N

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

APPLICANT: Lake Co FPD PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: unnamed tribs to Redwing Slough and Mill Creek
FILE NUMBER: 200500703 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: X Office Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (aX2))

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

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

The presence of an isolated water (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 O DORO

Information Reviewed

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

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Site Visit Conducted on:; March 11, 2005

Other information:

ORXROLIRXOO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 1-7, 1|, & 12 all have a surface connection to a navigable
water of the United States and are therefore also waters of the United States under the jurisdiction of the Department of the
Army. Wetlands 1-7 are tributary to the Des Plaines River, a navigable water of the United States below Hoffman Dam, via an
unamed tributary to Mill Creek and Mill Creek. Wetlands 11 & 12 have a surface connection to the Fox River via an unamed
tributary to Redwing Slough and Sequoit Creek. Wetlands 10 and 13 do not have a known surface or subsurface conection to a
navigable water of the United States and are therefore not under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Army.

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

[] clear, natural line impressed on the bank [ldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
1 the presence of litter and debris Clshelving
[ changes in the character of soil [1 other

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated April 2005, prepared by Hey and Associates, Inc.
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: — 5 — Date: ?// [ // Vi br

Approved by: Date:

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

2 wWetlands separated from other waters of the U.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: 200500703

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michael Murphy

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

Date: 9-1-2005

(Y/N)
(Y/N)

Iilinois

Lake

Date: 9-1-2005

Date: 3-11-2005

4227 39.6914, 88 2 33.8235

100

Fox and Des Plaines

|°
-——
=
-

Type of aguatic resource’ 1-3ac | 3-Sac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac

25-50 ac

> 50 ac

Linear
feet

=
£l
=
El
2
¥
=

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

¥Yernal pool

Natural pond

OO0O0COOOOgcconoc
OO00O0OOOo00000
OO0O00CO0O0O0acno0r
OO0OO0OOoOxOO0C0oc
OOOOOOCOOoo00Oo00

Other water (identily type)

OCOOO00O000O000

UOOOEOOOOOCE0Os

OOO0O0OOO0000000

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

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Qcceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] O [} L] O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] O [ 0 O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? 1 ] ] ]
Is used to irrigate erops sold in interstate commerce? ] D [l 4] [l

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved

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

connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.S. occurrin

g onsite):




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

APPLICANT: Shodeen, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 402 acres and 367 acres located in Rutland and Plato
Townships, Kane County, [liinois (Sections 27, 33 and 34, T42N R7E and Sections 2 and 3, T41N R7E)

FILE NUMBER: 200400785 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [{Field

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

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

O There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.5.} (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
[l The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
Bd The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))
B The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7)
The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
[0 Other:
[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: PINEGREE GROVE.

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas; PINGREE GROVE, HA 232,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: PINGREE GROVE, 1962.

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

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date): DigiAir, Spring 2001 and Fall 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: July 1, 2004 by Jaimee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information: The information submitted to this office by Marlin Environmental, dated March 25, 2005

HXRKMXKORKXEK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): All of the wetlands (including farmed wetlands) on the 402 acres
north of Pingree Grove and the 367 acres south of Pingree Grove have a surface water tributary system connection to Pingree
Creek except for #4N on the 402 acres and Wetland | on the 367 acres. Pingree Creek flows into Tyler Creek, which is tributary
to the Fox River, a navigable waterway. Therefore, the aforementioned wetlands that have a surface water tributary system
connection to Pingree Creek are under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Anmy 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
[0 the presence of litter and debris (0 shelving
[] changes in the character of soils [0 other

X wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a}(4) through 328.3(a)(7)

X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not iikely 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 wetland delineation report dated , prepared by .
B This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. P / ) / -
S . 4 A
Recommended by: —i T Date: i / o

/ /
Approved by: T f _ Date: 9‘ /Q—‘/C‘ '

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

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.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: 200400785

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 09/02/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office {Y/N) Date: 09/02/05
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 07/01/04

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION: '

State: [Minois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Lat: 42-4-44, Lon: 88-24-26

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 402 acres + 367 acres

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

feet

Lake W L | L | L] L
River L] L | Ll [l | L] 0
Stream O O g 10 0 O O 0
Dry Wash O [O_ 10 14 0 W) O
Mudflat L] L] O ] [J | L] Ll
Sandflat L U L i L W] Ll ]
Wetlands ] [ L] Ul [:] LJ | EI
Slough g O O ] 0 L U [l
Prairic pothole [ O [ ] ] )] | ]
Wet meadow ] ] ] ] ] L] O] ]
Playa lake ] L1 Ll L) L] L] U ]
Vernal pool ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ]
Natural pond O ] ] ] [ ] [l |
Other water (identify type) M O O O O W M O

