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

APPLICANT: Scheflow Engineers, inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200600058 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office iJField

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no jurisdictionat 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 alf waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.¢., navigable
waters of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1)}

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (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 isoiated water (e.g., intrastate [akes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes. or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X Ooo 00

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MARENGO SCUTH.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MARENGO SOUTH, HA 463.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):1993, 2001, 2002, 2004

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: 10725/2008, 10/31/2005

Other information: FEMA FIRM map

NRXXOORXNE

Rationaie for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Two wetlands exist on the project site. The wetland in the north is
an ADID wetland. Both wetlands drain to a ditch which has no identifiable surface water connection to a navigable waterway.

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
[Z] changes in the character of soil [J cther:
B4  wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
BJ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated September 28, 2005, prepared by Phoenix
Environmental, Inc..
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: S~ ™~  Date: /(~/ "—de‘S
— 5 — Date: Z/' S =0 oo g

'"Wetlands are identificd 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 fands 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: 200603458

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:

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

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Kate Bliss

In the office
At the project siteY (Y/N)

Date: 11/01/2005

(Y/N) Date:

Illinois
McHenry

Date: 10/25/20085, 10/31/2005

42-9-54.5260, 88-32-5.7009
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FCheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictivnal aquatic resource arca.

|

Migratory Bird Rule Factors'; | If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
J Yes No Predicted Dot Expected to —L ot Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by B4 D D
Migratory Bird Treaties? L
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that J X O L[:I —| ] O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? |—|j ] [ %]
Is used (o irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [T ]

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

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

|

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: Terraco, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200600035 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office XField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD}For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 33).2). Anapproved JD is an appealable action. {33 CFR 331.2}

Based on available information:

(J There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[ 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.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 (¢.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairic potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 watcrway.

00 XK OO0

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: WOODSTOCK, HA 256.

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

U. 8. Geologica! Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: _
U. 8. Geological Survey [5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):2002, 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..
Site Visit Conducted on: 8/30/2005

Other information:

OXRKXROOROXC

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): A wetland exists on the site which has a high functioning value,
however it does not exhibit a surface water connection to a navigable waterway and is therefore not subject to regulations by 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  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris O 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)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

Recommended by: - f Date: //—— /—HM\S\

Approved by: — ,5 -_ Date: /0 2eaagy—

'Wetlands arc identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (ie.,
occurrence of hydrophytie vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agnieuitural 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 ISOLATE D, NON-NAYIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FRCM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK

COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEE RS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600035
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kale Bliss

PROJECT REVIEW/DET ERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office

At the project siteY (Y/N)

PRGJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coe rdinates:
Approximate size of site/property (ineluding uplands & in aeres):

Date: October 26, 2005

(Y/N) Date:
Date: 8/30/2005

INinois

McHenry

42-17-48.9815, 88-27-17.8526
40

Name of waterway or watershed: Kishwaukee
SITE CONDITIONS:
[ Type of aquatic resource’ O-1ac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-[0ac 10-25ac | 25-50ac | >30ac | Linear Unknown
feet
‘ Lake ] [] (] ] [
| River (] [] L] ] L) ||
Stream ] | [ C]
Dry Wash | | L [
Mudfist [ ] [] [] [] L]
Sandflat [ L ] L []
Wetlands N [] X [ [ ] [ ‘
Slough [ ] (] ] (] [ 4{
Prairie pothole [l
[ wet meadow [ ] ] [] [ [ [ (]
Playa lake L | | (]
Vernal pool : : : : : : : E
Natural pond [] [] [ 4‘
Other water (identify type) L] || L - L - - —||
v L ‘

{

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

. Migratory Bird Rule Factors': ~ ] f Known If Unknown |
Use Best Prof i Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make ‘
10 Occur Oceur Determinati
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by 5| | f
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habital by other migratory birds that | [ [w] ] a [m] |
cross state lines? |
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? — 10 | O ] [(mil BJ ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? —|_ [} _| @_ [:] D_ O _|
'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule ta apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated, W
non-navigable, intra-siate aguatic resource area. |

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Prcliminary []  Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORT ING 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: Steven Nan Group PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kishwaukee River, McHenry Co.
FILE NUMBER: 20050079% PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ ] Office &XJField

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

Based on available information:

[J Trere 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.

