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

APPLICANT: Principal Construction PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northeast of the Intersection of
Joliet roa dand East 107™ Street in Bolingbrook, Will County, NMinois
FILE NUMBER: 200500633 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [X]Field

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

Based on available information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

X XXO

0

Information Reviewed

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

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

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

Aerials (Name & Date): Bolingbrock, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps;

Site Visit Conducted on: August 8, 2005

Other information:

OXOXOOXXMK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Area | and Area 2 are hydrologically connected to the Des Plaines
River, a navigable waters of the U.S. The ditch, which is a part of Area 3 that connects Area | and Area 2 is also jurisdictional.
Area 4 is not a wetland and is therefore not jurisdictional.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

Recommended by: S - Date: /Z»a““?

Approved by: - J — Date: (e acy=5—

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500633

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 10 August 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 8 August 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois
County: Will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-41-37.5191 & 88-2-14.5262

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

SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac 1-3 ac 3-S5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet

Lake | ] ] U | O ] ]
River D D D D [:l EI D D
Stream D D D D D D D D
Dry Wash O [ L] L £l L U L
Mudflat ! L L U] | L] ]
Sandflat D D D D D D D D
Wetlands L—_| D L] [ O D D [:]
Slough | | O | O 0 [ Ll
Prairie pothole [:| |:| ] LJ O] 1 D D
Wet meadow I:} D |:| |:| D D D D
Playa lake E] D L] [l I ) O D
Vernal pool ] O ] ] L] [l O L]
Natuoral pond D | {1 [:| ] L] O l:l
Other water (identify type)} X O il ] [l [ O O

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors": If Known 1f Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occor Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] g P4 ] (]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O X [l O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] X O ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? | O X O O

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

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




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

APPLICANT: Ken & Marsha Carpenter PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: South 0of 1-55 and Route 129 in
Wilmington, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200500155 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office DJField

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

Based on available information:

(J There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[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

ofthe U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

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

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

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

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

[ Other:

(0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: WILMINGTON.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: WILMINGTON, 306.

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

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

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

Aerials (Name & Date): Wilmington, 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: June 28, 2005

Other information:

OXOXOOOXNK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wctland A and B are adjacent to Wetland D which drain into a
tributary of the Kankakee River. Wetland C is isolated and therefore not jurisdictional. In addition, there is a pond located on the
subject property property that drains through an underground plastic pipe that daylights, forming a drainage swale discharging
into Wetland D and is therefore jurisdictional.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

Recommended by: —_ S — Date: | e ’4"*‘-4 oS~

Approved by: —J - Date: (& Ao >

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




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

adjacent.

INFORMATION SHEET

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

COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500155

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 5 August 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMFPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 28 June 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Iltinois
County: Will

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.18.15.82 &£88.12.22.77
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:

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

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [X] 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: Town & Country Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Sect. 11, T44N R8E
FILE NUMBER: 200500603 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). Anapproved ID is an appealable action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project sitc.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X OXO OO0

Information Reviewed

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

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

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date): 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOXRXOOOXXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 and Farmed Wetland 2 are tributary to the Fox River
and jurisdictional under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. Wetland 2 and Farmed Wetlands 1, 3, 4 and 5 are isolated and not
regulated by the Department of the Army.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[XI This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated December 2004, prepared by Hey and Associates, Inc.
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: __ S — Date: 6/ 2’}’ oS

Approved by: 3 ] Date: P 2 S Py oo

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

2 Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the likc 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: 200500603

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 8/22/05

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 5/19/05

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illineis

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-18-20.3745, 88-16-11.376%

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 200

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
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'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water prescnt and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

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




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

APPLICANT: CJR Enterprises PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Parcel located north of McDonald Road and east of
Corron Road in Plato Township, Kane County, illinois (SE 1/4 of Section 36, T4IN R7E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500716 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office X]Field

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

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

[0 The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( berdering, 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))

E

D

O

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
andflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
Other:
[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ELBURN, HA 229.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ELBURN, 1993.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: July 12, 2005 by Jaimee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information: FEMA FIRM, Routine Wetland Delineation Report, dated May 17, 2005, prepared by ENCAP,

KEXXXROOXX XX

Inc.