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

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

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




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

APPLICANT: Strauss Management PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northeast of the Intersection of Ohlendorf
Road and Kuersten Road in Monee, Will County, Hlinois
FILE NUMBER: 200500412 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office JField

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

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway,

o0 0 XXO

Information Reviewed

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

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U, S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: STEGER, 1990,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
U. S. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrials (Name & Date):Monee, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: August 30, 2005

Other information:

OROXROCOXKKE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland | and 2 are isolated and therefore not jurisdictional.
Waters of the U.S. 1 is a tributary to Deer Creek. Wetland 3 and the farmed wetland located adjacent to it are hydrologically
connected to a tributary 1o Deer Creek via a roadside drainage swale. There is a wetland that is not identified, in the November
19, 2004 delineation report. This wetland is located at data point 14 B that is adjacent to Waters of the U.S. 1,specifically located
at the southwest comner of the parcel and is jurisdictional. The farmed wetland located on the southwest corner of the property is
jurisdictional due to its hydrologic connection to Deer Creek via a ditch. The farmed wetland located north of Ohlendorf Road is
isolated and therefore not jurisdictional. Lastly, the farmed wetland located immediately south of Wetland 3 is isolated and
therefore not jurisdictional.

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

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

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
—
Recommended by: o Date: = ¢ M ©5

d
Approved by: f — Date: <9 n £ o 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 in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the 1.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: 200500412

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 26 August 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 3 Jul 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State; linois
County: Will

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4124'33.86 & 087 42' 12.94
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:

=
[
[

1-3 ac

ki
L
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®
-

10-25 ac 25-50 ac Linear

feet

-5 ac > 50 ac

[
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Type of aquatic resonrce’

=)
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E
]
L]
=1

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Stough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond
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0000000000000
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Other water (identify type)
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'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aguatic respurce area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Qccur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [ [}
Migratery Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O [ X [} [
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] 4| ] [ ]
1s used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? a O 5] O (]

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [[] Or Approved

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

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




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

APPLICANT: NWB Real Estate PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southeast of the Intersection of Deep Haven
and Route 6 in Jooiet, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200500903 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [<{Ficld

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.

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[[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.8.} (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway,

00 O XXO

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: JOLIET.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Attas: JOLIET, 89.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: JOLIET, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
U. 8. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Joliet, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: August 22, 2005

Other information:

OXOXCOOXKNX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland A and B are hydrologically connected to Spring Creek.
Spring Creek drains into Des Plaines River, a "navigable waters of U.S.". Wetlands C-G are isolated and therefore not
jurisdictional. Wetland H is adjacent to Wetland B, which is a tributary to Spring Creek, and is thererfore jurisdictional,

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

Recommended by: —S — Date: ( S—-Gp o5

v
Approved by: — [ = Date: & S E T

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

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



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR 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: 200500903

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 31 August 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project site Y (¥Y/N) Date: 22 Aug 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois
County: Wwill
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4132345 & 8802.0.12

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

SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 25-50ac | >S0ac Linear Unknown
feet

Lake L] ] [ | ] ] D
River | | L] L L ] Ll
Stream L L] Ll | L] Ll L] L]
Dry Wash [ | [ [t ] L] ] L]
Mudflat L ] L] L] L [ L] Ll
Sandflat ] O O O ] U [] [
Wetlands D El Z Ll - : E D
Slough O O [0 10 (] [] ] B
Prairie pothole 1 [ ] L] L] L ] L]
Wet meadow ] [ [] ] 1 0 | £l
Playa lake D D D D [:' El D EI
Vernal pool D D D ] ] ] ] D
Natural pond [:] [:] I:l ] ] ] [l D
Other water {identify type) ] I ] ] (] ] O U

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors’: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes Ne Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Ocenr Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] ] O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [} [} [ O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] ] O
Ts used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? L] ] P O ]

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

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




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

APPLICANT: Duncland Group PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Phase Two Weatherstone Lakes Residential
Development Northeast of Torrence Avenue and Lincoln Highway in Sauk Village, Cook County, lllinois (Section 19, T35N,
R15E).