BA 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.
excepl 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 XRO ©OO0O

Information Reviewed

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

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: ELGIN, 1925
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 2004, 2002

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: June 28, 2005

Other information:

OXRRRORX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes cthecked above): Referencing the Wetland Delineation Report dated May 2005, as
prepared by Bollinger, Lach and Associates, Inc., Wetlands 1, 2 and 3 are tributary to the Kishwaukee River. The Kishwaukee
River is tributary to the Rock River, a navigable waterway under Department of the Army jurisdiction. Wetland 4 and 5 appear
isolated and are therefore not regulated by the Department of the Ammy.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
™ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] 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 raticnale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated May 2005, prepared by Bollinger, Lach and Associates,
Ing,
[1 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

— —_— i1 es

Recommended by: Date:

Approved by: — 5 = Date: [/ 72 s

'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 wetlandson agricultural iands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetiands 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: 200500799

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:

Date: 11/1/2005

In the office
At the project siteY (Y/N)

Center caordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:

(Y/N)

IMinois

Date;

McHenry
42-13-43.2232, 88-25-37.2370

Date: 6/28/05

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 67
Name of waterway or watershed: Kishwaukee

SITE CONDITIONS:

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

Lake L] 0 L] L ] [l [ | [

River | | D ] L] W L (]

Stream D I:I D E] D I;I_ D D |
| Dry Wash ) L | L] [ [ [ Ll
Mudflat L] [ Ol Cl [N ] ] i
]ﬁndﬂal 0 [l |__E] 0 L] Ll [ f
‘ Wetlands D 'Z D E] D D D D j
!_Slough L] O ] [_]‘ W | L] U i

Prairie pothole D D D B D D j D

Wet meadow D D D E] L] |: D D

Playa lake ] L__] O D 0 |:| Ll D

Vernal pool [ D | LJ Ll D @ LJ

Natural pond l:] D D E] D D Ll L

Other water (identify type) [ O ] ] O O O d

| I B |

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

]

[ Migratory Bird Rule Factors’;

‘ If Known

If Unknown

Use Best Professional Judgment

| Yes No Predicted Not Expected to | Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination \
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by & O ] ] a
|_Migratory Bird Treaties? L
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that [ O ] O ‘ ]
cross state lines?
Els or would be used as habitat for endanpered species? a O =] ] ]
| 1Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O d O [ \

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

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

<

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: Carl Vandenburg PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southeast of the Intersection of Laraway
Road and Route 45 in Frankfert, Will County, lllinois
FILE NUMBER: 200500875 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ ]Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

[ There are non-jurisdictional watcrs 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:

[J There are no jurisdictional waters of the United Stales 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 arz subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.c., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 0 OxKO

Information Reviewed

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

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

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

Aerials (Name & Date):Frankfort, 2001
Advanced 1dentification Wetland Maps:
Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OO00OXOOXRKX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Unnamed Tributary 1/Wetland | and Unnamed Tributary 2 are
hydrologically connected to Jackson Creek. Jackson Creek flows into the Des Plaines River, a navigable waters of the U.S. and
is therefore jurisdictional. Wetland 2 and Wetland 3 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
[0 the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[[J changes in the character of soil [ other:
1  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)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is nct 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 , preparcd by
[OJ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: S - Date: T hou o

Approved by: —5 — Date: / ~etr O

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

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: 200500875

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz

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

Date: 1 Nov 20035

Y (Y/N)

(Y/N)

IMinois
Wwill

Date: 1 Nov 2005
Date:

41 28.44.27 & 87 52.25.26

cal

Type of aquatic resource 0-1 ac 1-3 ae 3-5ac | 5-10ac | 10-25ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet
Lake O O ] ] | O [l L[]
River L L] Ll 0 | ] Cl L]
Stream [ __—_-r | L L O L] L [
Dry Wazh O 10 O [0 O | O ] ]
Mudflat | O O [ 0 O | 0 |
| Sandflat L g L] | ] L L |
[ Wetlands X O O O O [l O ] ]
Slough 0l L] | ] in| ] L] L |
Prairie pothole ] ] ] ] [ Cl [l |
Wet meadow E E E E [:l D % g 1
Playa lake :\
Vernai pool L Ll L L] | | L L |
Natural pond ] ] ] ] O [l O] ] |
Other water (identify type) [l [ [ C | O ) O
L l L L L |
'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 Oceur Determination \
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by T ] 3 [ ‘
Migratory Bird Treaties? | | | \
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ‘ ] | O [ W O ] &
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] LJ a ]
1s used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? W] [] L] [l

|_non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved

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



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

APPLICANT: Anthony Diasio/ Condon Consulting Engineers PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200501150 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: {] Office XIField

