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

APPLICANT: Gunna Construction PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 96 Acre Praperty Located Southwest of West
Bartlctt and Spitzer Roads in Elgin and Bartlett, Cook County, Tllinois (Section 32, T41N, R9E).

FILE NUMBER: 200500061 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office B Field

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

Bascd on available information:

[ 1here 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 Uniled States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

(<] There arc 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.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

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

[0 The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 {a}35))

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

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

O Other:

[0 Section 10 walerway,

Information Reviewed

U. §. Fish and Wildlife Service Nativnul Wetlund Inventory: WEST CHICAGO.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: WEST CHICAGO, 114 202,

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

U. 5. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date): Cook County 1999 and 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducled on: 2 December 2004

Other information:

OXHOROCOXRRXAN

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above):
Wetand Area 1 drains to the southwest into a tribulary o Brewsler Creek, which drains to the Fox River, a navigable water. Area
2 drains into Area 1. Area 3 appears 1o be isolated. Area 4 drains into a storm sewer that drains into the tributary to Brewster
Creek, Area 5 and sowe small caltail pockets not shown on the delineation likely drain into Area 4. As long as the site is being
actively mined, the wetlands identified are not under jurisdiction of this office.
Lateral Iixtent 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
O the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
(O changes in the character of soil [0  othern

[0 wetland houndary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
[0 Unable to confirm (he 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 to have heen 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

[3 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by .
[] ‘This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. / / 0
A 2.(H {-‘f
Recommended by: Date: [- f 2. { 7
Approved by: o Date: .

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual {87 Munual) (ie.,
oceurrence of hydrophytic vegetution, 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 foun other waters of the U.S. by mun-made dikes or barriers, natural rver berms, beach dunes, und the like are ulso
adjacent.



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500061
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Steve Gagnon Date: 21 December 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the projectsite Y (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinvis

County: Cuuk

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41 -59-33,2206; 88 -13-52.2945

Approximate size of sitefproperty (including uplands & in acres}): 96

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac I-3ac | 3-5ac | S5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac » 50 ac Lincar Unknown

feet

Lake LI Ll | [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [}
River Ll LJ Ll Ll [ L] L [
Sixeam N O = R A u
Dry Wash D 9 H O [ ] O O
Mudflat ] ] | ] | ]
Sandilat ] [ ] L] l | L] | [ ]
Wetlands i Ll Ll X L] L L] [ ]
Slough [ O] | [] ] [ [] [
Prairie pothole D - O W] [l J d [l
Wet meadow ] E | | ] 1 il [l
Playa lake ] D H O i ] O [l
Vernal pool O [0 R m
Natural pond O i [ 3 il O [l d
Other water {{dentity type) 0O | 0 0 O J 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 resonrce ares.

Migratory Bird Rule Faciors's If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able T'o Make
to Occur Oceor Determingtion
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by 2 O O | [
| Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habliat by other mipratory birds that | [X] LJ L] Ll (]
cross state lines?
Ts or would he used as hahitat for endangered species? O O O | X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? D D D D E

'Check appropriate boxes (hut best describe putential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, Intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [[] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJID (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or inlerstate commercy
conncelions; and paragraph 4 — sile informalivn vn waters of the U.S. oceurring onsite):




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

APPLICANT: SEJ Development, Inc
PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: SE comer of 97" Street and Jackson Street, Unincorporated Downers Grove, DuPagc
County/Des Flaines River

FILE NUMBER: 200400739 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [ Field

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

Bused on available information:

[J There are no watcrs on the project site.

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

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:

{1 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project sitc,

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

interstate or forcign cormmerce, including atl 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))

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

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

[] The presence of wetlands adjacent® { bardering, contignous, or neighboring) to interstate or other walers 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 infermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairic potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

O oOther:

(] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

U. 5. Geologicul Survey Hydrologic Atlas: SAG BRIDGE, HA 149,

LUSDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.
11. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minutc Topographic Mups: SAG BRIDGE, 1993,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles;
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Acerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY ..
Site Visit Conducted on: May 18, 2004

Other information:

OXREFECOOOXRRE

Rationale for Basis {applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland withia the project site did not have a surface drainage
connection to any navigable waters of the U.S. therefore the wetland areas on site arc isoluted.

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

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

[ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jfurisdiction:

[ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), ur 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 Areca under consideration is pot likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratary 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 datcd , prepared by
[[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: [Ta) ] Date: /2 /:?O /0 —
Slaliv]] -SIGNEB { ! ¥

Approved by: Date:

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

! Wetlands separated [rom olher waters of the 1.8, by man-made dikes or barriers, natura! river berms, beach dunes, and the like arc aiso
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: 200400739

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: December 30, 2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office ) Date: December 30, 2004
At the project site } Date: May 18, 2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Llinois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitnde & lengitudinal coordinates: 41-42-39.1139 & 87-56-37.6074

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 9 acrcs

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines River
SITE CONDITIONS:
‘Type of aquatic resource’ O-lac | t-3sc [-3Sic [ 5-10ac 2} S0 at ke
Lake Ll ] L | [ | ] |
River O m| LJ L] ] LJ [ ] 0
Stream D ﬁ D D |:| ] D D
Dry Wash D ﬁ D D : [: D B
Mudfat B - —-_ . | O] ]
Sandflat 1 O O O [l ] D
Wetlands L] [ ] ] O i ]
Slough O O [ [ ] O [l O
Pralrle pothole O L] ] [ O O O ]
Wel meadow £l D | J ] O ] ]
Playa lake LI L Ll Ll ] O] ]
Vernal pool D |:| D ] ] D
Natural pond [] [ ] | O [l O
Other water (identify typc) D [:l D ] —ﬁ O ]

'Check appropriate boxes (hut 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™: x| HKnown
' { e No

Ts or would be used as habltat for birds protected by ] ] ] i
Migratory Bird Treaties?

Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds thai (] d ] ] |
cross siale lines?