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Stony Creek flows into Otter Creek. Otter Creek is tributary to
Ferson Creek. Ferson Creek is tributary to the Fox River, a navigable waterway. Therefore, Stony Creek is under the jurisdiction
of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Wetland | is connected to Stony Creek by drain tiles, but there were no observable inlets
or outlets on the property and therefore, Wetland 1 is not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

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

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

[0 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[ 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 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
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. /
- [ / i
Recommended by: O Date: >/ / /
Approved by: —§ — Date: / (42 / og—

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500716

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 08/26/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 08/26/05
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 07/12/05

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Lat: 41-59-30, Lon: 88-22-58

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

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

feet

Lake L Ll L [l L L L L
River U | L L | L L Ll
Stream ] | L L M| L ] Ll
Dry Wash | | | {1 O L] Ll
Mudflat L] L Ul U L] L] LJ L
Sandflat L] L] Ll | L] Ll L ]
Wetlands ] [ 1 U] 1 1 [l ]
Slough ] O | | [ O O] |
Prairie pothole ] [l O O ] [l O ]
Wel meadow ] O] O | | ] ] ]
Playa lake | | ] ] Ll Ll U |
Vernal pool |:| |:| D D D |:] D |:|
Natural pond D [:| D |:] |:| D [:] D
Other water (identify type) ] | O O [ O O E]

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

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

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
nen-navigable, intra-state aqualic 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: City of Elgin PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Parcel located at the NE comer of Randall Road and
College Green Drive in Elgin, Kane County, [llinois (SW 1/4 of Section 21, T41N R8E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500344 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [XField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

B4 There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

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

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): DigiAir, Spring 2001

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: March 31, 2005 by Jaimee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information: FEMA FIRM, Terracon Wetland Delineation Report, dated November 3, 2004

HMXMXXOOXOON

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Based on the exhibit that Terracon submitted in their November 3,
2004 Wetland Delincation Report, the only jurisdictional arcas on-site are the wetlands just west of the tributary to Otter Creek.
David Moon of Terracon originially stated that he was not sure what the exact property boundaries were, but never clarified
them. So, just in case, I'm addressing these wetlands and the tributary of Otter Creek, since they would be under the jurisdiction
of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. The tributary of Otter Creek flows to Otter Creek, which is tributary to Ferson Creek,
which is tributary to the Fox River, a navigable waterway. The wetland just east of Randall Road and the detention basin are
both isolated and not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

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

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

B wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

T %/)(ﬂ-/@

Recommended by: — Date:
] ]
Approved by: — J — Date: ad 25 ey~

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology}. Processcs 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 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 VY. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicage
FILE NUMBER: 200500344
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office

Date: 08/26/05

(Y/N) Date: 08/26/05

At the project site (Y/N) Date: 03/31/05

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Lat: 42-1-12, Lon: 88-20-9

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 27 acres

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

feet

Lake [l D [j U D D D D
River L] L L] L L L] L L
Stream L] [ Ll M| L Ll Ll O
Dry Wash [ O | il O | Ll L
Mudflat L L L U | L [ L
Sandfiat L Ll [l U £l Ol L |
Wetlands [ | [:] O Il [:] ] [:]
Slough | | | ] ] U | U
Prairie pothole O il O J 1 ] [ [
Wet meadow J d 1 O ] ] ] ]
Playa lake L] O L ] ] | [ Ll
Vernal pool ] O O 1 (] O ] O
Natural pond ] ] ] [l ] ] O ]
Other water (identify type) ] | O O ] N dJ O

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

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

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

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




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

APPLICANT: Village of Mokena PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northwest of the Intersection of Walnut Lane
and Schoolhouse Road in Mokena, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200501044 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office []Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X 000