FILE NUMBER: 200500870 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office XJField

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

Based on available information:

L] There are no watets on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

{TJ 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

ofthe 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))

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

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

O Other:

] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: CALUMET CITY, 1991.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):AirPhoto 1999

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 16 Aug 2005

Other information:

OXROXROOXOOO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Several small wetlands were scattered across the site, but did not
appear to exhibit a hydrologic surface connection to navigable waters. Wetlands on property are not under jurisdiction of this
office.

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

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[T] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by .

X] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. g
Recommended by: — Date: e //ﬂ /é
Approved by: Date:

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER:
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gagnon Date: 3 September 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the projectsite 'Y (Y/N) Date: 16 August 2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Mllinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41 -30-43.6916; 87 -33-20.6944

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 10

Name of waterway or watershed: Little Calumet River
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Other water (identify type)

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

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NID (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, oceurring onsite):




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

APPLICANT: Deer Lane Ventures PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Approx. 8(-acre parcel located north of Freeman
Road and west of Powers Road in Rutland Township, Kane County, lllinois (SW 1/4 of Section 10, T42N R7E}

FILE NUMBER: 200500727 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: 5] Office Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

[0 Other:

[C] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrelogic Atlas: HUNTLEY, HA 361.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Aerial Photographs {(Name & Date):DigiAir, Spring 2001, Sidwell Spring 1993
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: 4/1/05 & 6/9/05 by Jaimee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information: USGS Hydrological Atlas, Pingree Grove Quad., FEMA FIRM Map,

HENXROXKRX RN

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland A has surface water flow into Wetland B. Wetland B
flows south through a culvert under Freeman Road and into a large wetland complex south of Freeman Road. This complex
flows into Tyler Creek tributary which is tributary to Tyler Creek. Tyler Creek is tributary to the Fox River, a navigable
waterway. Therefore, Wetlands A and B have a surface water tributary system connection and are under the jurisdiction of the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Wetlands C, D, E and F do not have a surface water tributary system connection and are isolated.

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

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

Bd  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)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
] P Y
[[] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
gl

[J Headquarters 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 delineation report dated May 17, 2005 , prepared by Phoenix Em{lronmemal Inc.

[C] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
no e Yo ey ( ? / -
Recommended by: - Date: — _)
Approved by: - r — Date: / J ey

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

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



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S5. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500727

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 05/08/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 09/08/05
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 4/1/05 & 6/9/05

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Lat: 42-7-46, Lon: 88-24-40

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

Name of waterway or watershed: Tyler Creek/Fox River

SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of agualic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet
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Other water (identify type)

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors'; If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur QOccur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O 4] O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O ] X Ij (W]
cross state lines?
1s or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] D 4] |:|
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] O 3 B W]

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [ ] Or Approved X

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




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

APPLICANT: Maine Plastics PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kenosha Road and IL Rt 173 in Zion, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200501002 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office X]Field

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

Based on available information:

(1 There are no waters on the project site.

] 7here are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site,

(] There are waters of the United States on the praject site,

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the 1J.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 interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7)}

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 0O XKXO

Information Reviewed

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

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date);

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: July 13, 20035

Other information:

DXOOOO0000

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The swale and detention basin referenced as areas 1B and 2B were
excavated in non-hydric soils and were designed for the purpose of stormwater management. There is another swale beginning at
the eastern edge of the parking lot that drains to the aforementioned area 1B, which was also created in upland soils for the
purpose of stormwater management. Those areas are not under our jurisdiction but the site does contain Kellogg Tributary
Ravine on the southern property boundary and a wetland referenced as "W" that drains to it, these areas are considered "waters
of the U.S." and are therefore under the regulation of this office.

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

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [ldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [Cshelving

[ changes in the character of soil ] other

[ wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated June 29, 2003, prepared by Christopher B. Burke.

[ This office does not confirm your wet}and boundary )
— Glizfes
Recommended by: Date: .
—fF—

Approved by: Date;

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER:
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: September 12, 20063
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: September 12, 2003
At the project site (Y/N) Date: July 13, 2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -27-45.1550 87 -51-57.1377

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 10

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

feet
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Wetlands J ] ] J ] [ J [l
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Wet meadow ] ] Il ] | O ] |
Playa fake O O ([0 10 0 O O O
Vernal pool O O ] O] ] (] O ]
Natural pond ] ] ] ] ] ] [l ]
Other water (identify type) [ ] ] O [ O O |

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determinstion
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] ] ] O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
1s or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] ] O O &
cross state lines?
1s or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] O ] @] X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O ] [m] X

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




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

APPLICANT: Legat Architects PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: West Of Darrel] Road And South Of Burnett Road
In Wauconda, Lake County, Illinois {Section 21, T44N, R9E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500832 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

™ There are non-jurisdictionat waters on the project site.