Is or waould he used as habitat for endangered species? || O O Ll X

Is used to Irrigate crops sold in interstate commeree? O O m| B

Check appropriate boxes (hat best describe potential for apphcahlllty 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. vecurring onsite):




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

APPLICANT;: Barrington Engineering COnsultants PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kildeer/Indian Creck
FILE NUMBER: 200500050 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [ ]Field

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

Based on available information:

X There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

[ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdiclional walers 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 uscd, 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 ¢bb und [low of the tide {i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(n)(1))

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

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

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

The presence of an isclated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (inciuding intcrmitient streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wellands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or nawmral ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

OO O a4d

Information Reviewed

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

U. 5. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LAKE ZURICH, HA 208,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.

U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: T.AKE ZURICH, 1993,
). 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: LAKE ZURICH, 1960.
U 8. Geolagical Survey 15 Minuic Histone Quadrangles: GRAYSLAKE; 1920.
Aerials (Name & Date):Lake County 1939 & 2000, PhotoMapper 2001 & 2002
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Sile Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOXHXNNRRO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The farmed wetland on (he sile has no cwrent or demonstrable
historic conncclion 1o a navigable water of the United States (no culvert under Old McHenry Road) and is therefore not a water
of teh Uniteds States under the junisdiction of the Department of the Army.

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

[3 clear. natural line impressed on the bank [CJdestruction of icmresinal vegetation
[3 the presence of litter and debris Oshelving
[ changes in the character of soil [ other

[] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

$d Unable to confirm the presence of walers 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 heen jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[J Headquaricrs declined 1 approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3¢a)(3) [attach copy af HQ rationalc]

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

& This office does not confirm your wetland boundary 0
e Date: &OJ E Cz /91

Recommended hy:

Approved by: Date:

'"Wetlands arc idcntificd and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
accurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric seils and wetland hydrology). Processes for delermining wetlands on agricutural 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 bastiers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the liks 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 ENCINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER:
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michael Murphy Date; 12/1772004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N} Date: 12/17/2004
At the project site {(Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Mlinois
County: Luke
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitndinal coordinates: 42-12-30.7891

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

[ 3.5ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 25-50ac | »50uc Linear

feet

Type of aquatic resource

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

O0OoEOoyd

Slough

Prairie pothole

DUqUEDDﬂDD

Wet meadow

Tlaya lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

OOOOO0O55OOO0Oes
I
O0OO0O0CO0O0OCOo0

OO OO OORO A COEm ;
qulj EEEEEE S [:!EI N

OO0aa
30

Other water (identily type)

O0OOOOOoOO0a0Oc Ec_
Ed

'Check appropriate boxes that best deseribe type of jsolated, nuo-navigable, intra-state water present and hest estimate for size of non-

jurisdictiomal aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
tu Ocecur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat Tor birds protected by O a [ O |
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Ts or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | L] g & ] O
crosy state lines?
Is or would be nsed as habitat for endangered species? | L1 | | ] ||
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstaie commerce? E l I E

'Check appropriale boxes thal best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Rird Rule tn apply to onsite, nnn—ju;isdictiunal, isolated,

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [

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

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




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

APPLICANT: Ernest Siefert

PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northwest of the Intersection of Summit Drive and Washington Avenue/Winfield
Creek

FILE NUMBER: 200400875 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)

Bascd on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

B4 There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters af the United States on the project site.,

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determinstion;

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

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

The presence of interstate waters (including interstatc wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(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 neighhoring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
cxcept for those wellands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}7))

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

Qther:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X OO0

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: NAPERVILLE.
U. 8. Geolegical Survey Hydrologic Atlas: NAPERVILLE, HA 154,

USDA Natural Resources Conservalion Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.
U. 8. Geolegical Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: NAPERVILLE, 1943,
UJ. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles;

1. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): October 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on; October 21, 2004

Other information: DuPage County Wetlund Inventory Map

HXNOROOXNKHEK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The drainage ditch within the project site flows into a stormwater
inlet structure.

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

[ clear, natural line impresscd on the bank [Cldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris Clshelving
il changes in the character of soil [ other

[ wetland boundary
Rasis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundarics
[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[0 This office does not confirm yoyr wetland boundury,

Daie: IL’ 2-'%'011

Recommended by:

Approved hy: Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and eriteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophylic vegetation, hydric soils and wettand hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural iands may vury
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (1987).



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

adjacent.

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400875

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

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 (CO0OK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

Dicdra Willis

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Date: December 29, 2004

In the office
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:

\ } Date: October [ 1 2004
} Date: October 21, 2004

Illinois

DuPage

41-51-54.3116 & B8-9-47,7338
4.2 acres

Winfield Creek

Type of aquatic resource’

z
5

1-3 ac

3Sac

510 ac 10-25 ac

> 50 ac Linear.

feet

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal paol

Natural pond

Other water (identily type)
drainage ditch
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'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, inira-state water present and hest estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aguatic resouree area,
Migratory Blrd Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
' Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicied Not Expected to |~ Not Able To Make
to Decur 3 Occur Determination
15 or would be used as habitat for birds protected by (] 1 a [ [
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used us habitat by other migratory hirds that (] ] ] [ B
cross state lines?
Is or would be used ay habitat for endangered species? E | | | 1
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O [

TCheck appropriate boxes that best deseribe potential for applicability of the Migratory BRird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, 1solated,
non-navigahle, 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: Roso! Construction Inc.
PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 65" and Fairvicw , Village of Downers Grove, DuPage County

FILE NUMBER: 200400508 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office (JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-33(). 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.

[0 There are both watcrs 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 praject site.

[0 The prescnee 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 al! waters which ure subject to the ebb and flow of the tide {i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.)y (33 CFR 32B.3{a)1})

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

The presence of a tributary o 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 thosc wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

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

Other:

Section 10 watcrway.

OO0 X OO0

Information Reviewed

4. 5. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetlund Inventory: HINSDALE.

1. §. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: HINSDALE, HA 86.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Susvey for DuPage County.
U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: HINSDALE, 1993.

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Namc & Date):

Advanced Idcntification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY ..

Site Visit Canducted on: October 21, 2004

Other information: wetland delineation dated February 2004 by Planning Resources

HXROOOXMNXE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Hydrology to the project site occurs from surface runce to the low
areas on site. The wetlands on site do not have a direct connection to a navigable waterway.