Information Reviewed

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

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

Acrials (Name & Date):Mokena, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: __

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OO0OXROORRKEK

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

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

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

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

[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
Recommended by: — S — Date: R 2D 45‘-? 0.5'
Approved by: J Date: Cr A4 ~s S5

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE; Chicagoe
FILE NUMBER: 200501004

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 24 August 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 24 August 2005
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: IMinois
County: Wwill
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4132.12.71&87 52.42.61

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

SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 18-25 ac 25-80ac | > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet

Lake Cl L [ L Ul L] L U
River [ Ll [ L] L [l L [
Stream D G D D D D D D
Dry Wash ] D L] D [:l D D D
Mudflat L] L ] Ll |l LI Ll 0
Sandflat Ol L] ] Ol E [ I:.l [l
Wetlands g D D D E] (1] I:] []
Slough O O O O [l W] L] L]
Prairic pothole O ] O O OJ O] [ L]
Wet meadow [:] ] D ] D D D D
Playa lake D ] L] [l E.] [ Ll L]
Vernal pool D D D D D D D D
Natural pond U L[] Ol [:1 ] [ £l L]
Other water (identify type) O [ | [ O 1 ] 1

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

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [1 Or Approved X

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




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

APPLICANT: Nicor Gas PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Along lllinois Route 22, Illinois Route 59 And Cuba Road
In Lake Barrington, Deer Park And Lake Zurich, Lake County, Illinois

FILE NUMBER: 200500367 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:

[T There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 O XROO

Information Reviewed

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

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

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: July 22, 2005

Other information:

OXOOCOO000ad

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland |, as referenced in your July 2005 Wetland Investigation
Report, is under the jurisdiction of this office because it is connected to Flint Creek that drains to the Fox River, a navigable
water. Wetlands 2-7, referenced in the July 2005 Wetland Investigation Report, are considered isolated and are therefore not
under the jurisdiction of this office. In addition, as stated in our April 4, 2005 determination, Wetlands 1, 2a and 4-13, as
referenced in your Wetland Investigation Report dated January 2005, are under the jurisdiction of this office due to their
hydrologic connection to a navigable water. Finally, Wetlands 2-3 and 14-16, as referenced in your January 2005 Wetland
Investigation Report, are considered isolated and therefore not under the jurisdiction of this office.

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

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

X wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

BJ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated January 2005 and July 2005, prepared by Huff & Huff,
Inc..

[0 This office does not confirm vanr wetland boundary

Recommended by: Date:

G et BB S i j o
Approved by: ] Date: Z W
PP y o




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

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

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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500367

Natural pond

Qther water (identify type)

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leftler Date: August 3, 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site (Y/N) Date: July 22, 2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -11-29.5722 88 -7-7.6753

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

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

feet
Lake L] Ll L] L] LJ | L LJ
River L 0 L L] ] O | U]
Stream | L [ L ] L U
Dry Wash LJ Ll L] 0] [ O O |
Mudflat Ll Ll Ll Ll L Cl U Ll
Sandflat L L L L Ll Cl [l LJ
Wetlands O ] ] ] [ [ 0 4|
Slough [ L] L L L] L] U |
Prairie pothole 0 O OJ [l O [l [l ]
Wet meadow O [l [l [l ] ] O |
Playa lake (] | L [l L] Ol O L
Vernal pool ] ] [l [ O [] ] ]
LJ L] [ L L] L] Cl 0
] ] L L ] ] O O

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

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [ ] Or Approved [X

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




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

APPLICANT: B&R Truck Specialists PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southeast of Route 83 and Jeans Road South
of Burr Ridge, DuPage County, [llinois/Des Plaines River

F1LE NUMBER: 200500057 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office XJField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 0 00X

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: SAG BRIDGE.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: SAG BRIDGE, HA 149.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): Fall 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OXEKXONOXRKKK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland areas 1,2,3,4 and 7 are adjacent to the Des Plaines River,
which is adjacent to the project site. Wetlands areas 5 & ¢ are isolated.

