green Garden Township, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200400680 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: BJ Office BJFicld

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may he 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 walers (including interstatc 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 isvluted water (¢.g., inlrastate lakes, rivers, streams {(including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 14} waterway.

00 ¥ OXRO

Information Reviewed

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

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: FRANKFORT, 1990.
U. 8. Gevlogical Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangics: .

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

Aerials (Name & Date)}: Green Garden, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: August 19, 2004

Other information:

OROXOTRNXRIK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The tributary to Forked Creek is jurisdictional due to its hydrologic
connection to the Kankakee River, a navigable "waters of the United States”. Wetlands B-D are isolated and therefore not
jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[ eclear, natural line impressed on the bank "}  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[J the presence of litter and debris {1 shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil 1 other
O 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)
3 Area under consideration is likely (o have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Coofirmation of Wetland Boundaries
BJ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated September 13, 2003, prepared by IFNew.
E] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: _ ﬁ& Date: ‘( 3 M il s/
7
Approved by: OR - Date: 28 A% =~

‘Wetlands are idenlified and delineated usiag the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) {ie.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology}. Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from mathnds described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Mannal {1987).

? Wetlandy scparated from cther waters of the U.5. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.




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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400680

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 23 August 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (YN) Date:
Atthe projectsite Y  (Y/N) Date: 23 August 2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Nlinois

County: will

Center coordinates of site by latitude & lengitudinal coordinates: 41.25'52.85"

87.49'.3.30"

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

Name of waterway or watershed: Kankakee
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Type of aquatic resource’ ac 10-25 ac 25-30 ac = 50 ac

d
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Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

VYernal pool

Natural pond
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Other water (identify type)

ICheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-staie water present and hest 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
tu Oceur Decur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] ] B4 ]
| Migratory Bird Treaties?
Ts or would be used as habiiat by vther migratory birdsthat | [] 1 e ] H|
Cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endungered specivs? ] L] [ L] |
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] || | ]

ICheck appropriate hoxes that hest describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule ta apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aguatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUFPORTING 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: UP Decvelopment Scott Fish PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Woodstock/Walmart
FILE NUMBER: 200400781 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[ Trere wre 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 ta the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable
watcrs of the U.5.) (33 CFR 328.3(a){(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (2)(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 inierstate 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 (c.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 ® OO0 O4a

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: WOODSTOCK.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: WOODSTOCK, HA 256,

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: MCHENRY, 1944
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 2002

Advanced Identfication Welland Maps; MCHENRY COUNTY ..

Sile Visil Conducled on:

Other information:

OOXRRCOXNER

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): One isolated wetland exists along the eastern property boundary.
Izalated wetlands are not under Department of the Army jurisdiction.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

E] Headquarters declined 1o approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

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

Recommended by: _ ED Date: 8://‘;?/ o &
Date: El/zo/o “)’

'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 m the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the 1.8, by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are atso
adjacent.

—— o

Approved by:



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S8. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V.U.5. ARMY CORFPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200400781

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Katc Bliss Date: August 20, 2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (YN) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: June 20, 2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-17-51.7084, 88-25-21.3148

Approximate size of site/property {including uplands & in acres): 30

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:

=

35ac | 5-10ac 10-28 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear
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(Hher water (ideatify type)

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known H Unkmown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Nat Able To Make
to Oecur Oceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat Tor birds protected by X [m] (| Cl ()]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
It or wonld be used as habitat by ather migratory hirds that ] O Ll || ||
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habital for endangered species? 1 || || || 4]
1s used to irrigate crops seld in interstate commerce? ] ] | | ] |

'Check appropriate boxes that best descrihe potentia! for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, Ron-jurisdictianal, isolated,
non-navigahle, intra-state agualic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJI (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
raticnale 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. cceurring onsite):



APPROVED JURISHMCTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.5. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Kimball Hill Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Fox River Watershed
FILE NUMBER: 200400892 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [X]Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appeaiable
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 Statcs on the project site.

[ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the projeet sitc.

Basls of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

[ The presence of an isalated 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:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: SUGAR GROVE.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: SUGAR GROVE, HA 227.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: SUGAR GROVE, 1993,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey |5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: YORKVILLE 1954
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): DigiAir 20(1

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: August 12, 2004 by Jaimee Hammn

Other information: June 9, 2004 Wetland Delincation Reports prepared by Engineering Consulting Services, Lid.

RROMROXKEN

Rationale for Basis {applies to any boxes checked above): There are 4 wetlands on the North Parcel of Settlers Ridge, totaling
approximately 16 acres. However, these wetlands do not have a current or demonstrable histroric surface water tributary system
connection o a navigable waterway of the U.S. Therefore, these wetlands are not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers.