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

Based on available information:

(O There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

[J There are both waiers 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'y. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

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

The presence of wetiands 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 ¥ OOoOo  od

Information Reviewed
X U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: CRYSTAL LAKE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologie Atlas: CRYSTAL LAKE, HA 253,
USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: CRYSTAL LAKE, 1992.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 1939, 2001, 2002, 2004
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..
Site Visit Conducted on: 10/3/2005
Other information: FEMA FIRM map, NRCS Certified Wetland map

HXRXOCOX XX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Two watlands present on site have no apparent surface water
connection to a navigable waterway and are therefore not subject to Department of the Army Regulations.

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
BJ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated September 19, 2005, prepared by ENCAP, Inc.

[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
Date: //——2 —2@5’—

Recommended by: S

Approved by: _J— -_ Date: Z/ - S‘ - -

'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 wetlandson 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. US. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200501150

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Kate Bliss

Dat

In the office
At the project siteY (Y/N)

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

SITE CONDITIONS:

e: 11/02/2005

(Y/N) Date:
Date: 10/03/2005

Illinois
McHenry

42-13-44.1471, 88-22-0.3194

19

Type of aquatic resource’

*
—
o
=]

1-3 ac

3-5ac | 5-10ac

10-25 ac

25-50 ac > 50 ac

feet

Linear j

Unknown ‘

Lake

o

‘ River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudfiat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal peol

Natural pond

Other water (identify type)
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(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': 1f Known If Unknown

Use Best Professional Judgment

Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make

to Occur Qccur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X ] [ O ] ‘
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that B4 [} [} | O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] O O] p(|
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? L] X [ O ]

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
| non-navigable, intra-state 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: Condon Consulting Engineers PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kishwaukee, McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200500818 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination;

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

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

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate 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 OO 0Od

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MARENGO NORTH.
U. 8. Geological Survev Hydrologic Atlas: MARENGO NORTH, HA 495.

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Condueted on: 7/19/2005

Other information: NRCS Certified Wetland Derermination, FEMA FIRM map

MXXXOOXXKX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The two wetlands present on the site have no apparent surface
water connection to waters of the United States.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris O shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil [J 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)
B Area under eonsideration 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 yorr wetland delineation report dated June 20, 2005, prepared by ENCAP, Inc.
(J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

—
Recommended by: 'S Date: //-_/2 ~24Z~5

Approved by: -5 Date: [l = _? - 2%°=5

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (ie.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlandson agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1937).

T 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: 200500818

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 11/02/2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 7/19/2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-16-33.8235, 88-33-21.1708
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 56

Name of waterway or watershed: Kishwaukee

SITE CONDITIONS:
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Lake

River

Stream
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Slough
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Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond
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Other water (identify type)

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors’: If Knewn If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes Neo Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
1s or would be used as habitat for birds protected by | [ [} [ d
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be vsed as habitat by other migratory birds that 4] [H] ] [H] 0
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? X | O (]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? 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 infermation on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




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

APPLICANT: Bill Bohne PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200501027 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [Field

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

Based on available information:

[1 There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable
waters of the U.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 waier (¢.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 ® 0O0OO OO0

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: CRYSTAL LAKE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:
USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: CRYSTAL LAKE, 1992.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date);2001,2002,2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: 9/12/2005

Other information: FEMA FIRM map

RXXNHKOCRKOR

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 as referenced in the Wetland Delineation Report Dated
August 12, 2005 as prepared by ENCAP Inc., has no apparent surface water connection to a navigable waterway and is therefore
not subject to regulations by the Department of the Army,

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 3218 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural line impressed on the bank [0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [1 shelving
[ changes in the character of soil (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)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated 8/12/2005, prepared by ENCAP Inc.
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: — T Date: //’ 5 '_Z/Zf_

Approved by: — ‘r - Date: [ =3 = Dwey

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (ie.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland 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: 200501027

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 11/3/2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date; 9/12/2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Lilinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-12-19.9143, 88-22-22.0074
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 11

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Type of aquatic resource’ 0-lac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear | Unknewn ‘
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| River
[ Stream
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Other water (identify type)
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jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

! Migratory Bird Rule Factors’: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
‘ Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
L to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [ ] X ] ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] O X (] [}
cross state lines?
1s or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] O ] 4] ]
| Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O X O [0 \
'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, |solatcj
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, incleding information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):



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

APPLICANT: Mr. Ike Alexis PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: West of Summit Avenue, Approx. 115 Feet North of
Roosevelt Road, Villa Park, DuPage County, [llinois

FILE NUMBER: 200500977 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [Field

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

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[l There are no jurisdictional waters of the United Stales 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 lo an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a){5))

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X 000

Information Reviewed

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

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY ..