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

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

[] changes in the character of soil [ other

(] wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

Recommended by: \ \ ED Date: X \1 S

Approved by: Date:

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500057
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Diedra Willis Date: August 3, 2005

)

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office

At the project site

Date: August 3, 2005
Date: June 9, 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-42-23.9572 & 87-56-19.5157
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 9

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines River

SITE CONDITIONS:

|=
—
]
]

3-5 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac Linear

feet

Type of aquatic resource' 1-3 ac 5-10 ac > 50 ac

Unknown

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

I
I
OOO000C 0000004
OOCOO0OO00000000
OOO0O00OO0O0Oo00a
OOO0O0000O000000a
LOCOOOO 0000000
OOoOO00O00O00000

Other water (identify type)

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

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved X

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



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

APPLICANT: Ochoa Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: East of De Woody Road And North Of Yorkhouse
Road In Beach Park, Lake County, Illinois (Section 5, T45N, R12E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500866 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: {X] Office [X|Field

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

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 O 00O

Information Reviewed

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

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

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: August 4, 2005

Other information:

OXOOO00O004

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The one low-quality wetland that covers most of the subject
propetty is considered isolated because it does not have an identifiable hydrologic connection to a navigable water.

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

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

[ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

. /
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary . e
S Bllo] 0>
Recommended by: Date:
Approved by: Date:

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

? 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
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: 200500866

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: August 10, 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site (Y/N) Date: August 4, 2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -24-40.3370 87 -50-49.7128

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 2 acres

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Lake Michigan
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Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

00000 oOOO00O0O 0
O
OOODDODOO000000
OOOOOOCOO OO oo
OOOOOCOOCCO0Ooc
OCOOOCCO000000O0
OO0OOoOCOOoOOOoOOO
OOOOOCO00O0O0O0O0aE

Other water (identify type)

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

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

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic 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: William McLaughlin ~ PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Mundelein/Squaw Creek watershed
FILE NUMBER: 200500774 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office PJField

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

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 0O 0OXO

Information Reviewed

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

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

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: GRAYSLAKE, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: GRAYSLAKE, 1960.
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: GRAYSLAKE; 1920.
Aerials (Name & Date):Lake County 1939, 2000, & 2004, PhotoMapper 2001, 2002, & 2004
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on: May 4, 2005

Other information:

OXRXXKNXNNM

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 3, 4, & 5 have a surface connection to Squaw Creek
which flows to the Fox River, a navigable water of the United States, and are therefore waters of the United States under the
jurisdiction of the Department of the Army. Wetlands 1, 2, and 6-9, while having underground tile connections to Squaw Creek,
had no identifiable surface water inlet to the tiles and therefore had no surface conncetion to a navigable water of the United
States and are 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
[J the presence of litter and debris [(shelving
[ changes in the character of soil [ other

B wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

Recommended by: - SF Date: g;//{ /0{

Approved by: Date:

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500774

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michael Murphy Date: August 11, 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 8-11-2005
At the project site {(Y/N) Date: 5-4-2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: llinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4216 55.7181,88 2564117

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 130

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

feet

Lake | L L L | 0 0 L
River L Ll L L] Ll | | L
Stream U L | L Ll | L] O
Dry Wash U | [l ] U U L ]
Mudflat Ol Ll Ll ] a L 0 L
Sandflat ] L L] L | [ 0 L]
Wetlands D D D & El D D D
Slough ] L ] g [ L Ll LJ
Prairie pothole D D |:| [:l [:l |:| D E]
Wet meadow O [ [l d O O [l O
Playa lake O 10 (g O O 0 0 0
Vernal pool [] [ L] [l L L L] L
Natural pond 1 ] il O] [l M| [l ]
Other water (identify type) ] ] 1 O [l ] O O

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

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [ 1 Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or 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: Allen Hoger PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southeast of the Intersection of Route 45 and
Steger Road in Green Garden, Will County, [llinois
FILE NUMBER: 200500928 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X O0d

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MANHATTAN.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MANHATTAN, 211.