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

[}  cleur, naturat line impressed an the bank [0 destruction of lerrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris {1 shelving
[0 changes in the character of sails [1 other

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[0 This office concurs with your wetfand delineation report dated , prepared by .
Bl This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
QlpNE $/20/0Y
R ended by: Date:
ecomm y _ [ LA L ate J /
Approved by: J — Date: & 2=

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

? Wetlands scparated from other waters of the 1.8, by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



DISTRICT QFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400892

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR 1ISOLATED, 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

Jaimee Hammit

Date: August 18, 2004

In the office Y {Y/N)

Date: August 16, 2004

At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Latitude: 41-45-16.7184, Longitude:
88-25-42,1226

Approximate size of site/property (including nplands & in acres): 920

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 01 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 25-50 ac > 50 ac Lioear Unknown

: o Teet .

Lake L] H B Ll Ll (] | ]
Kiver O O O] O H m
Stream El I:l E] D D D g
Dry Wash O [0 10 % H O ! O
Mudliat ] O O = O OJ
Sandflat E | I E] |:| |__—_| D |:|
Wetlands D E Cl L E [ | B:
Slough O 0 Ll [ [ | Ll Ll i
Prairie pothole H] Cl ] O f [ ] [l
Wet meadow L] O O [ ] ]
Playa lake 0 [0 1o [0 [ E & O
Vernal pool D |:| D D
Natural pond F B E D g l E ]
Other water (identily type) ] O | | ] U

Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, Intra-state water present and best estimate far size of non-
Jurisdictlonal aquatlc resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': IfKnown If Unknown
' Use Best Professional Jadgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expeeted to Nit Able To Make
to Occur Oceur Detcrmination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by LI | [x]
| Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is ot would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [ | ] 5] O (]
cross state lines?
is ot would be used 2 habitat for endangered species? O O ] {1 [}
Is used to irrigaie crops sold in interstate commerce? U D D D E

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [0 OrApproved

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site cenditions; 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. occurriag vosite):




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

APPLICANT: Dr. Javed Bangash PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Parcel located east of Nolan Road and north of
the railroad tracks in unincorporated Elgin, Kane County, Uinois (SE 1/4 of Section 30 and NE 1/4 of Section 31, T4IN RSE)

FILE NUMBER: 200400029 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office P3Field

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

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determingtion:

[ There are no jurisdicticnal 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 vse to transport

interstate or foreign commerec, including all waters which are subject {0 the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

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

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

BQ The presence of a tributary to an mterstale 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 ather waters of the US,
cxcept for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

[0 The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,

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

[0 Other:

O Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed
U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ELGIN.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ELGIN, HA 147.
USDA Matural Resources Conservation Service Seoil Survey for Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ELGIN, 1992.
. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: ELGIN, 1929
Acrial Photographs (Name & Date): DigiAir Spring 2001 & DigiAir Fall 2002, FEMA FIRM Map, NRCS
Prcliminary Wetland Map, NRCS Certified Farmed Wetland Determination
[0 Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:
[X] Site Visit Conducted on: July 29, 2004 by Jaimee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
] Other information: The Jurisdictional Wetlund Delincation Report, dated October 13, 2003, updated June 9, 2004

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland A is under the jurisdiction of the USACE even though it
has been separated from the large wetland complex to the south. Wetland A had a surface water tributary system connection to
Otter Creek (which js tributary to the Fox River) prier to the installation of the railroad and is still jurisdictional. Wetland B does
not continue south to the large wetland compiex and the tapography between Fitchie Creek and Wetlands B & M is high and
therefore these wetlands do not appear to have a surface water tributary system cennection north to Fitchie Creek. Fitchie Creek
15 jurisdictional as it is a tributary to the Fox River and therefore Wetland K along Fitchie Creek is also jurisdictional. Wetland L
is an excavated ditch that ends in the center of the properly and therefore docs not have a surface water tributary system
connection to Fitchic Creck and is isolated. Therefore, Wetland A, Wetland K & Fitchie Creek are under USACE's jurisdiction
and Wctlands B, L & M are isolated.

KXOMNXRX

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

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

(] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

J Unable to canfirm 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 Migcatory Bird Rule criteria
[7] 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 ¢f Wetland Boundaries
BJd This office concurs with your wetland delireation report dated June 9, 2004 , prepared by Cowhey, Gudmundson
Leder, Lid.
[0 This office does nat confirm your wetland boundary.

o ORIGINALSIENED o 9/13/0Y

/ /
Approved by: — 5 = Date: ~ ? Lo




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

? Wetlands separated from other waters ol the U.S. by man-made dikes or barricrs, 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: Date:
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the offlce (Y/N} Date:
At the project site (Y/N)  Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: [llinois

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

SITE CONDITIONS:
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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-
Jurlsdictional aquatic resource area.

“Migratory Bird Rule Factors':

Ts or would be used as habitat for birds prolected by
Migratory Bird Treaties?

Is or would he used as habitat by other migratory birds that O || | [} g
€ross state lines?

Is or would be used as hahitat for endangered specics? L} L Ll || B:
1s used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [m]

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary {1 Or Approved [

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



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

APPLICANT: Pulic Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Huntley Property located south of Huntley Road and
West of Boycer Road in Carpentersville, Kane County, [linois {(SW 1/4 of Section 6, W 1/2 of Section 7, T42ZN R8E and 5E 1/4
of Section 12, T42N R7E)

FILE NUMBER: 200400891 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)

Bascd on available information:

[} There are no waters on the project site.