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

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

[ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[ Unable 1o confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(2)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)7)
B Arca undcr consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is nat 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
D This effice concurs with your wetland delineation report dated . prepared by

e, ORIGITAL-STENED e (T 290

Recommended by:
Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delinested 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 Delinsation Manual {1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.5. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, besch 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: 200400508

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: December 29, 2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETEM: In the office {Y/N) Date: September 2004
At the project site {¥/N) Date: October 21, 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: DuPage
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4-11-0.0198 & 87-44-42.6576
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 2+

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

1-dac 3-Sac 510 ac 10-25 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Type of aquatic resource’

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudilat

Sandflat
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Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal poal

Natural pond
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Other water (identify type)

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': f Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes Na Predicted | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
tog Oceur Oceur Determination
Is or would be used as habltat for birds protected by O W]
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 ] B
| s used io Irrigate crops sold in interstate commeree? - L ] L

!Check appropriate boxes that best deseribe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply te 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 conditlons; 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 1.S. occurring onsite):




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

APPLICANT: South Holland Bank Trust No. 4459 PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northwest of the
Intersection of W. Crete Monee Road and 8. Steger Monee Road in University Park, Will County, [ltinois
FILE NUMBER: PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [XIField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (J1)) (For Sites repulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved ID is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are ne waters on the project site.

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

[3 7here are waters of the United States on the project site.

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

Bd There are no junisdictional watcrs of the United Statcs present on the project site.

[0 Thec prescnce of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the 11.5.) (33 CIFR 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 mtemate water or other waler of the US, (33 CFR 328.3 {#)5)

The presence of wellunds adjucent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
exccpt for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 32K.3 (a)}{(7})

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

Other:

Section 10 walerway.

00 0O OO0

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory; STEGER.

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlus: STEGER, 209,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey [or Will County,
U. 8. Geulogical Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: STEGER, 1990,
U. 8. Geotogical Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles: STEGER, 1930.
U. 8. Geological Survey 15-Minute lisforic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date): University Park, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: December 22, 2004

Other information;

ORCOXCOREIRKED

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Area la-Farmed Wetland and Area 1b-Farmed Wetland are both
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
[3 the presence of litter and debris [3 shelving
[J changes in the character of soil [0 other
O wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)7)
B3 Area under consideration is likely 1o have been jurisdiclionul under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Arcu under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rulc criteria

] Headquarters declined to approve juriadiction on the hasis of 328 3(a)3) [arach copy of HQ) rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
D This office coneurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by

| SIGIRACSIGNED . oo o v

Recommended by:

Approved by: _—Fj — Date: L2 PECe 7

'Wetlunds are identified and delineated using the methods and eriteria esteblished in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (..,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agriculwral lands may vary
from methods deseribed in the Corps Wellind Delineation Manual (1987).

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



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U8, SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. IL.5. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500136

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 22 December 2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
Atthe projectsite 'Y  (Y/N) Date: 21 December 2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: TMinois

County: Wwill

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41 25 15.77

8743 19.87

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

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

leet

o I m
River O ] O ]
Stream o o igte - O O
Dry Wash O O O O [ O
Mudflat ] | I O il [ ] [ ] [ ]
Sandflat (] D L || |}
Wetlands [ d 0 0 O O] | I [
Slongh | O [l O [ O
Prairiv pothole ] O H D D D | I D
Wet meadow [l O [l ] | ] ] 3
Playa lake O | Ol ] O ) L
Vernal pool L] L} L L] L ] [] O
Natural pend ] [ ] 1 [] [] [ ]
Other water {identify type) [ U O O O ] [ ] [ ]

!Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, inlra-siale water present und best estimate for size of non-

|_jurisdictivnul aguatic resource area,

Migratory Bird Rule Factors ': If Known If Unknovn
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Oceur Determination
Is or would be used as hahitat for hirds protected by )] C o] O . ]
Migratory Bird Treatics?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O B4 ] ]
cross state lines?
Is ar would be used as habitat for endangered species? O [ [4] [] | e
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] [ () [

fi¢ resource area.

"Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to ansite, nom -]unsdlchnnal isolated,

non-navigable, intra-state

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 inferstate commerce

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




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
LLS. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago Districy

APPLICANT: Mr. & Mrs. Carpenter PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Easl of [-55 und Strip Mine Roud in
Wilmington, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 2005001535 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:

1] There ure no walers on the project site.

B4 There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

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

(] There are hoth 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 praject 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 arc subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigahle waters
ol the U.S.} (33 CFR 328.3¢a}(1))

The presence of intersiate 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 walers of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands, (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(7)}

The presence of an isolated water (¢.g., intrustate lukes, rivers, strcams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandftats, wellands, sloughs, prairic potheles, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds),

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

o0 O Ooad

Information Reviewed

U. &. Fish and Wildlite Service National Wetland Inventory: WILMINGTON.
1. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas;

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Mups: WILMINGTON, 1993,
1. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadranyles:

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

Aeriuls (Name & Datc): Wilmington, 2002

Advunced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: December 14, 2004

Other information:

OXOXOOXREXE

Rationale for Basis (applies tv any boxes checked above): Wetland A and Wetland B are isolated and therefore not
Jjurisdictional,

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicaled by:
(O clear. natoral line impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[_—_I the presence of litter and debris O shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil [] other:
[J wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unablc to confirm the presence of waters fisted in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a){4) through 328.3(aX7)
£ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
{1 Area under consideration is not likely have heen jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

RecummendedQBJﬁJ_Nﬁ :;“.J‘Igl | ’ F__ Date: 2IDECO (/

Approved by; _ — § ~ = Date: 2 7 PEc oy

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

2 Wetlunds sepuruled 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. .S, ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

MSTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200500155

REGULATORY PROJECT MANACER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 21 Dec 2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (YN) Date:

At the projectsite 'Y (Y/N) Date: December 14, 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: will

Center coordinates of site by lutitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41 18.15.82
88 12.22.77

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

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

Migratory Bird Rule Faclors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicied | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Ts or would be used as habitat for birds protected by W] O ] -1 d ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as hahitat hy ather migratory birds that | ] i £ || ||
cross state lines?
15 or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] u [ [] L]
Is used o irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] X O

Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for appHcability 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 SUPFORTING NJ1) (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 — stte information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite);




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

APPLICANT: Ruybec Munugement Co. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southwest of the Intersection of
191* Street and U.S, Route 45 in Mokena, Will County, 11linois
FILE NUMBER: 200400552 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Otfice JField

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

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

B There are no jurisdictionul walers of the United Statcs 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 transporn
interstate or forcign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.5.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

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

The presence of a tributary to an 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,
sandtlats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

O drl

[] Other:
[ Section 10 waterway.
Information Reviewed

B U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Welland Inventory: TINLEY PARK.
Bl U.s. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: TINLEY PARK, 152.
B USDA Natural Resowrces Conservation Service Svil Survey for Will County.
B U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: TINLEY FARK, 1993
B U.s. Gevlogicul Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles: TINLEY PARK, 1929,
3 U. 8. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
E Aerials {(Name & Date): Mokena, 2002
[3 Advanced Identification Wetland Maps; o
[ Site Visit Conducted on:
O Other information:

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 thebank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
]  the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
]  changes in the character of soil 1 other:
[0 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
[ Unable t confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328 .3¢a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(z)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[ Areaunder consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migralory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area undes consideration is pot likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[J This office concurs with your wetland delincation report dated , prepared by .
[0 This office does not Kr firm STG/RTE Bundary
y : ~co ¢/
Recommemﬂ B‘G‘E L) Dhate: 2 p€CO
Approved by: -.S_ — Date: 2/¢ 7F c o &

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

T Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.8. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river herms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET

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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400552

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

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

SITE CONDITIONS:

In the office
At the project site Y

Date: 21 Dec 2004

(Y/N)
(Y/N)

Date;

1linois

Will

41 32 .27 2087
87 -51-8.7625
Des Plaines

Date: 21 Dec 2004
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ICheck appropriate boxes that hest describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and hest estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors™: H Known IF Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Oceur Determinution
§s or would be used as habitat for hirds protected hy O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
1s or would be used as habitat by other migratory hirds that ] | 5] O [}
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? H ] [ ] E
Is used to irrigate erops sold in interstate commerce? ] [ O

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

non-navigable, inira-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: Cambridge Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Macom Corporation Property located North
of 91% Street and East of 248" Avenue in Naperville, Will County, IL
FILE NUMBER: 200401135 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 ne waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

B& There are no jurisdictional waters of the United Stales 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., navigablc watcrs
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

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

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

The presence of wetlands adjacent® { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other watcers of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (aX7)}

The presence of an isolated waler (¢.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.

g 0O 004

Informatien Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: NORMANTOWN.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: NORMANTOWN, 210.

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

U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadranglcs: NORMANTOWN 1953,
L. 5. Geological Survey 15-Minutc Historic Quadrunyles:

Aerials (Name & Date):November 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Sitc Visit Conducted on;

Other information:

OOOXROOKKXEEAE

Rationale fur Basis (applies to any boxcs checked above): The wetlands identified within the project site are isolated wetlands
in the Du Page River watcrshed and are non-jurisdictionul. NO PERMIT REQUIRED.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

BJ  1his office does not co urm '
Recommended by: WKL LSYl G NED Date: 2 7 Ao v 4

- OS — Date: 2 Pt ¢ o

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

Approved by:

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



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: 200401133

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Ron Abrant Date: 29 NOV 2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site (Y/NY Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Will

Ceater coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coerdinates: 41-43-2 / 88-13-26

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 4

Name of waterway or watershed: Tributary to DuPage River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ O-lac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | &10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Lincar Unknown

feet

T.ake [ ] | ] LJ L [ ] [ ]
River % i.—_l —D L] :.| :
Stream | [l [l ] L] ] O
Dry Wash O O O C ] O L]
Mudflat ] O 10 ] O ] O
Sandfiat 0[O0 g0 ] O O m
Wetlands 0 ® (O [0 O 0 10 m
Slough O [] O [0 O] O EI D
Prairie pathole ] |l O U ] 0 ]
Wet meadow % D [] I:l ] ] ]
Playa lake ] 1] ] I:j l ] ]
Yernal pool O ] O O ! ] ] O]
Naturul pond ] ] J ] J in [l
Other water (identlfy type) [ O O O O F ] O

ICheck apprapriate hoxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-siate water present and hest estimate for size of non-
jurisdictivnal aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors'; If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Sudgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceyr Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] (W] Ll
| Migraiory Bird Treatics?

Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O [} | [ ]

cross state lines?

15 or would be used as habital for endangered species? || [ | [] B ]

I5 wsed to irripate crops sold in interstate commerce? a [ ] [} ]

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

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

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUTPORTING 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
conneclions; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.5. sccurring onsite):



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

APPLICANT: Michael Jabaay PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Lot at 15608 151* Street (PIN (05-08-300-
020) in the Fiddyment Creek watershed in Lockport, Will County, [L (SW 1/4 Scc 8 T36N RI11E)
FILE NUMBER: 200500176 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: ] Office []Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are ne waters on the project site.

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

(O 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 projeet site,

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or forcign commerec, 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 3281 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjucent® ( 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.

0o O OO0

Information Reviewed

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

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atias: MOKENA, 204,

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

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

Aerials {Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: previous submittal from the prior property awner RON BROMBEREK - 200000859 -

I

P

ROCCOCOKK

Rationale for Basis (applies tn any boxes checked ahove): The wetlands identified on the property arc isolated wetlands in the
Fiddyment Creek watershed and are non-jurisdictional waters. NO PERMIT REQUIRED.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
B Unubie 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)
B4 Arca under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[l Areaunder consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional undcr pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

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

BJ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
Recommended by: - [ D Date: 2/72 C 2 ey
Approved by: — Date: 72 72c 2 oe o

"Wetllands are identifivd und delinested using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delingation Manual (87 Manual) {i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrelogy). 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 ULS. 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. 1.§. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200300176

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Ron Abrant Date: 3 DEC2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office @’N J Date: 3 DEC 2004
At the project site (YLD Date: NA
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Hlinois
County: Will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-36-47 / 87-59-55
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 3
Name of waterway or watershed: [solated Wetland in Watcrshed of