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

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

Aerials (Name & Date); Green Garden, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OO00OXOOXXXK

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

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
(X This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated March 3, 2005, prepared by JFNew.
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: - S — Date: // aa(/‘q 7] 5
Approved by: "—f — Date: /2 A < 5

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

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



INFORMATION SHEET

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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500928

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Melyssa Cruz

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: 11 August 2005

(Y/N) Date: 11 August 2005
(Y/N) Date:

Illinois

Wwill

4127.46.82 & 8753.5.76

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

jurisdictional aguatic resouree area.

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved X

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




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

APPLICANT: Main and Gallagher PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southeast of the Intersection of Dixie
Highway and Richton Road in Crete, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200500748 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

(O There 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:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

X 000
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Information Reviewed

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

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

Aerials (Name & Date): Crete, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 8 August 2005

Other information:

OXOXROORREFEE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands A-F are isolated and therefore not jurisdictional.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
BJ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated March 29, 2005, prepared by JFNew.
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: — 35 — Date: /[l d(,(.? 95~

Approved by: - J- Date: /é A &5 cJ

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200500748

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 11 August 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 8 August 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: will

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41 24.18.80&087 37.46.26

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

Name of waterway or watershed: Calumet River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac¢ >80 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L [ [ LJ Ll CJ U L]
River L__] L] ] D L] ] 0 L
Stream L L] ] L [ [ L] U
Dry Wash 0 U 0l L L L U L
Mudflat L] L O] Ll L] L ] O
Sandflat L] [ L] Ll £l O ! L]
Wetlands L] L] ] tl tl LJ ]
Slough [ U L L] U L | L
Prairie pothole [ J ] Od [ 0 ] L
Wet meadow ] ] O ] ] |:] O 1
Playa lake Ll J L] [ U] L] L] Ll
Vernal pool || U Ul L1 ] [l L] Ll
Natural pond O [l [l O ] ] ] ]
Other water (identify type) ] O [l O O O ] J

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

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

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




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

APPLICANT: The Cathy Block Trust #2798 PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 60-Acre Parcels along State RT 53
in Cedar Creck Watershed in Unincorporated Jackson Township, Will County, IL
FILE NUMBER: 200500109 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office EJField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

[] There 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:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

0o O 000

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ELWQOD.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ELWOOD, 254.

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

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

Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on; 21 JUNE 2005

Other information:

OXOOOOXKXKK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The two wetlands on the project site designated as Prior Converted
Cropland are isolated wetlands and are not jurisdictional waters of the U.S.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

Recommended by: /@ Date: |2 ,4,.‘.] 0 (

Approved by: /—-5 Date: /f A5 o1

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland 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 U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500109

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Ron Abrant Date: 12 AUG 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site (Y/N} Date: 21 JUN 2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: INlinois

County: Will

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-27-12 / 88-04-15

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 60

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

feet

Lake [ Ll L Ol U L] U L
River I:] D D | D | U D
Stream UJ | L] 0J L L] L L
Dry Wash O L Ll ] L L | L]
Mudflat L L [ | L L] L U
Sandflat 1] J ] ] ] ] ]
Wettands O (| [ [ O ] ] [l
Slough L L] L L] ] | L )
Prairie pothole [ il ] (] 1 O 1 [l
Wet meadow [l ] ] O ] | ]
Playa lake L] L] LJ L] L] O] L LJ
Vernal poel O ] ] ] ] [l ] ]
Natural pond O ] ] ] ] ] [l ]
Other water (identify type) ] O ] ] ] ] O ]

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': I Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O ] X [l a
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? d L] [l B O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ O B4 [l ]

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary ] Or Approved

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




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

APPLICANT: METRA PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: West Of The North Central Railroad Tracks And South Of
Busch Road In Buffalo Grove, Lake County, Illinois (Section 27 and 34, T43N, R11E)

FILE NUMBER; 200500673 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office [ JField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Cther:

Section 10 waterway.