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

[J 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 ebh and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the [J.5.) (33 CFR 328.3{a)(1))
[L] 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))
Bd The prescnce of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))
The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
[ Other:
O Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

U. 5. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: CRYSTAL LAKE, HA 253.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: CRYSTAL LAKE, 1992,

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangtes:

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

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date}: November 2002, no source

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: July 29, 2004 by Jaimee W, Hammtt of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information: The Wetland Assessment Repon, dated July 8, 2004, prepared by CBBEL

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The Kishwaukee River flows through the middle of the site and is a
water of the United States. Wetland 1, Wetland 4, Wetland 5, and Farmed Wetland 3 all have » surface water tributary system
connection to the Kishwaukee River and arc therefore under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Wetland 2,
Wetland 3, Farmed Wetland 1, and Farmed Wetland 2 do not have a surface water tributary system connection to the Kishwaukee
River and are isolated. Therefore, Wetlands 2 and 3 and Farmed Wetlands 1 and 2 are not under the jurisdiction of the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers.

E@DEEDEEEE

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

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

B wetland boundary
Basis for Declinlng 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(aX7)
[ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is gof likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Hird Rule criteria

[ teadquarters 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 repart dated » prepared by
Bd  This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: 7 T ED Date: % / / 7-/ ki

Approved by: — Date: & f ;2 77

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



? Wetlands separated from other walers ol the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, heach 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 NORTILERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT QFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400891

REGULATORY FPROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 03/16/04

At the project site (Y/N) Date: 07/29/04

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:

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

Name of waterway or watcrshed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Date: August 16, 2004

Illinois
Kane

Lat; 42-8-12, Lon: §8-21-5

100 acres

Kishwaukee

g
;‘l
?
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jurisdictional aguatic resource area.

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

Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by
Migratory Bird Treaties?

Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ]
cross state lines?

]
]
]

Is or would be used as habltat for endangered species?
Is used lo irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce?

=

W

D3

Ron-navipable, intra-state aquatic respurce area.

Check apprapriate baxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory B

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved [

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. oceurring onsite):




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

APPLICANT: DuPagc County Department of Public Works
PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: DuPage County Government Complex-East Campus, Wheaton, DuPage County,
linois

FILE NUMBER: 2004003505 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on Lhe project sitc.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictionai Determination:

Bd 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 lributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

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

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

O other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 5. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory;: NAPERVILLE.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrmologic Atlas: NAPERVILLE, HA 154,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minule Topographic Maps: NAPERVILLE, 1993,
U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Hisloric Quadrangles: .

L. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):September 1999

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information;

M

OOOROORK

Rationale for Basis {applies to any boxes checked above): Walers of the U.S. within Lthe project site do not have a hydrolocial
connection 10 a navigable waler of the U.S. thercfore they are isolated.

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

[ clear, natural tine impressed on the bank {ldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris Flshelving
[C] changes in the character of soil [ other

[ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

] Unable to confirm the presenee of watcrs listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jutisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Areaunder 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
[} This office concurs with your welland detincation report dated , prepared by
O This office docs not confirm your wetland houndary.

—_— re-

Recommended by: J tll pate: S 1 O

Approved by: n a_ Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delineated usi i i =trps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,

occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology}. Processes for determining wetlands on agricoltural lands may vary
from methnds deseribed in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400505
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: August 12, 2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: April 29, 2004
At the project site (Y/N) Date: July 20, 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Minwis
County: DuPage
Center coordinates of sitc by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41520.6026/88826.8639

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Other water (identify iype)
walers of the U.S.

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': 1f Known If Unlmown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Mot Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oecur Qceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] ] X ] (|
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or wauld be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] O O O &
eross slale lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] L] ] L] 4]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? D D D D E

ICheck 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, Chicage District

APPLICANT: Axiom Development Corporation PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 20 Acre Property Northeast of the
Intersection of Wolf Road and 159th Street in Orland Park, Cook County, Illinois (Section 17, T36N, R12E).

FILE NUMBER: 20400913 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office I Fiel

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.

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 watets 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

inferstate or foreign commerce, including all watcrs which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.c., navigablc waters

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

{T] 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 wetlunds adjacent’ { bordering, contiguous, or ncighboring) to interstate or other watcrs of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a) (7))

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

E] Other:

] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland [nventory: MOKENA,

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydralogic Atlas: MOKENA, 204,

LJSDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: MOKENA, 1993,

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: MOKENA, 1929,
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangics: DES PLAINES, 1902,
Acrials (Namc & Datc): AirPhoto, Cook County 1999

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: .

Site Visit Conducted on: 5 August 2004

Other information:

UROXXNXRKX

Rationale for Basis {applies to any boxes checked above): 1.4-acre wetland on preperty drains to the north into another
wetland in a residential subdivision. The second wetland drains into a storm sewer system at the north end, which directs the
water to the north behind several houses before emptying into another [arge wetland detention complex and likely into another
Storm sewer system.