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 O Ob0d

Information Reviewed

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

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

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: September 1, 2005

Other information:

OXCOOC0O00O0

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland A and B, as referenced in your delineation report, have no
identifiable hydrologic connection to a navigable water.

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

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

] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)}(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}(7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[[J Areca under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

(] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by .
[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
- _ , T O
Recommended by: - ' Date: /(J © S
Approved by: —"‘”"""5’"_-—" Date:

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 7,565 068%2

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y/N) Date: o<
At the project site /N) Date: - lo-
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Wlinois
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -16-41.5539 88 -10-49.5571
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 33
Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River Watershed
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Type of aquatic resource’ 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
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"Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of iselated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors": If Known 1f Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] ] [} )] B
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [[J O by O ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? | [l ] N
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] ] J ]

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [ ]  Or Approved

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.8. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: McNaughton Development PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Located at the Southwest Corner of
151st Street and Cedar Road in Homer Glen, Will County, [llinois
FILE NUMBER: 200500895 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office []Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

[0 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:

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

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

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

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or ather 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)(T)}

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 OxO

Information Reviewed

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

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

Aerials (Name & Date): Homer Glen, 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOOXODRXXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Fiddyment Creek and Drainage ways 1-3 are hydrologically
connected to the Des Plaines River, a navigable waters of the U.S. However, Wetland 2 is isolated and therefore not
Jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural line impressed on the bank [ destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris [[] shelving
[[] changes in the character of soil E1  other
[J wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

Recommended by: — 5 - Date: 2—3 S-J-p 0

}
Approved by: - j—""' Date: < ? S g med

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500893

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 23 Sep 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: Intheoffice Y  (Y/N) Date: 23 Sep 2005
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATEION INFORMATION:
State: Iinois
County: Will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41 -36-35.4893 & 87 -59-0.8381

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

SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet

Lake 0 ] L] Ll L] 0 (] 1
River L] U Cl L] Ll | Cl
Stream [l [l L Ll J | L
Dry Wash i} | | 1 ] L] L] Ll
Mudflat J LJ L] L | U L] CJ
Sandflat L] (] | L] | L] ]
Wetlands X O 0 10 0 O 0 0
Slough 0 [ | L L L M| [l
Prairie pothole O] 0 O ] ] ] ] 1
Wet meadow ] ] O ] | [l ] ]
Playa lake ] 1 il ] [] ] [ ]
Vernal pool [ ] ] (1 L] (] L] L]
Natural pond | ] ] [ ] ] ] ]
Other water (identify type) OJ U O d O [ O O

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

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJID (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: Malecky Builders PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southeast of the Intersection of Sauk Trail
and Pfeiffer Road in Frankfort, Will County, [llinois
FILE NUMBER: 200501095 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: X Office [ JField

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

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

0o 0 oxd

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: FRANKFORT.
U. S. 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. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

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

Aerials (Name & Date): Frankfort, 2001

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information;

O0OXROOXREXN

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The farmed wetland located on the subject property is isolated and
therefore not jurisdictional. However, the tributary located at the southern end of the parcel drains into Hickory Creek. Hickory
Creek then discharges into the Des Plaines River, a navigable waters of the U.S.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
{] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}7)
[ 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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by

[l This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
Recommended by: b e Date: 37 ;C‘O o=
Approved by: —J) Date: $ oceyp oy

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

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



INFORMATION SHEET

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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200501095

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Melyssa Cruz

At the project site

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

SITE CONDITIONS:

In the office Y

Date:

(Y/N) Date: 30 Sep 2005
(Y/N) Date:

Ilinois

will

4129 56.29 & 87 50' 53.83

Type of aquatic resource’

[—3

-1 ac

1-3 ac

w
i
M
-

5-10 ac 10-25 ac

25-50 ac Linear

feet

v
wn
[—]
=
]

o]
B
E
e
=
1

Lake

River

O

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

OOOCCd

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

Other water (identify type)