Site Visit Conducted on: October 20, 2005

Other information:

OXKXROONORKRI

Rationale lor Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The two wetland areas identified within the project site do not have
a hydrological connection to a navigable waters of the U.S. therefore they are considered isolated.

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

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [(destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [Ishelving
['1 changes in the character of soil 1 other

[ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

BJ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
BJ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[[] Areaunder 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
Bd This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated April 5, 2005, prepared by WS1 Environmental.
[C1 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

—_— S ——

Recommended by: Date: _//— b et 2K

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delincated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual} (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation. 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.



DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500977

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

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

Diedra Willis

Date: November 3, 2005

In the office

At the project site

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

N

YN} Date: October 20, 2005

Hlinois
DuPage
41-51-40.5229 & §7-58-25.6188
0.8 acre

Date: November 3, 2005

Name of waterway or watershed: Salt 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 Ll LJ ] L] Ll L] (] [l
River L] (] L] L] L 0 Ll |
Stream 0 Ll L] Ll ] J C] U
Dry Wash LI L | L] [ | L [l
Mudflat | U ] Ll | |_] | L
Sandflat 0 [ ] L] | ] [ L
Wetlands 4] O ] O | O ] ]
| Siough L] O [0 L] ] ] 0] 0
Prairie pothole O dJ O [l O O] O
Wet meadow ] [ [ |l ] O ]
Playa lake L | | L] L] [ |
Vernal pool [l ] ] ] i1 1 [l O
Natural pond Ll [] ] ] Ll L] L] L]
Other water (identify type) a O [} O O 1 ] ]
| |

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown

Use Best Professional Judgment

Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make

to Occur Occur Determination
Is or wounld be used as habilat for birds protected by CJ O O X
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? ] a 0 [} 5]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] D O E |

Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicahility of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, infra-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: DuPage County Department of Transportation PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Jewell Road Between
County Farm Rd on the West and Gary Ave on the East in Wheaton and Winfield, DuPage County, lllinois/Winfield Creek

FILE NUMBER: 200501146 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 en 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:

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

[l The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce. including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.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 10 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 00X

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: WEST CHICAGO.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: WEST CHICAGO, HA 202.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date):2002

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: Octaber 20, 2005

Other information: Wetland Report dated May 3, 2005; prepared by Planning Resrouces, Inc

KRXXRXROOXXXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands A and C have a hydrological connection to Winfield
Creek which is a jurisdictional Waters of the U.S. Wetland B within the project site appears to be isolated and therefore is not a
jurisdictional wetland.

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

[ clear, natura! line impressed on the bank [Jdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris Oshelving
[ changes in the character of soil [ other

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[C] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[] This office does npsconfirm your wetland houndary.
L - iy P
Recommended by- _ ~ S ] Date: [ / 7 3
Approved by: Date:

‘Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manua) (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on 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, beaeh 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. US. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200501146

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: November 7, 2005

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office 'f (Y/N) Date: November 7, 2003
At the project site Y (Y/N} Date: October 20, 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: DuPage
Center coordinales of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-52-35.3399 & 88-8-9.4343
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 6
Name of waterway or watershed: Winfield Creek
SITE CONDITIONS:

th
—
=
[
4

10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet

Type of aquatic resource' 0-lac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac

Lake

River

0a

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Piaya lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

DOOO0OOOXxROCOO00
OOOO0OO0OOO00O00
OO00=C0OOOOOO0sa
OOOOOOCO00C0E000
(I

O000OO0O00000O0a
OOO0O0OO0OO0OO0o0
OO0000OO0O00OO0O0aa0o

Other water (identify type)

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [

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




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

APPLICANT: Housing Resources Company PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200501155 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ ] Office X]Field

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

Based on available information;

] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

] There are 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 OO 0Od

Information Reviewed

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

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: CRYSTAL LAKE, HA 253.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: 10/31/20085, 11/8/2005