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 L] ather:
[Owetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Coafirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[] This officc concurs with your wetland delincation report dated , preparcd by
[0 This office does not confirm your wettand boundary.

Recommended by: Date:

Approved by: Date: /_’ %W y

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria ¢stablished in the Corps Wetland Dclincatioﬁnual ‘é’f Manual) (i.c.,
accurrence of hydraphytic vegetation, hydric soils and wettand hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands an agricultural lands may vary
from metheds descnbed i the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

% Wetlands separated from other waters of the 11.8. hy man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the Jike 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: 200400913

REGULATORY FROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gaghon Date: 11 August 2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the projectsite Y (Y/N) Date: 5 August 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State; Tlinpis
County: Cook
Center ceordinates of site hy fatitude & langitudinal coordinates; 41 -36-11.8628; B7 -53-20.9717
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 20
Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:

“Type ol dginticrasouree’ .. " 1 0Fac | 1-3mc o b3Sae | §-10we [ 10:250c [ 25504 =1 alinowp -
Lake % % % I } Q t] ] %
River
Stream H | | ] ‘ {
Dry Wash ] [ ] B D
Mudfiat ] L L
Sanufiat iin [l W]
Wetlands [ [ L]

Slough ! in ; i

Prairle pothole O A |

Wet meadow Q l l

Plnyn lake O O] B
Vernal pool U I | _B

Natural pond I i Ll E l

Other water (iden(ily type) “m D

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, noa-navigable, intra-state water present and best entlmate for size of non-
Jurisdictional aquatic respuree ares.

“Migratary Bird Rule Factory: =~ CL o] I Knewnc ] IR U nkndve
“Yes.” . No~ ot AbleToMxke
LT - R . Determidation .
Is or would be used ag habitat for birdy protecied by ] ||
Migratory Bird Treaties?
[s ar wauld be uzed a3 habitst by other migratory bivds that | B 1) || O ]
cross state ines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangervd species? E ] LJ &
Iy used to irrigate crups okt i interstate commerce? D ﬁ

'Check appropriate baxes that best deseribe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onaite. nﬂll-jllri!dicﬁunl-l-,.inIlctl,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatlc rexource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary ] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITTONAL INFORMATION SUPFORTING NJD (e.g., pavagraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or Interstale commerce
connectlons; 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: General Boiler Property PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Approximately 20 acres located north of
Dahringer Road, approximately 1,000 [eet east of Pershing Road, and south and west of the Midwest Generation Waukegan
Power Stalion property in Waukegun, Lake County, Tllinois / Lake Michigan watershed.

FILYE NUMBER: 200300861 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office []¥ield

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 Lhe project site.

B Fhere 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.

Rasis of Jurisdictional Determination:

B There are no jurisdictionsl waters of the Uniled States present on the project site.,

[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in (he past, or may be susceptible for use to transpart
interstate or foreign commerce, including alt waters which are subject to the cbb and flow of (he tide (i.e.. navigable walers
of the U.5.) (33 CFR 328 3(2){(11

[0 The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands"). (33 CFR 328.3 {a}¥2))

O The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 3283 (a}(5))

[0 The presence of wellunds 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))

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

[0 Other:

O Scction 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

B u. S. Fish and Wildlife Service Nutional Welland Inventory: WAUKEGAN.
4 U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: WAUKEGAN, HA 234,
(] USDA Matural Resources Conscrvalion Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
Bd U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WAUKEGAN, 1993,
[J U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute [listoric Quadrangies: .
[J U. 5. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
B Aerials (Name & Date): Fall 1987, Fall 1993, Spr. 1997, Summer 2001, Fall 2002
B4 Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.
[ Site Visit Conducted on: August 5, 2004
B4 Other information: Wetland Delineation Report

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Site wetlands drain into a small ditch on the east property houndary
that dumps out at the SE comer of the site wherte there is no outlet.

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

[ clear. natural line impressed on the bank [Cldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[C] the presence of litler und debris [Ishelving

O changes in the character of soil D other

] wetland houndary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

Bd Unable to confirm the presence of walers listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(2)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
Bd Arca under consideration is likcly to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[l Area under consideration is not likely have heen 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
[} This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated . prepared by
[J This office does not confirm yuur wetlund buundwy

Date: 27_[ { _01/

Approved by: Date;

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

Recommended by:

2 Wetlands separated {rom other walers of the U.S. by mun-made dikes or batriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISIMCTION 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: 200300861

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek . Date: 11 August 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 11 August 2004

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 05 August 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Minois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 422241.2/874910.5

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

Namic of waterway or watershed: Lake Michigan
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ O-lac | 1-3ac | 35ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

fect

Lake B H
e 1 —
Stream E E H H E
Dry Wash O
Mudflat O 0 10 L] I | O
St = Y = = A .
Wetlands a 4]
o B -
Pruiric puthole |
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Playa lakc m| O O m| 0O O
Vernal pool O 0 g 10 n O 0 ]
Nutural pond O O 8 10 | O 0 O
Other water (identify type) O 1 | O [ [ L1 O

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expecied to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by 8| Ll < | | mj
| Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birdsthat | [ | i) | ||
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? B E L % |
Is used (o irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O O

non-navigable, intra-siate aguatic resource area.

!Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicebility of the Migralory Bird Rule lo apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [C] Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 = site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to delermine NJD, including information reviewed tn 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: Phoenix Development Group, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 60 Acre Property Southeast of the
Intersection of Milton and Fairficld Roads in Hawthorm Woods, Lake County, Ellinois (Section 33, T44N, R10E).

FILE NUMBER: 200400911 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 avatlable information:

[ There ure no waters on the project site.

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

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

BX] 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 fareign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

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

[0 The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a}2))
The presence of a tributary to an interstate waler or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5)

[X] The presence of wetlands adj acent’ ( bordering, contiguous, or necighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those weslands adfacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7)}

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

L1 Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

L. 8. Fish and Wildlife Scrvice National Wetland Inventory: LAKE ZURICH.
U. 5. Geolagical Survey Hydrolagic Atlas: LAKE ZURICH, HA 208.

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

L. 8. Geological Survey |5 Minutc Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Lake County 2000

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on: 2 August 2004

Other information:

OXRHOOXHXXER

Rationale for Basis {applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland C, as identificd in the wetland delineation, is part of the
headwaters of Indian Creek, which flows into the Des Plaines River, a navigable water and is under jurisdiction of this office.
Wetlands A, B, D and E drain to the southwest across Fairfield Road into a large wetland caomplex, but de not appear to have u
surface hydrologic connection to navigable waters and are not under jurisdiction of this office.

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

[ clear, natural linc impressed on the bank [(destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of littcr and dcbris [shelving
[[1 changes in the character of soil ] other

B3 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
- This officc concurs with your wetland delineation report dated July 2004, prepared by Plal\)mg Resources, Inc.

This office does not confirm your wetland boundary /
{ 1

Recommended by: O‘“';”“AI SH ;h,EB Date:
'Wetlands arc identificd and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,

Approved by: Date:
occurrence of hydrophytic vegatation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes tor determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from mthods described in the Corps Wetland Detineation Manual (1987).

? Wellands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or 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 CQOK
COUNTY V. U.5. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200400911

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gugnon Date: 10 August 2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office {Y/N) Date:

At the project site Y  (Y/N) Date: 2 August 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinzl coordinates: 42 -14-46.8077; 88 -4-41.1828

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): a0

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines and Fox Rivers
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquaticresource’ | O-tac.. [ 1-3ac |35 0:25a¢ | 25:50
Lake in O [0 m) 0 L] L
River 0 5 E 5 E L] L] [
Stream
Dry Wash B E ] tl | H @ Q
Mudflat
Sandilat O [l E H E H D D
Wetlands Ll L] L] L] & ﬁ 1 (1
Slough D D D D D D D
Prairie pothole ] 1 1 ] ] O O L]
Wet meadow D D D D D D D
Playa lake | [ | Ll O O ] L
Yernal pool H D ﬁ D D D D D
Natural pond D D D |:| D D D L__]
Other water (identify type) E ] O || O D L]

1Check appropriate boxes that hest describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate [or size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory.Bird Rule Factors':
Nof Able To Make
e : DR . _Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] 3] (Ml (] ]
cross state lines?
1s or would be used as habitsi for endangered species? - LJ ] ] [
Is used to irrigate erops sold in interstate commeree? D ] 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 respurce area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [J Or Approved [X

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




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

APPLICANT: Timber Trails Country Club PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 100 Acre Property at 11350 Plainfield
Road in LaGrange, Cook County, Illinois (Sections 17 & 18, T38N, R12E).

FILE NUMBER: 200400900 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office DJField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination {JD} (For Sitcs regulated under 33 CEFR 320-330). An approved JI! 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 Statcs and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[C] Therc arc 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.8.3 (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1)
The presence of infersiate waters (including interstate wetlands"). (33 CFR 328.3 (a}2))

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

B The presence of wetlands ad]acc:nt { 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 strcams}, mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

] Other:

O Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: HINSDALE, 86.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: HINSDALE, 1993.
U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

L1 S. Geological Survey |5 Minute Historic Quadrangles;
Aerials (Name & Date): AirPhato 1999

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducled on: 5 August 2004

Other information:

OROXOORRERK

Rationale for Basis (applics to any boxes checked above): Wetland Areas C, D and E are part of or drain into Flag Creek, a
tributary to the Des Plaines River, a navigable water and are under jurisdiction of this office. Wetland areas A and B do not
appear to exhibit a hydrolegic surface connection to navigablc watcers and arc not under jurisdiction of this office.