OO0 000ORCCEO00

O0O00D0OOCOO0OCO0Oac

00000 O0O0OCCOO0a
OCOCOOOOOo0DOo0o0E

R

OOOCOOCOO0s
OO0OOOOCOOO000oOc

OO0 OOOCOOCCoOOOoOca

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

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unkonown
Use Best Professional Judzment
Yes Neo Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occor Occur Determination
Is or would be nsed as habitat for birds protected by O [
Migratery Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] J X O O
cross state lines?
1s or would be used as habitat for endangered species? | O [ 0 X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] m] O O ]

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [J Or Approved [

OFITIONAL 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. cecurring onsite):




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

APPLICANT: Rob Kubik’ PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200500943 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). An approved JII is an appealable action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[l There are no waters on the project site.

There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

The presence of an isclated water (¢.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.

XK OO0 ©C.4d

ad

Infoermation Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrelogic Atlas: WAUCONDA, HA 207.

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WAUCONDA, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 135 Minute Historic Quadrangles: GRAYSLAKE 1960.
Acerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOXRCIKOROXE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): An isolated wetland is present on the subject property. The
Department of the Army does not regulate isolated wetlands.

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
[J the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil ] other
[0 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)
X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[C] Area under consideration is pot likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

—— _
Recommended by: : ate: /C‘ - 3'/n3__
J_\ '——' Date: /C'/ ? e J

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

Approved by:

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



INFORMATION SHEET

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

DISTRICT QOFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500943
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:
At the project site

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:

County:

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:

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

In the office Y (Y/N)

Date: 10-3-05

Date: 10-3-05
(YN} Date:

Ilinois

McHenry

42-21-9.5161, 88-13-51.9396
5

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of aquatic resource' G-lac | L-3ac

A
-~
=
»
"

10-25 ac 25-50 ac Linear

feet

> 50 ac

el
=
E
]
E]
=

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

LOO00C0oO0

Wet meadow

Playa lake

¥ernal pool

Natural pond

OOOOO00CXOOOO
OOCOOnOO00oOO0C0
OCOOCOCR OO O OE e §
OOCOCOOOO0OCOOOe
OOOCO0OO0O0OC0O0E
O0OOOOCOO00000d

Other water (identify type)

I

Ooca

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

jurisdictional aquatic resource area,

Migratory Bird Rule Factors": if Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Qceur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X O ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that X d O O [
cross state lines?
1s or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] O | =4} O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? & ] ] [H]

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

noen-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [J  Or Approved

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 or interstate commerce

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




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

APPLICANT: Seton Engineering Corp. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Parcel located north of Binnie Road and
west of Randall Road in Carpentersville, Kane County, Illinois (NE 1/4 of Section 18, T42N R8E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500563 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office PJField

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

Based on available information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

of the U.5.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

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

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

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

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

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

[ Other:

[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

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

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

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): Sept. 2004, no source

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: April 19, 2005 by Jaimee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information: FEMA FIRM

HRMXOOXRKRIEK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The 3 wetlands located on the subject property do not have a
surface water tributary system conncction and are isolated. Therefore, Wetlands 1, 2 and 3 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:

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

[l wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

[] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(2)(3} [attach copy of HQ rationale]

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

X - s P | . o
[ [ | , 4
Recommended by: - Date: [ f - | v D

!
!

Approved by: i j\ — Date: C::’ [ 2

'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 Jands may vary
from methods deseribed in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

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



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISIHCTION 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: Chicage
FILE NUMBER: 200500563

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 09/02/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 09/02/05
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 04/19/05

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Lat: 42-7-15, Lon: 88-20-25

Approximate size of site/property {including uplands & in acres): 10 acres

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

feet

Lake | L U | ] L | Ll
River | | L | ] Ll | ]
Stream L | | | [ L] L L
Dry Wash | 0 ] L L L] U L]
Mudflat Ll | U Ll | M| [l |
Sandflat L] ] ] ] (] ] (] [}
Wetlands ] 0 10 O O 0 m)
Stough O [0 10 1Jd O O O m
Prairie pothole (] 1 [] il [ [ u
Wet meadow O | ] P d g [l (]
Playa lake ] [l (] (] ] [ [l ||
Vernal pool L] [ L] L Ll L L |
Natural pond | 1 O ] O ] {1 ]
Other water (identify type) d | 1 [] [ Tl 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.