00 O 000

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

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

U. S. Geologieal Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOXROOOXKOO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Sites 1, 2, 3 and 4, as referenced on your "Wetland Site Map" dated
July 28, 2003 prepared by Civiltech, do not exhibit a hydrologic connection to a navigable waterway. In addition Sites 5a and 6,
as referenced on the "Wetland Site Map" dated July 7, 2004 also do not exhibit a hydrologic 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 Odestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [shelving
[] changes in the character of soil [ other

[0 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction;

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

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

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

W _ WL Y -
wommnsorr___ORIGINALSIGNED v
Approved by: Date: /‘é% Q-f

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER:
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Paul Leffler Date: August 15, 2005

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office

At the project site

(Y/N) Date:
X (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -9-57.8292 87 -56-26.9054
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 5
Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:

Illinois

Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Weilands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Verpal pool

Natural pend
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Other water (identify type)

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors™: If Known if Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Qccur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] O O ] X
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that [l O ] ] X
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] O O | 24|
Is used to irrigate crops soldd in interstate commerce? [ o O X O

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [_] Or Approved [

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




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

APPLICANT: Ochoa Homes, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: South Of 33rd Street And East Of Lewis Avenue
In Beach Park, Lake County, Illinois (Section 29, T46N, R12E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500865 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:

(O There are no waters on the project site.

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

X 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:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 0O OXO

Information Reviewed

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

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

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: August 4, 2005

Other information:

OXOOOOO000

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The area marked as "Drainageway" in your wetland delineation
report, drains east to a tributary of Bull Creek, which is a tributary to Lake Michigan, a navigable water. Wetland 1, as
referenced in your report, is considered isolated and therefore not under the jurisdiction of this office.

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

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

(] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
X 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 Migratery Bird Rule criteria

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

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

n .
ey GINAESIG——— e
AT T — ;
Approved by: Date: /j Wg
PP y &

"Wettands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual {87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrenee of hydrophytie vegetation, hydrie soils and wetland hydrology). Proeesses for determining wetlands on agrieultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 1005 0¢ B

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date:
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site (Y/N) Date: August 4, 2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Hlinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -26-4.2253 87 -51-14.1261

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 2.5

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

feet

Lake | L] L | L ] L |
River [ L] £l [ [:3 L] D L
Stream U L | L] [ | Ll L
Dry Wash U L] £ L] L] L] Ll L]
Mudflat L L | L] L O Ll L
Sandflat L] L L [ L L ] L
Wetlands X B Ll | Ll ] L] 0l
Slough | Ll Ll | Ll L LI Ll
Prairie pothole ] ] ] ] ] ] [ ]
Wet meadow O O O O [l O ] 0
Playa lake LJ L] O Ll L] ] [ Ll
Vernal pool L] | 0 L] O e | O
Natural pond ] O ] | | [:] ] ]
Other water (identify type) O | O | | [l [ O

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary (] Or Approved [R

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: Orphans of the Storm PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Des Plaines River/Libertyville
FILE NUMBER: 200500919 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: (X] Office DJField

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

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

OO0 O OxX0

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: LIBERTYVILLE, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Site Visit Conducted on: July 7, 2005

Other information:

OXXXOOXXOO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 2 has a surface connection to the Des Plaines River viaa
pond on the adjacent wastewater treatment plant property. The Des Plaines River is a navigable water of the United States below
Hoffman Dam, therefore its tributary waters, including wetland 2, are also waters of the United States and under the jurisdiction
of the Department of the Army. Wetland | does not have a discernable connection to a navigable water of teh United States and
is therefore not under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Army.

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

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

B wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

Recommended by: Date:

Approved by: DHIG NALSJ_GNED’M: [{ Ws

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetiand Delmeauor(‘danual (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 Delincation Manual (1987).