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

] the presence of litter and debris ] shelving
7] changes in the character of soil {] other:
Blwetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

O Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a}(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}(7)
[ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[0 Area under consideration is nol 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 delincation report duted , prepared by

BJ This office daes rﬁconﬁrm your wetland boundary. ‘
Date: X / / D/ 0 q

Approved by; Date:

Recommended by:

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

? Weliands sepuruied 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; Chlcago
FILE NUMBER: 200400900

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Stcve Gagnon Date: 9 August 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office {Y/N} Date:
At the project site ¥ (Y/N) Date: 5 August 2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41 -46-54.876(); 87 -54-9.4769

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 100

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:

-]

Bl ac 10-25 ac 2550 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Type of aquatic resource’ -lae | 1-3ac

Lake

]

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

¥Yernal pool

Natural pond

)
o o
OOoooCoo00o0do &
OoCCoCo0oo0oan
ENEEEEE NSNS
COOoODOO0oDoDon
NONOOO000O0o000d. 3
) |

Other water (1dentify type)

'Check appropriate boxes that best descrlbe type of 1solated, non-navigable, Intra-state waier present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictinnal aguatie resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': | 1f Known If Unkwown - -
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes ' No Predicted | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
1. to Decur __Occur Determination
Is or would be used as hahitat for birds pratected hy I ! | ] [l
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that E D D | |
cross state lines?
I3 or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] O [ X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? D E ﬁ D E

'Check appropriate hoxes that bhest 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 NJID (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation ar interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




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

APPLICANT: Lakewood Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Lakewood Homes Property at the Intersection of
Green Bay and Waverly Roads in Beach Park, Lake County, Illinois (Scctions 19 & 24, T46N, R11&12E).

FILE NUMBER: 260400356 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

{1 There are non-jurisdictional waters an the project site.

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[0 There arc no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the praject site.

[ The presence of watcrs which ure 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 1.5.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

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

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

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, ar neighbaring) to interstate or ather waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent 1o other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (@71

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

Other:

Section 10) waterway.

OO O XxOO

Information Reviewed

. 5. Fish and Wikdlife Service National Wetland Inventory: WADSWORTH.
U. 5. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: WADSWORTH, HA 144.

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minue Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials {(Name & Date):Lakc County 2000

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on: 2 Aug 2004

Other information:

ORRROOXRKXN

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 drains to the north into a tributary to the Des Plaines
River, a navigable water. Wetland 2 drains to the southwest into a drainage swalc that is cvident on the aerial photos and in the
field. The swale empties into an unnamed tributary to the Des Plaines River. Wetlands 3-5 all apear to drain into the
neighborhood to the south, then disappear into the storm sewer system. Wetlands 6-8 and Farmed Wetlands 1-3 do not appear to
exhibit a hydrologic surfacc connection to navigable waters.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 32Y):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [CJdestruction of terresirial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [Tshelving

[[] changes in the character of sail [ other

<] wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdictioa:

] 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(aX7)
[3 Areaunder consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[0 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 ot HQ rationale]

Confirmatien of Wetland Boundaries

[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by .
2] This office does nnnm GT m:tland boundary :]
Recommended by: MG.NF n Date: Q 4 é 7
L = 7 7
Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands arc identificd and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (..,
accurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes lor determining wetlands on agricultoral lands may vary
frurm methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual {1987).

? Wetlands sepatated from other watcers of the U.5. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



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

DISTRICT QFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 2004040356

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gagnon Date: 6 August 2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

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

State: Ikinols

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -27-0.6854; 87 -53-7.6103

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

Name of waterway or watersheil: Des Flaines
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ OTac [13ac o 510ae 11025 2550 ac |- Un
Lake Ll LI Ll Ll Ll L] Ll [
River L] L L] L L] O O |
Stream Ll ] Ll Cl L | U [l
Dry Wash L L L L] L] L L Ol
Mudilat Ll LJ Ll [ [ EL B L]
Sandilat D E D D L—_l
Wetlands L] L] Ll X Ll Ll [l Ll
Stough @ L Ll | | | PF ]
Prairie pothole D D D D Er ]
Wet meadow O 0 [0 [0 O O O m
Playa lake L L] L] L] Ol 0 O
Vernal pool Ol O g ] | O O ]
Natural pond D D D |:| |:| |:| B E
Other water (dentify type) ] [l O] 1 O O [} (|

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

Migratory Bird Rule Fa

1s or would be used as habitat for birds protecicd by Ed ] [ ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?

Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that = O O L ]
cross state ines?

Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? L] L] L ] E
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? D D D

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

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




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

APPLICANT: Harvest Bible Chapter PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Fox River Watershed
FILE NUMBER: 200300827 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [3Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JID) (For sitcs 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 projcet sitc.

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] There are no jurisdictional waters of the Uniicd States present on the project site,

O The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use o lransporl

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

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

O The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands’). (33 CFR 328.3 (2)(2))

[ The presence of a tributary to an interstatc 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))

BEd The presence of an isolated water {e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, sireams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,

sundflats, wellands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

[0 Other:

O Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ELGIN.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ELGIN, HA 147.
USDA Nalural 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. Geologival Survey 15 Minule Historic Quadrangies:
Aerial Photographs {Nume & Datc): Terraserver, no date
Advanced Tdentification Wetland Maps:
Site Visit Conducted on: October 8, 2003 and July 22, 2{}03 by Jaimee Hammit
BJ Other information: The Routine Wetland Delineation Report dated July 26, 2003 and August 14-15, 2003,
prepared by Encap, Inc.