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

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




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

APPLICANT: Alps Development PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northwest of the Intersection of 88 Avenue
and West Pauling Road in Green Garden, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200500819 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [_] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[J There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

[[] The presence of interstate waters {including interstate wetlands’). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

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

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

[0 Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

USDA Natwral Resources Conservation Service Seil Survey for Will County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: FRANKFORT, 1990.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

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

Aerials (Name & Date):Green Garden, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: August 30, 2003

Other information:

OXROXOOXXMX

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

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
This office concurs with your wetland delingation report dated May 10, 2005, prepared by JFNew.
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: — - Date: | S-t?o 0SS

Approved by: — — Date: & Tre~ od

"Wetlands are identified and delipedicy using tik-cinivas and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) {i.e.,
ogcurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric seils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural fands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500819

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 31 August 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 30 Aug 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois
County: Will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coerdinates: 4123 57.27 &87 49 48.07

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

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Qceur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] O & [} O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? L] [l 4| 3]
Is used o irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? 1 ] | ]

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved

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




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

APPLICANT: Brad Johnson PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northwest of the Intersection of Norfolk
Road and Kings Road in Crete, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200500987 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [[] Office DJField

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

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

{_] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site,

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

The presence of wetlands adjacent” { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetiands. (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.

O0d 0O .OOo

Information Reviewed

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

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: STEGER, 1990.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.3-Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
UJ. 8. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Crete, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: August 30, 2005

Other information:

OXOROOXXARA

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

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
™  the presence of litter and debris (] shelving
[C1 changes in the character of soil ] other:
B wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

Recommended by: 5 - Date: I &P ggs

Approved by: — .~ Date: & Lre g

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

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



INFORMATION SHEET

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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500903

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office
At the project site
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Date: 31 August 2005
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(Y/N) Date: 30 Aug 2005
Illinois

Will

41274143 & 873917.63

ot
-
=
L)
-
:
L)
-]
o
@
th
L
=
™
[

Type of aquatic resonrce’' -5 ac 10-25 ac

25-50 ac > 50 ac

Linear
feet

o
=
E
e
L
=

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Yernal pool

Natural pond

OOOO0OOOoCOO0O0o0
O00OOCOOROCOO00
OO0OOOOO0C00000
] I
000D CO0OO000O0O00

Other water (identify type)

OOOOCOCO0O00O00
000000000008 00

OOOo0OOoOOooOoc00on

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

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors": If Known If Unkzown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O | X (|
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that [} ] X [ Tl
cross state lines?
1s or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] O A | ]
Is used to irrigate erops sold in interstate commerce? ] [ X [l O

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary []  Or Approved

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.S8. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Metra PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: East Side Of The Wisconsin Central Railroad Tracks, North Of
Cedar Avenue In Lake Villa, Lake County, Illinois (Section 33, T46N, R10E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500970 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

OO0 O O0Ood

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .

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

Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: Spring 2005

Other information:

OXOCOO0OXOOO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland |, as referenced in the delingation report, does not have an
identifiable hydrologic connection to a navigahle water.

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

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

[] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

BJ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary 0 ﬁ _)/
Recommended by: — R ' Date: et
Approved by: Date:

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

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the 1).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: 200500970

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office
At the project site
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:

County:

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:

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

Date: September 6, 2005

(Y/N) Date:

Y (Y/N) Date: Spring 2005
IMinois
Lake

42 -25-7.0296 88 -4-45.7523
1

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

Lake om0 o R ]
River [ A N O 0 O 0
Stream O[O0 10 18 0 0 O m
Dry Wask 0 O g 10 O 0 m ]
Mudflat CJ L] L] Ol | L] [] ]
Sandflat 0 O O 10 0 0 0 O
Wetlands [ Ll ] L] Ol ] 0] L]
Slongh L] L] L] [ L] L (] [
Prairic pothole [ ] [ ] ] [] [l (]
Wet meadow O 1 0 O] [l ] ] ]
Playa lake ] ] ] LJ L] [] O O
Vernal pool O ] ] ] ] [ ]
Natural pond ] | U] ] O | [ ]
Other water (identify type) O ] [ ] Ol ] ] 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,

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X
OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NIJD (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.5. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Funk Propertiecs PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Property Located on Weld Road South of Route 20
and West of Randall Road in Elgin, Kane County, Illinois (SW /4 of Section 16 and SE 1/4 of Section 17, T41N R8E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500641  PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

[ Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

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

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: .