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



INFORMATION SHEET

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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500919

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michael Murphy

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

Date: 08-19-2005

(Y/N) Date: 08-19-2005
(Y/N) Date: 07-07-2005
Hlinois

Lake

42 1516.5779, 87 56 38.7089
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Des Plaines River
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Natural pond
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Other water (identify type)
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"Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

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




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

APPLICANT: PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: The Maine Plastic Site Located East Of Kenosha Road And
750 Feet South Of IL Route 173 In Zion, Lake County, Illinois (Section 18, T46N, R12E)

FILE NUMBER: 200501002 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [XField

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:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 O OXRO

Information Reviewed

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

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

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: July 13, 2003

Other information:

OXOOOOOOad

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The swale and detention basin referenced as areas 1B and 2B
respectively were excavated in non-hydric soils and were designed for the purpose of stormwater management. In addition there
is another unreferenced swale beginning at the eastern edge of the parking lot that drains to the aforementioned area 1B, which
was also created in upland soils for the purpose of stormwater management. However the site does contain Kellogg Tributary
Ravine on the southern property boundary, this is considered a "waters of the U.S." due to its hydrologic connection to Lake
Michigan, a navigable water.

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

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

& wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

-

Recommended by: Date: —

e I UBO S

. . L .
'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (8Tmmal) (ie.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

Approved by:




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

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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER; 200501002
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Paul Leffler Date; August 19, 2005

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: August 19, 2005
At the project site (Y/N) Date: July 13,2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -27-45.1550 87 -51-57.1377
Approximate size of site/property {including uplands & in acres): 10 acres

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Lake Michigan

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

feet

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

XOOOODOO0oO0o0O00
OOOOOOO0Oo0OC0O
0000000 0OO00O0O0a0
OOOOO0OOCOo0O000
OOOCCOOOCDECOoOo0Oo0
OOOOooO00OOo0oo0e
OOOOCOoCOOO000
OOOOO000000O000O0

Other water (identify type)
Stormwater Facility

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

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

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [1 Or Approved [

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




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

APPLICANT: Paul Swanson Associates PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 17.5 Acre Property Northeast of the
Intersection of Higgins Road and Bartlett Road in Unincorporated Cook County, Illinois (Section 34, T42N, R9E).

FILE NUMBER: 200500760 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.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 O OxXO

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: .
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: STREAMWOOD, HA 203.
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: STREAMWOOD, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date}:AirPhoto 1999

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 2 June 2005

Other information:

OROXOOXOXA

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above):
Wetland 1, as identified in the wetland delineation, drains south into Spring Creek, then into the Fox River, a navigable water,
and is under jurisdiction of this office. Wetlands 2 and 3 do not appear to exhibit a hydrologic surface connection to navigable
waters and are not under jurisdiction of this office.
Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):

Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

U

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

X wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated 2 May 2005, prepared by Christopher B, Burke
Engineering, Ltd.
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: Date; —
ORIGINAL SIGNED 1Ko 25

Approved by: Date: __/

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500760

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gagnon Date: 22 August 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N} Date:

At the projectsite 'Y (Y/N) Date: 2 June 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: IMinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -4-28.4515; 88 -10-32.9849
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 17.5

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River

SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5 ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet
Lake D D D L—..] D D | D
River L] U L] O U ] | |
Stream ] [:] ] O D L] D L]
Dry Wash O O [] | O [ [l Ll
Mudfiat Ll L [] L] L] ] L] [
Sandfiat O O | O U] L] L
Wetlands ] X ] [ | ] ] ]
Slough L] Ol | | | O O |
Prairie pothole ] D D L—__I D l"_'l :] D
Wet meadow D D D D D D 3 [:I
Playa lake D L__] D D D D D |:|
Vernal pool [l ] O | 0 L] L] ]
Natural pond D D Ol D D D L D
Other water (identify type) O ] [ ] O 1 O O

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

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

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