ROXOCORKIKE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): This is a revised jurisdictional determination basis form which
supercedes the previous basis form dated October 17, 2003. Tyler Creek is a tributary to the Fox River and is therefore under the
jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Wetland 1 (designated as such in the Encap, Inc. report cited above) is dirccily
adjucent o Tyler Creek, so there is a clear surface water tributary system connection to Tyler Creek. Therefore, Wetland 1 is also
under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Additional wetlands were delineated on the project site. These
Wetlands 2-6 do not have a current or demonstrable historic surface water tributary system connection to a navigable waterway
of the 11.S. Therefore, Wetlands 2-6 are zolated and are not under the jurizdiction 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 litier and dcbris [0 shelving
] changes in the character of soils O other

B3 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)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
{1 Aseaunder consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule eriteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
BJ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated July 26, 2003 and August 14-25, 2003 , prepared by
Encap, [nc.
[C] This office does not confirm your wetland houndary.

S Date: %/é/dt/

Approved by: - 5 - Date: E /6‘/°—9

Recommended by;




'"Wetlamls ure identified and delineated using the methods and critcria cstablished in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric sails and wettand hydralogy). Processes for determining wetlands oo agricultural lands may vary
irom methods described in the Curps Wetland Delineation Mannal (1987).

2 Wetlands separated from other waters of the 1.8, 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: 200300827

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 05 August 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N} Date: 03 August 2004
At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 22 July 2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: lilinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Latitude: 42-3-22 3806, Longitude: 88-
20-23.8257

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

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River Watershed (Tyler Creek)
SITE CONDITIONS:

(]
3
S

-50 uc > 50 ac Linuur
feet

1-3 uc 3-5ac 5-10 ac

£
g

Type of agquatic resource’

Lake

River

Stream

Dy Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Namral pond

Other water {identify type)

I
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'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-gtate water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aguatic rescurce area,

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professionai Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oecur Oecur Determination
Is or wauld he used as hahitat for hirds protected hy ] O 4] O [
| Migralory Bird Trealies?
Ts or would be used as habitat by other migratory birdsthat | [ = Ed O =]
cross state lines?
1s or would be used as habitat for endangered species? Bl | 1 ) X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O O O O 2

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [



N

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

APPLICANT: Sexton Properties
PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Central Avenue and Sauk Trail Road in the Viliage of Ricton Park, Cook County,
Hlinois

FILE NUMBER: 200400777 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [_] Office [XJField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved 100 is an appealable
action. {33 CFR 331.2)

Based on availablc informalion:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

of the 1.5.) (33 CFR 32B.3{a}1})
The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands!y. (33 CFR 328.3 (2)(2))

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

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

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

O Other

{1} Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: STEGER.
U. 8. Geologicul Survey Hydrologic Atlas: STEGER., 209.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Sexvice Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: STEGER, 1990.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute 1listoric Quadrangles: .
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minule Historic Quadrangles:

Acrials (Name & Date); 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: June 3, 2004

Other information:

i 24

OXOXOOXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands and watcrs of the U.S. within project site have no
hydrotogical connection, therefore they are isolated.

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

[ the presence of litter and debris [ shetving
[ chunges in the character of soil O other:
Owetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

O Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
{1 Area under consideration is likely Lo have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
(] Area under consideration is pot likely have been jurnisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migraiory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

Recommended hy: —‘eﬁ Qmmnate: q) — ‘-"-'0 “

Approved by: Date:

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wettand Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes fur determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delinsation Manuat (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: 200400777
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Diedra Wiltis Date: August 8, 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office {Y/N) Date: August 8, 2004
Al the project site (Y/N} Date: June 3, 2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: linois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of sitc by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 412921.4139/874454.5050

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

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resvarce’ O0-lac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 25-50ac | »Sbac Linear Unlmawn

fect

Lake [ ] ) L] | | E
River ] % 0 d .
Stream % m| 0 0 ] C O
Dry Wash G E ﬁ G E E D
Mudflat | 0O O 0] | J
Sundfial E E B O 1
Wetlands B B [ O
Slough ﬁ E B B D ] ]
Prairie pothole 0 E O [ 0
Wet meadow D D D E _B [j
Playa lake g | O] ]
Vernal pool Ll O O 10 | | B 8
Natural pond E E D D D
Other water (identily type) O [ J O O a

ICheck appropriate haxes that hest describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of noa-
jurisdictional gquatic resource area.

Migratory Blrd Rule Factors': If Known If Unknywn
Use Best Professional Judament
Yes Ne Predicted Nut Expected to Not Able To Make
to Qccur (ecur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by L L ] ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is ar wauld be vsed as habitat by other migratory hirds that | [} ] || || i
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] || O E
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? 0 n E: ]

ICheck appropriate hoxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-naviguble, intra-statc agualic 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 JURISCTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
LS. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: T.J. Cachey Builders PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northcast of the Interscetion of 78" Avenue
and Roule 30 in Frankfort, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200400538 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [<|Fieid

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (Per Sites regnlated 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.