Site Visit Conducted on: June 21, 2005 by Jaimee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information:

OXOOCOXOC

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

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

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

O wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
BJ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3{a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
DX Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
{71 Area under consideration is not Jikely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by .
[C] This office does not confirm your_\_g\.f.gtland boundary. N ;’ o
T SRk
Recommended by: — Date: -/ Il'
Approved by: — J — Date: P ey

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

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, naiural 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: 200500041

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: (09/06/05

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 09/06/05
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 06/21/05

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: lllinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Lat: 42-1-60, Lon: §8-20-29

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 3

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Other water (identify type)

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by | [} < L] ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | 0 [ O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O 0 O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? | O ] 4 |

'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 resonrce area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved &

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




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

APPLICANT: Duane Temme PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northeast of the Intersection of Church Road
and Route 1 in Unincorporated Will County, llinois
FILE NUMBER: 200500622 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

0o O aod

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: BEECHER WEST,
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: BEECHER WEST, 257.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: BEECHER WEST, 1990,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Aerials (Name & Date): Beecher, 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OO0OXROOXKXXIX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Farmed Wetlands 1 and 2 and Wetlands 1-4 are isolated and
therefore not jurisdictional.

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

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

[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(2)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[0 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
P e . g
Recommended by: —_ 2 Date: ( 2. <—‘”‘~”]o oY
Approved by: —, r — Date: S 2 JE o oes

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual {87 Manual) {i.e.,
occurrence of hydrephytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural Jands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manuak {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 JURESDICTION 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: 200500622

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 8 Sept 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 8 Sept 2005
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Hlinois
County: Wwill
Center coordinates of site by latitude & Iongitudinal coordinates: 41-21-22.2897 & 87 -37-54.3146

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

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

Lake
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Stream

Dry Wash
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Sandflat
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Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Yernal pool

Natural pand
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OOCOO 000000000
0000000000000

Other water (identify type)

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors™: If Known I Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes Ne Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oecur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O 3 O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O d B [ O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] O ] X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? L] ] ] [l 4]

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NID (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: HPI Elgin, LLC PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Property located south of Bahr Road and east of
Route 47 in Plato township, Kane County, Illinois (SE 1/4 of Section 8, T4IN R7E)

FILE NUMBER: 200400731 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office [Field

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

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

O Other:

[J Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: PINGREE GROVE, 1992.

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): AirPhoto USA October 22, 2002

Advanced [dentification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: July 7, 2005 by Jaimee W. Hammlt of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information: FEMA FIRM, the Preliminary Routine Wetland Delineation Report, dated May 24, 2004
(revised March 1, 2005), prepared by ENCAP, Inc.

RROXKOOKXOX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 on the subject property does not have a surface water
tributary system connection and is isolated. Therefore, Wetland 1 is not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers. The farmed wetland slide review completed by ENCAP, Inc. demonstrated that wetland signatures were not present
for enough years to qualify as farmed wetland. Therefore, there are no areas under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers on the subject property.

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

clear, natural line impressed on the bank [l destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[]  the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[] changes in the character of soils (0 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)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have becn 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 cancurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by .
[l This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. /
.- - —
Recommended by: Ty Date: q \ Z { O
[t -
Approved by: — __F — Date: 7 "f‘ e —

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



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

adjacent,

INFORMATION SHEET

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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400731

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office
At the project site
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:

County:

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:

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

Date: 09/12/05

(Y/N) Date: 09/12/05
(Y/N) Date: 07/07/05
Illinois
Kane

Lat: 42-2-47, Lon: 88-27-38
120 acres

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox

SITE CONDITIONS:

25-50 ac
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Type of aquatic resource’
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Other water (identify type)

OOoOOOOOCO0O0oC000o

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

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': if Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by 1 [ |
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that [l O [ W ]
cross state lines?
1s or would be used as habitat for endangered species? | H] ] O 4] [
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] 0O (] X []

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource arca.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved

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

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: Premier Prop Group PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Crystal Lake
FILE NUMBER: 200500602 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [} Office IJField

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

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 ® OO0 00

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory; CRYSTAL LAKE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: CRYSTAL LAKE, HA 253,

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date): 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY ..