Fiddyment Creek / Des Plaines River
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Type of aguatic resource’ [ 1925 | 2580 -} Lincar Unknown

feet .
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Prairie pothole )
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Ovher water (identily type}

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

Migratory Bivd Riile Factors': C . IEUnkagwi - i
' I . .. Use'Best Professional Judgment " .
T . | .7 | Predicted .|~ Not Expected to | Not Able To Make
B T i oo s ] oQeear - Oeeur [ Determination
1s 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
cross state lines?
Is or would he used as habitat for endangered species? [] [] ] []
Is used to Irrigate crops sold In interstate commerce? O <] []

'Check appropriate boxes (hut best deseribe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule ta apply to ansite, 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 FURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Harvard Aggregate PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Hurvard, McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200400926 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [JField

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

Bascd on available informalion:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

[X] there are hoth watcrs of the United States and non-jurisdiclional 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 transporn
interstatc 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) L)

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 LIS, (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent? { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
cxcepl 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 inlermitienl streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 walerway.

OO0 X OXKAO 00

Informalion Reviewed

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

U. §. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

LISDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survcy for McHcnry County.,
L. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: CAPRON, 1970.

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:  August 19, 2004

Other information:

OXXRRHEOERCC

Rationale for Rasis (applies to any boxes checked ahove): Wetland 1 is a 1.1-acrc isolated farmed wetlund localed in the
north central portion of the property. Wetland 2 is a drainageway and associated wetland located along the eastern property
boundary. The drainageway flows to Lawrence Creek, which drains to Piscasaw Creek. Piscasaw Creek flows to the
Kishwaukee River, which drains to the Rock River a navigable waterway under Department of the Army jurisdiction.

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
O the presence of litter and debsis [0 shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil [0 other:
B4 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[ Unablc to confirm the presence of walers 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 junisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have heen jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule critcria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated October 2004, prepared by Hey and Asscciates, Inc.
] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended hy:MNE D Date: / Zz / .? / oy
Approved by: — ‘_)-‘ — Date: /2 77 - Y

Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methnds and eriteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) {i.e.,
occwrence of hydrephytic vegetation, bydnic soils and welland hydrology). Processes for detennining wetlands on agricultural tands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (1987).

 Wellands separaled [rom 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 NG JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. US. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICIE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400926
Date: 12/3/04

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGLER: Kate Bliss

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project siteY (Y/N) [ate: §/19/04
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Dlinvis

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-25-52.0536, 88-38-16.6174

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 140

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

feet

T.ake Ll ] 1] L || [ L L]
River L] O 10 10 L] 1 Ll
Stream O 10 10 | E O ||
Dry Wash [ Ll E D L]
Mudflat | | [ ] O
Sandflat O ] O L OJ |
Wetlands il ] T E dJ ]
Stough 0 0[O0 g % O 0
Prairie pothole [ ] [ in ] L]
Wet meadow O | O ] ] [l (1
Playu luke O [0 0 ! O D O]
Vernal pool O O O O |
Natural pond ] O O T 0 % O
Other water (identify type) ] O ] O O O

ICheck appropriate boxes that hest describe type of isolated, non-nuviguble, inlra-state water present and hest estimate for size of non-
jurisdictions] aqualic resource area.

Migratory Rird Rule Factors’: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Occur Tetermination
Is ur would be used as habitat for birds protected by o 1 || )] ||
Migratory Bird Treatics?
Is o would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | B ] [} O O
crass state lines?
Ts or would be used as habital for endangered species? 0 B ] [}
1s used to irrigale erops sold in interstate commerce? 0 B

1Check appropriate hoxes that best describe potential for applicubility of the Migratory Bird Rule ta apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolutud,
non-naviguble, inlra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUFPORTING NJD (¢.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale nused to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.5. occurring onsite):




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

APPLICANT: Ebla Enterprises, [nc.

PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 6538 & 6544 Bentley Avenue, Willowbrook , DuPage County, [llinois
FILE NUMBER: 200400973 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.

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

[J There are waters of the United States on the projcct sitc,

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] There are na jurisdictional waters of the United Statcs present on the project site.

[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were uscd 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.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 vr other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

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

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

Other:

Section 1{ waterway.

00 ® 000

Information Reviewed

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

USDA Matural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage Counly.
L. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minule Topographic Maps: HINSDALE, 1993,
U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

L. S. Geological Survey 15 Minutc Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: November 30, 2004

Other information: DuPage County Wetland Inventory Map

HHOOOOMEMRX

Rationale for Basis (applies te any boxes checked above): wetland within project area does not appear to have a hydrological
connection to a navigahle waterway, thercfore it s an isolaled wetland.

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

(] clcar, natural line itnpressed on the bank [Cdestruction of terrestrial vcgetation
[ the presence of litter und debris [shelving
[3 changes in the character of sail (] other

[J wetiand boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdictioa:

] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(u)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(#) through 328.3(a)(7)
[] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
{1 Arca 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]

Caonfirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[] Ihis officc concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
O This ottice does not confirm your wetlund boundary.

Recommended bﬁ - S - Date: /L/f Z

RIGINAL SIGNED

"Wetlands are identified and delincated using the melhods and criteria established in the Carps 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 Wellund Delineation Manual (1987).

Approved b

2 Wetlands separated from other waters of the 17,5, by man-made dikes or barriers, natural tiver berms, beach dunes, and the like are alsa
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: 200400973

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: December 8, 2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N} Date:
At the project site {Y/N) Date: November 30, 2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4146231156 & 8721315007

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

Name of waterway or watershed: Flag Creck

SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of aquatic resource’
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Other water (identily type)

1Check appropriate hoxes that hest describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

|_jurisdictional aguatic resourcc arca.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': ) If Known If Unknown
Use Rest Professional Judgment
Yes Na - Predicted Not Expected to. Not Able To Make
Lo Oceur QOccur Determination
Is ur would be uscd as habitat for birds protected by O ﬂ
Migratory Bird Treatles?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O O O «
crass state lines?
1s or would be used as habitai for endangered species? O [l L ] &
Is wscd to irrigate crops sold in inlersiaie commerce? [ O O D E

'Check apprapriate hoxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rul¢ to apply te onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state agquatic resouree 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
conaections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the 1.5, occurring onsite):



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

APPLICANT: Jucksvn Capital PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200400098 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [XFicld

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD)(For sites regulated under 33 CTR 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 informaticn:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

B4 There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

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

[ There are both watcrs 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, ur were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
inlerstule or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and tlow of the tide {i.e., navigable
waters of the U.5.) (33 CFR 328.3{(a} 1)}

The presence of imerstate warers (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 these wetlands adjacent 1o other wetlands, (33 CFR 328.3 (u)(7))

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

Other:

Section 1{} waterway.