[ rhere are non-jurisdictional waters on the project sile.

] There are waters of the United States on (he 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.
[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for usc to transport
interstate or forcign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.5.) (33 CFR 328.3¢a)1)}
The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands"). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(2))
The presence of a tributary to an mterstate water or other waler of the US, {33 CFR 328.3 (a)(3))
[OJ The presence of wetlands adjacent? { bordering, contiguous, or necighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlunds 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:
] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed
Bd U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: TINLEY PARK.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: TINLEY PARK, 152.
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: TINLEY PARK, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. 8. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aenals (Name & Date): Frankfort, 2003
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:
Site Visit Conducted on: June 24, 2004
Other information:

OXROROOXKE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 1-3 are isolated and theretore not jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction {33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, naiural line impressed on the bank  []  destmaction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil [ other:
O welland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

— .

n & 7/

Recommended by: [ | ]3 [ Date: J%
VRG] Nﬂ [ S m

Approved bhy: Date:

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

occutrence of hydrophylic vegetation, hydnc soils and wetland hydrology}. Processes for determining wetiands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods desctibed in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

* Wetlunds sepurated from other walers of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natyral 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 NORTIIERN COOK
COUNTY V. US. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200400538

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 2 Aug 2004
PROJECT REVIEWNMETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Dale:

At the project site Y {Y/N) Date: June 24,2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Wlinois

County: Will

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.30.27.94

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 37.48.13.66

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aguatic resource’ O0-lac | I-3ac | 3-5ac | S-M0ac 10-25ac | 25-50ac | >50ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L [ = Ll u [ | |
River O 4% [ L] 1
Stream 0 | I 0 ] ]
Dry Wash O ] ] O O
Mudflat [ | 0 0O
Sandfat £] In ] [l
Wetlands ] | ] ] O [l
Slough L] [ ] L] ] [
Prairie pothole C] [ C O ]
Wet meadow [l ] L] [l m| [H [H]
Playa lake D [ | ] E E (W] 1 |
Vernal pool ] 0 C ] O ]
Natural pond 0 O 0 L] C]
Other water {identify type) O] ] O ] M |

ICheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-pavigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
Jurisdictional aguatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected ta Not Able To Make
to Occur Oceur Dytermingtion
1s or would be used as habltat for birds protected by Ll O |
Migratory Bird Treaties?
1s or would be used as habitat by other migratory hirds that | [J | | O ]
cross state lines?
Is or would he used as habitat for endangered species? J J ] ] ||
15 used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? T] ] = |

'Check appropriale boxes (hat 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 NJI} (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: Dearborn Group and Associates PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200400784 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [Field

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

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide {i.e., navigable
watcrs of the U,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® ( berdering, contiguons, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for thuse wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a) (7))

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

OO0 ¥ OO0 OO

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: HUNTLEY.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: HUNTLEY, HA 361.

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: ELGIN, 1925,
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 2002

Advanccd ldentification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducicd on: Junc 17, 2004

Other information:

OIXRRRORKRKE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): One isolaled wetland and one isolaled farmed wetland occur on the
subject property. lsclated wetlands are not regulated by the Department of the Army.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
BJ Unable io 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 Arca under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Arca under consideration is nol likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[0 Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the hasis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[L] This affice concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
X This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
—_—
Recommended by: R IMAL Q‘PN Date;,

13 T\ LA L
Approved by: v Y Drate: J M 7

'"Wetlands arc identificd and delineased using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delmeu%M.mual (87 Muanual) {1.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agnculrura] [ands may vary
from methods desenbed i1a the Corps Wetiand Delineation Manual (1987).

¥ Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.5. by man-made dikes or barriers, nameal river berms, beach duncs, aod the like are also
adjacent.




DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400784

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLLTED:

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

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Kate Bliss

Date: 8/2/04

In the office

(Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N)  Duate: 6/17/04

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

SITE CONDITIONS:

Tllinois

McHenry

42-12-6.0191, 88-22.55.9361
100

Kishwaukee River

Type of ayuatic resource’

0-1ac

1-3 at

ol
th
3
tn
—
=
H

25-50 ac Linear

feet

> 50 ac

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflai

Wellands

Slough

Prairie pothole

.

Wet meadow

Playa lake

]

Vernal pool

Nataral pond

Other water (identify type)
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ICheck appropriate boxes that bust 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 Professionsl Judgoxnt
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Nat Able Te Make
to Occur Ouvcur Determination
Ts or would be used as babitat for birds protected by 1 | Ll O (|
Migratory Bird Treatles?
1s or would be used as habitat by other migratory hirds that | BJ ] O ] |
cross state lines?
Is or wonld he used as hahitat for endangered species? X L
Is used to irrigaie crops sold in interstate commerce? [ B ] TJ

TCheck appropriute 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 [] Or Approved [X

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