Site Visit Conducted on: May 19, 2005

Other information:

OXXHNOOXORX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): One isolated wetland occurs on the subject property. Isolated
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  [T]  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris [J shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil [ other:
[0 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
P 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(2)(7)
X 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
[[] 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

[XI This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: e Date: 7 ,/9 Ve

Approved by: e e Date: G e

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

? Wetlands separated from other waiers 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 CORPFS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500602
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office

At the project siteY (Y/N)

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

Date: 9/9/05

(Y/N) Date:
Date: 5/19/05

Illinois

McHenry

42-12-41.8377, 88-21-5.0720
40

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of aquatic resource’ 91 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
fect
Lake U L] Ll ] Ll [l L]
River Ll j [ D E:l D Ll |:
Stream D D D D D D D E
Dry Wash O | O | O O [ [
Mudfiat (] L (] O C] L] L L]
Sandflat D D [:l D D D D C
Wetlands X Ll ] 0 L] L] ol L]
Slough ] ] ] ] D D
Prairie pothole ] Ll ] | [ ] Ol 0l
Wet meadow D D D D | D D D
Playa lake [:] D D L | D L L_-|
Vernal pool [:l I:l |:| |:| D D D D
Natural pond ] ] ] J ] ] | |
Other water (identify type) O [l ] O [ D O ]

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors’: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Occur Determination
1s or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X O ] O g
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | 4 O ] ] O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] O ] i ]
Is used to irrigate crops seld in interstate commerce? ] ] L] ] ]

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

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




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

APPLICANT: Nicholas Rama Enterprises PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southwest of Intersection of 143"
and Archer Avenue in Homer Glen, Will County, Illinois

FILE NUMBER: 200500689 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office JField

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

Based on available information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

L] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site,

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

O OX0O

00

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ROMEOVILLE.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ROMEOVILLE, 146.

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

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

Acrials (Name & Date): Elwood, 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: July §, 2005

Other information:

OROXONRKRXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Unnamed Tributary is a drainageway that flows into the Des Plaines
River, a navigable waters of the U.S. Wetland 1 the open water pond are isolated and therefore not jurisdicitonal.

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 O shelving
] changes in the character of soil [0 other
] wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

Recommended by: —BE@W Date: / é? 5__9—'[0 (&)

Approved by: Date:

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200500689

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 9 Sep 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 6 Jul 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Nlinois
County: Will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-37-35.2217 & 88-0-59.6801

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

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors™ If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Qccur Occur Determination
1s or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [} ] | L] ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ) || (| ) O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O O (] X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] O O ] [}

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved

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




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

APPLICANT: Rosol Construction PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: East of Fairview Ave and South of 65" St in
Downers Grove, DuPage County, Illinois

FILE NUMBER: 200500708 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X} Office X]Field

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

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands 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 ® 000

Information Reviewed

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

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: May 26, 2005

Other information:

OXKOOOXKREK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The waters of the U.S. within the project site are man made
detention ponds therefore they are not jurisdictional areas and the wetland area within the project site is isolated.

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

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

[] wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
(O This office concurs with g F r wetland delineation report dated , prepared by

[0 This office does not co| N-ﬁytn
1\

Approved by: Date:

94— 150 ¢

Recommended by: Date:

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

? wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S, by man-madc 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.S5. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500709

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: September 19, 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office } Date: September 19, 2005
At the project site @) Date: May 26, 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Ilinois
County: DuPage
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-46-8.4594 & 87-59-33.7442

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:
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10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet

Type of aguatic resource’

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond
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Other water {identify type)

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

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] 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: Khayat Enterprise PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: North Of IL Route 120, 1/4 Mile East Of IL Route
83 In Grayslake, Lake County, Illinois (Section 35, T45N, R10E)

FILE NUMBER: 200501064 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [_] Office IXJField

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

Based on available information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

0od 0O oo

Information Reviewed

U. §. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. 8. Geelogical Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:

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

Advanced 1dentification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: September 27, 2005

Other information:

OxXOCOOO0000

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Weiland A, the 0.95 acre wetland referenced in your delineation
report, did not exhibit an identifiable hydrologic connection to a navigable water.

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

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

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated . prepared by

[C] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary D 5/
Recommended by: - Date: /
Approved by: Date:

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200501064

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: September 29, 2005

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site Y  (Y/N) Date: September 27, 2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: llinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -20-18.0936 88 -1-38.0122

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

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

feet

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

¥Yernal pool

Natural pond
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Other water (identify type)

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors : If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by £l O ] J P
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be nsed as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] i | ] [
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] L1 L] X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ ] [} i Ol

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):