00 ® OO Od

Infurmation Reviewed

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

L. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Servey 15 Minute Historie Quadrangles: MCHENRY, 1944
Acriul Photographs (Name & Date): 2002

Advanced ldenfification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY ..

Nite Visit Conducted on;

Other informatian:

OOXXEOXRREOE

Rativnale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): T'wo isolated wetlands are located along the southern property
boundary on the subject property. [solated 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  cleur, nuturul line impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[l the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
D changes in the character of seil [0 other:
[0 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unuble (o confirm the prescnee 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] Arca under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[0 Area under consideration is not likely have heen 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) raticnale]

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

Recommended by: 1 ‘}'%HL Fo W P ————-Ratc:
Approved by: ‘_—J‘_e“ b’(JIJED Date: /2 /9 ey

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

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the 11.8. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400998

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

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

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATEON:

State:
County:

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

Name of watcrway or walershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:

Kate Bliss

Date: 12/8/04

In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 8/24/04
Illinois
McHenry

42-27-3.3658, 88-25-59.6981
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1Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isoluted, nun-naviguble, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would he used as habitat for hirds protecied by B ] L] ] O
| Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migralory birds that 5] (] ] O O
eross state liney?
Is or would be used »s hubilat for endungered species? [] | | | | | |
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [] [] [] ] (]

"Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applical;lity of the ﬁigratory H;'d Rule ta apply to onsite, nnn-ju;sdictional, isolated,

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource aren.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary []

Or Approved [X]

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




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DBECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicagno District

APPLICANT; Mary Lucas PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 17615 Altenburg Rd, Harvard, IL
FILE NUMBER;: 200500002 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project sile.

B There are non-jurisdictionul 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 walers on (he project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] There are no jurisdictional watcrs 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
warers of the 11.5.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)( 1)}

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

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other waier of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (2)(5))

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

O ® 0O0Od

Information Reviewed

L. 5. Tish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: HARVARD,
. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .

USDA Mational Resources Conservalion Serviee Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. 8, Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. §. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Nume & Datc): 2002

Advanced ldentitication Wetiand Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY ..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map

XORXROCOOEOX

Rativnale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): One isolated wetland exists on the subject property. Isolated
wetlands are not regulated by the Department of the Army.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiclivn (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Waler Murk indicated by:
clcar, natural linc impressed on the bank [0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[J the presence of litter and debris []  shelving
|:| changes in the character of sail [0  other:
D wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

[0 Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328,3(u}(3) [attach copy of HQ rationalc]

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

Recommended by: —_—m Ir\ .o f:' h ED Date:

T RETaTY - el I hAT N L,
Approved by: —_— & - Date: /2~ G/ OY

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

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



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISIMCTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U5, SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V., U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500002

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 12/8/04

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 10/21/04

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-26-33.2305, 52-32-30.5870

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 6

Name of watcrway or walershed: Kishwaukee
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Qther water (identify type)

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

1

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicied Not Expected Lo Not Able To Make
1o Ceeur Oceur Determinution
Is or would be used as hahitat for birds protected hy B ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory hirds that ] ] O O O
cross state lines? e
Is or would be used as habitat for endanperad species? ] ] ] Ed LI
Is used tu irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O O O i |}

ICheck appropriate boxes that best deseribe potentinl for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
| nen-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 o determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the 1.5, occurring onsite):



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

APPLICANT: Duke Realty Limited Partnership PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Parcel located north of Liberty
Street and east of Mendian Parkway in Aurera, DuPage County, Illinois (S 1/2 of Section 16, T38N RIE}

FILE NUMBER: 200500125 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office BJFicld

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

Based on avaitable information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

[] There are bath waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the projcct sitc.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[J The presenee of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transpart
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which arc subject to the ebb and ow 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 intcrstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(5)}

The presence of wetlands adjacent’ { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to inlerstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to ather 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: The three man-made drainage swalcs on-site are not under the jurisdiction of the USACE.

Section 10 waterway.

OX O OO0

Infarmation Reviewed

U. 5. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: NAPERVILLE.

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey tor DuPage County.

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: NAPERVILLE, 1993,

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

L. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minutc Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): DigiAir Spring 2001 and Falt 2{)02

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: December 7, 2004 by Jam1ee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information: DuPage County Wetland Map, the information submitted by Duke Construction dated
November 29, 2004, the information submitted by RAIL, dated October 13, 2004, November 4, 2004 and December 1, 2004, and
the information submitted by Gardner, Carton & Douglas, dated Deccmber 1, 2004

KEXOROOXMOX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The three (3) man-made drainage swales on the subject property are
not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engincers. [ reviewed the data points taken by V3 and took 3 data peints
myself. I found that the soils in the swales were not hydric {as did V3) and were Made Land, Orthents {not Aquents). Since the
swiles do not exhibit hydric soil characteristics, they do not meet 2ll three criteria for wetland.

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

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

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

[0 Headguarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the hasis of 328.3(a)(3} [attach copy of 11Q raticnale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

(] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by .
[l This office does not conﬁD-R.—lj @houndary, / “i
£ ! |
Recommended by: A-ES-]’:GN_ED Date: ‘ ?"{ } J ] ‘)
Approved by: -S- — Date: /)8 78Sy




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

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

adjacent.