Other information: FEMA FIRM map, NRCS farmed wetland determination, tile survey

RHXHXXOCORKXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): About 42 acres of wetlands or waters at about 20 locations have
been identified on the project site in the Wetland Delineation dated September 19, 2005. None of these have a surface water
connection to a navigable waterway and are therefore not jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
O clear, natural line impressed onthe bank []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil [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)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Area under consideraticn 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 September 19 2003, prepared by Cowhey Gudmindson
Leder, Ltd..
B This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: ‘ —S _fw Date: //- /def

Approved by: — [ — Date: [/ — (€~ e

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrenee of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlandson 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. US. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200501155

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 11/15/2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 10/31/2005, 11/8/2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: llinois
County: McHenry
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-10-8.5341, 88-14-57.0240
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 600
Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
“ Type of aquatic resource’ 0-lac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 2550ac | >50 ac Linear Unknown ‘
feet ‘
[ Lake [ [] I Ll 0 ] L] [
|‘ River | L] | | ! (]
| Stream L U | 0 L ] LJ L]
| Dry Wash 0 U ] L] [ L Ll |
Mudflat 0 L] W L] | L Ll L
Sandflat [ L] L] L] L L] | 0 |
Wetlands Cl 1 O [l [ [ O] ]
| Slough L] U ) L 0l C U ) ]
Prairie pothole [} ] ] O] ] O 0O ] |
Wet meadow 0[O O ] O | | ]
Playa lake | | L] Cl | Ll O] ]
Vernal pool ] ] O O] ] ] ] N
Natural pond O | N (] ] [l ] [
Other water (identify type) Od [ O [ ] [ ] [
created pond
| L L |
'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
L Yes ‘ No Predicted | Not Expected to | Not Able To Make
" te Oceur Occur Determination
‘ Is or would be used as habitat for birds protccted by & ] ] O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] [} (] M| o
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? 0 ] [] ] X
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 DECISICN DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: US Shelter Group PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County/Kishwaukee
FILE NUMBER: 20060070 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office XJField

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

Based on available information:

[0 There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the projeet 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 .0 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 Ooao 0404

Information Reviewed

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

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date):2002, 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY ..

Site Visit Conducted on: 10/25/2005

Other information:

OXKXOOXNKK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The 2 wetlands identified on the south half of the site have no
surface water connection to a navigable waterway. The 2 wetlands identified on the nerth half of the site are nearby a
jurisdictional waterway however do not have an apparent surface water connection.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank  [J]  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
T]  the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil O other
B  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)
B4 Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
(O Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[] 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 20 Oct 2005, prepared by Raisanen & Associales.

B This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
— pate: /=15 G

hY

Approved by: — " — Date: [0~ - 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 wetlandson agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

Recommended 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 atso
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: Chicage

FILE NUMBER: 200600070

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 11/15/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N)  Date: 10/25/2003
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-11-49.6306, 88-26-30.4898
Approximate size of site/property {including uplands & in acres): 130

Name of waterway or watershed: Kishwaukee

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 D D D |__..| D D D D
River O a [:l | [l l U Cl
Stream [ | | ] O L] ] Ll
Dry Wash O O J Ll | O ] L]
Mudfiat L] [ ] U] L] L] ] ]
Sandflat i O O O [ Ll L |
Wetlands D D E D E] D D L_.]
Slough ] O | D O L] D D
Prairie pothole D D D D D D D D
Wet meadow O O O ] [l ] I []
Playa lake D |:| D D D D r__]
Yernal pool L] U U ) [ L] L] U
Natural pend [ ] ] O O O O L]
Other water (identify type) ] UJ t [ O Ol U D

'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 Noat Able To Make
to Occur Qccur 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 | [J O 1] (] O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] [ o] X [l
Is used to irrigate crops soid in interstate commerce? ] 4] [ L] ]

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [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: Dart Container Corp. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Property located south of 1-88, north of
Sullivan Road and east of Randall Road in Aurora, Kane County, lllinois (NW 1/4 of Section 9, T38N R7E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500992 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.

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:

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

|Z] 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))

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

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

[J 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))

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

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

B Other: There is a detention pond on-site.

[J Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: AURORA NORTH.
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: AURORA NORTH, 1993.
U. §. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):USGS April 10, 2002

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA FIRM

ROXXOOKKOK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The on-site detention pond 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:

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

O wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2). or 328.3(a)(4} through 328.3(a)(7)
[] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
X 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

[C] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. | / J .
B : A <
Recommended by: — Date: \ I ] / S
Approved by: j Date: / YAV AL wds Y

'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).