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER:

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

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

Jaimee Hammit

Date: 12/10/4

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office {Y/N) Date: 12/1/04
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 12/7/04

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Lat: 41-46-39, Lon: 88-12-51

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

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox/Waubonsic
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aguatic resonrce’ O-lac | I-3ac | 3-5ac | S5-10ac 10-25ac | 2550ac | >S0ac Linear | Unknown

Teet
Lake | L] | H H ] i [l
River D D [ 1 [
Stream O d ] ] O H L O
Dry Wash D D D D D D
Mudflat Ll L] £l Ll L L] Ll Ll
Sandflat D a D D D D— |:|
Wetlands 1 ] 1 ] W [l ] ]
Slough H H g ] ] ] D
Prairie pothole | O J I;I ]
Wet meadow ] [l [l ] ] D [l ]
Playa lake O O O O 0 O 0 O _
Yernal pool ] | ] Ll Ll Ll Ll L
Natural pond (] [l | H| [l D T D I
ther water {identify type) P O O A g O O O
CAYVAL SWald.

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isvlated, non-navigable, intra-stute waler present snd best estimate lor size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judement
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Ocenr Oceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by | ] ] | =
| Migralury Bird Treatics?
Is ar wouald be used as habitat hy other migratory hirds that O ] ] m| X
crosy stule lines?
Is ar wauld he used as hahitat for endangered species? ] ] LJ ||
Is used to irrigate crops sold In Interstate commerce? O O O [ ] 4

'Check appropriate boxes that best deseribe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule (v upply (0 vnsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-naylgable, Inira-state aquatlc resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved X



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



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
LL.5. Army Corps of Engincers, Chicago Districl

APPLICANT: Mackie Consultants
PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: West of Naperville Road and North of I-88 on Warrenville Road in the City of
Naperville, DuPage County, lllinois

FILE NUMBER: 200400821 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office PJField

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

Based an 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 praject site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[ There are no jurisdictional waters af the United States present on the project sitc.

[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 11.8.) (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 thase 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), nudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie pothoeles, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Seetion 10 watcrway.

OO X OO0

Information Reviewed

[ u.s. Fish and Wildlifc Service National Wetland Inventory: WHEATON.

[ U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Allas: WHEATON, HA 148,

[X] USDA Natural Resources Conservation Scrvice Soil Survey for DuPage County.
(X U.S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WHEATON, 1993.

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

{1 U.Ss. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

] Aerial Photographs (Nume & Date):

[0 Advanced [dentification Wetland Maps: _

<] Site Visit Conducted on: October 21, 2004

B Other information: DuPage County Wetland Inventory Map, Lisle Township, 11

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland and drainageways within the project site are isolated
because they do not have a surface water connection 1o a jurisdictional waters of the LS.

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

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank { Idestruction of tcrrestrial vegetation
[J the presence of litter and debris [(shelving

] changes in the character of soil [ other

[] wetland houndary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

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

£J  This office does not c‘(ﬁﬁit\vet]md boundary.
Recommended hy: e l NAL S lG I uE D Date: /2.~ /( |
Approved by: Date:

"Wellands are identilied and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (87 Manusl) {i.c.,
accurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands om agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

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



DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400821

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

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. 1.8, ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

Diedra Willis

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMILETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Date: December 15, 2004

In the office
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:

(Y/N)

Date:

(Y/N) Date: October 21, 20604

Illinois
DuPage

88-7-27.

1+

0798/41-48-34.3553

West Branch DuPage River Watershed

Type of aquatic resource’

1-3 ac

3-Sac

25-50 ac

Linear
feet

> 50 ¢

Unknown

Lake

River

Stream

_Dry Wash

0]

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairic pothole

Wet meadow

Playa Iake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

Other water (identify type)
pond
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'Cheek appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for slze of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors™: If Known 1T Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yex No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is vr would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] || X
Migratory Bird Treatles?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O ] O X
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] [ ] | ] |
_Is used to irrigate erops sold in interstate commerce? [] J O

“iCheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for apphtabnhry of the M:gralnry Rird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, solated,
non-navigable, Intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary O or Approved B

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




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

APPLICANT: Village of Franklin Park PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Industrial Park area northwest of Belmont
Avenue and River Road in Franklin Park, Cook County, 1llinois

FILE NUMBER: 200400876 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [{ Office (XIField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the praject site.

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

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

[0 7here are both watcrs of the Uniled States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[ There we no jurisdictional watess of the United States present on the project site.

[0 The presence of walers which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for vse to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject Lo the ebb and (ow of the tide {i.e., navigable waters
of the U.8.} (33 CFR 328 3(aj(1))

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

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

[ The presence of wetlands z;v.djz;u;t:m2 ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the U5,
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 intermiltent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadaws, playa lakes, or natural ponds}.

[0 Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

Bd U.s. Fish and Wildlife Servicc National Wetland Inventory: RIVER FOREST.
B U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: RIVER FOREST, HA 206.
[} USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.
[ U.S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:
O U. S. Geologicul Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
[] U.s. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: ___
[] Aerials (Name & Date):
[ Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:
B Site Visit Conducted on: 14 December 2004
&I Other information: Huff & Huff, Inc. Wetland Report

Rationale fur Basis (applics to any boxes checked above):
Wetland arcas formed in depressional areas along the property edge and along the Metra railroad tracks. No off-site drainage
was visible to the Des [laines river.

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

clear, natral line impressed on the bank [J destruction of terrestrial vegetation
O the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[l changes in the characler of soil [d other

O wetland baundary
Rasis for Declining Jurisdiction:

] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(2)(2), or 328.3(a}4) through 328.3(aX7?)
BJ Areaunder consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule ¢riteria
O Area under consideration is not likely 1o have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule critcria

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

Confirmalion of Wetland Boundaries
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated June 2004, prepared by Huft & Huff, Inc.
[] This office docs not confirm your welland boundary.

Recommended by: ()Ngwaf gléd)&'»f’ Date: __/ Z"{é“ L‘?V

T

Appraved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Weltand Delineation Manual (87 Manual) {i.e.,
vecurrence of bydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Pracesses for determining wetlands on agriculmral lands may vary
from methods deseribed in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual {1987).

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the 118, hy man-made dikes or barriers, natural river betms, beach duncs, and the like are also
adjacent.



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400876

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 16 December 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N} Date: 16 December 2004
At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 14 December 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Mlineis
County: Cook
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-56-17.1440 / 87-51-34.5061
Approximate size of site/property {including uplands & in acres): 11 Acrcs
Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines Basin
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Other water (identify type)

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes Nn Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by L] || L &
| Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as hubitat by other migratory birds that [ O [ o - O

cross state lines?




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

APPLICANT: Haeger Engineering PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY': Kildeer/Indian Creek watershed
FILE NUMBER: 200500051 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X) Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

B There are no waters on the project site.

O There are non-junisdictional waters on the project site.

{71 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 sitc.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

X Therc 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 Lo transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebh and tlow of the tide (i.e., navigablc waters
of the U.5.) {33 CFR 328.3(a)1))

The prescnee of inlerstale walers (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)2)

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

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( hordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to inlerslate or vther walers of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (aX7))

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

QOther:

Section 10 waterway.

0O O 000

Information Reviewed

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

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LAKE ZURICH, HA 208,

USDA Nulural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.

U, 8. Geologicul Survey 7.5 Minule Topugraphic Maps: LAKE ZURICH, 1993.
1. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minule Historic Quadrangles: LAKE ZURICH, 1960.
1. 8. Geolagical Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: GRAYSLAKE; 1920,
Aerials (Name & Date):Lake County 1939 & 2000, PhotoMapper 2001 & 2002
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other informalion:

OOXKHKRREKO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked ahove): The wetland on site drains under Rt 22 to a larger welland adjacent
to the south side of Rt 22. This wetland has no current or demonstrable historic surface connection to a navigable water of the
Uninted States und is therelore 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 [CDdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litler und debris {Tshelving
7] changes in the character of soil E] other

{1 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundarics

[0 This office concurs witl, your we lineatio . prepared by .
Bd This office does not c% %mm D ‘;)_ / /
Recommended by: -~ Date: / &0‘ 6 9/

Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delinested using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occnrence of hydrephytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agriculiural lands may vary
{rom methods deseribed in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manuaj (1987).

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



INFORMATION SIIEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.8. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORFS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500051

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michael Murphy Date: 12/20/2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Dale: 12/20/2004
At the project site (Y/N} Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Tllinvis
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitndinal coordinates: 42-11-58.4416
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 88-2-94131
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Other water {identify type}

1Check appropriate buxes that best duseribe type of isolaled, non-navigable, intra-state water present and hest estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area,

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Ahle To Make
to Qcenr Oecur Drelerminglion
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by L1 ] X O O
| Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [J ] [ L O
cross state lines?
Is or would he used as hahitat for endangJ species? ] ] | | [ L]
Is used to irripate crops sold in interstate commerce? D E ]

"Check appropriate boxes that best describe potentinl for applicability of the Migratory Blrd Rule to apply to ensite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatlc 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 polential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. nccurring onsite):



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

APPLICANT: City of Elgin PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Parcel located south of Route 20 and West of Route 31
in Elgin, Kane County, [llinois (S 1/2 of Section 23, T4!N R8E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500040 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office X]Field

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

Based on available information:

[1 There are no waters on the project site.

B4 There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site,

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

D€ 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.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
[0 The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'), (33 CFR 328.3 (a)X2)
[] The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. {33 CFR 328.3 (2)(5))
[0 The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordering, contiguous, or aeighboring) to interstate or other waters of the LS,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7)
The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairic potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or nalural ponds).
] Other:
(O Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

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

USDA Naturul Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane Counly.

U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ELGIN, 1992,

L. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute 1listoric Quadrangles:

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

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): no name or date {sent in by Hey and Associates with October 18 submittal)
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on; December 2, 2004 by Ja:m(.c Hammit of the USACE, Chicago Disirict
(Other information:

OXCRXCOMERE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked abuve): The on-sitc old gravel pit, excavaled pond and swale are not under
the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. The swale and excavated pond do not have a surface water tributary
system connection to the Fox River and the old gravel pit would typically be exempt from Corps jurisdiction.

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

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

O wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[(J Unable to confinm 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}
[0 Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
Bd Arca under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[0 Headquarters declined 10 approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of 11Q rationale]

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

[0 This office daes nmw&bﬂm - |Z'! 2// { O Lff

Recommended by:
Approved by: 5 - Date: 7’2 /2)/“' |l

"Wetlands arc identiticd and delincatcd 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 fands may vary
[rom methods desenbed in the Corps Welland Delimeation Manual (1987).

? Werlands separated from other waters of the 11.5. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, heach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicage
FILE NUMBER: 200500040

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

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

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

Jaimee Hammit

In the office
At the project site

Date: 12/21/04

(Y/N) Date: 12/1/04
(Y/N) Date: 12/2/04

State: llinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Lat: 42-1-13, Lon: B8-17-33

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 140 acres

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ Olac | 1-3ac .} 35ac | S-i0ac 10-25ac ;| 2580=c ] >S50 ac
Lake [ [ | ] [] L] UJ L [ ]
River Ll L [} LI in m| L] L]
Stream ] EL ] O [ %
Dry Wash Cl ! H ] | O L]
Mudlat J [ ] M| ]
Sandflat ] O ] ] ] D 1
Wetlands : Er D— D l:l D E] ]
Slough [l O O [0 0 O O
Prairie pothale D r ! L] [ L —
Wet meadow |:| D D D D D
Playa lake [l O m] O [ L] L]
Vernal pool O L] [ ] [l L] LJ | L)
Natural pond O Q O O ] O Ol O
Other water (dentify type) l | ] < ] ] | E |
swale, excavated pond and oid
gravel pit

'Check appropriate boxes (hat best describe type of isalated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best cstimale for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': nbwn -
e e g 3 Professional Judgment o .
N Ne._ Fredicted | Not Expected 1o’ | Not Abie To Make
_ 1 R Ovenr Detérmination. -
Is or would be used as habitat for birds pretected by O O X L] ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or wonld be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] W] & [ L]
cross state lines?
Is or would he used as habitat for endangered species? [] L | O [m] d
Is used to irrigate crops sold In interstate commerce? [] O O X

'Check appropriate boxes that brst deseribe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onslte, non-jurisdictional, iwlnu-d,_‘
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [J  Or Approved X

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