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



DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500992

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

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

Jaimee Hammit

Date: 11/14/05

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:

(Y/N) Date: 11/14/05
(Y/IN) Date:

Illinois

Kane

Lat: 41-47-42 Lon: 88-20-15
74 acres

SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of aquatic resource’
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Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond
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jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] 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: Smetana Builders PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 380 South Center Street in Braidwood,
[llinois 60408

FILE NUMBER: 200501093 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:

[Z] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[ 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.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 OO0

Information Reviewed

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

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

|1 U.S. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date): Green Garden, 2000

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: .

[ site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OXKXK

([ X

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:
[] 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
[d wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

BJ Unable 1o confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a}(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
D] 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
[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

) -5 — - —
Recommended by: M Date: | —)’\/OL) S

T —

5 —
N —b%’!—;—-‘f Date: (6~ ~ce S5
"Wetlands are identified and delipedied using the methods and criteria established in thc Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,

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

? Wetlands separated from othcr 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: 200501093

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REYIEW/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:

Y

(Y/N)
(Y/N}

Date: 14 December 2005

Date:

Nlinois

Will

Date: 14 November 2005

4127'18.19 & 87 53'14.73

Type of aguatic resource’

0-1 ac

[
]
(]
=
iz

[#1

-5 ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac

25-50 ac

> 50 ac

Linear
feet

Unknown

Lake

[

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sapdflat

Wetlands

Siough

OooooHoo

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

Other water (identify type)

I

LOCOCCOCOOOoOO0co

COOOO0O00O000C0Ea00
COOCOOOO0ooOOss

OoOO0Oa

O0OOCOOOO00oOOmrs

OCOOCOOOo000CC

OO0OOCOOOoOO0on

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

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

urisdictional, isolated,

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: Carl Vandenberg PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 92 Acre Property Southeast of the Intersection of
Qak Park Avenue and [ 80 in Tinley Park, Cook County, Illinois (Section 6, T35N, R13E).

FILE NUMBER: 200500793 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.

[ There are waters of the "Jnited States on the project site.

Xl 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))

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

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

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

[J 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:

[J Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Cook County 1998, 2003; AirPhoto 2002, 2004
Advanced Identification VWetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 8 July 2005

Other information:

OXOROOXXOX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands |, 2, 4, 5, 6 and 7 do not appear to exhibit a hydrologic
connection to navigable waters and are not under jurisdiction of this office. Wetland 3 is part of a large wetland complex that
extends off the subject property to the east. That complex drains south into Flossmoor Ditch, then eventually into the Des Plaines
River, a navigable water under jurisdiction of this office.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

Recommended by: S5 — Date: /‘—( Arcer ey

Approved by: -5 = Date: /e e S5

'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 wetlandson agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delingation Manual (1987),

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500793

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gagnon Date: 14 November 2005

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
Atthe projectsite Y (Y/N) Date: 8 July 2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: IMlinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41 -33-5.7749; 87 -46-46.7793

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 92

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:

[—]
1
—
-3
L)

_'i‘ypc of aquatic resource’ 1-3ac | 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash
Mud(lat
Sandlat
Wetlands
Slough

Prairie pothole
Wet meadow
Playa lake
VYernal pool
Natural pond
Other water (identify type)

|

OOO0EOXRO0COD0O0O0

OO00DOOOCO0Ooomod
O0DOCOOOOOoO0cE
OCOOOO00OE0 oS
O0O00OOCO0O0O0OO 00
O
0

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 [f 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 P4 (] ] c O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
1s or would be used as habitat by other inigratory birds that | [¥] O | O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? C] O ] O X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? Ll O O O i |
'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, uon-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. Amy Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Exclusive Land Development, Inc PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: A 109 Acre Property Located East
Of River Road, 1/2 mile north of Kelsey Road In Lake Barrington, Lake County, Illincis (Section 10, T43N, R9E)

FILE NUMBER: 200600078 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office DJField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

[] There are waters of the United States on the 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 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.5.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

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

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

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

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

Qther:

Section 10 waterway.

O XKOA

aad

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .

USDA Natura! Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: BARRINGTON, 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: September 9, 2005

Other information:

OXOOOO0OCOO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wettand B, as referenced in your delineation report, is connected to
Wagner-Fen Nature Preserve which exhibits a tributary connection to the Fox River, a navigable water. Therefore Wetland B is
under the jurisdiction of this office. Wetland A does not exhibit a hydrologic connection to a navigable water and is therefore
considered isolated.

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

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

B 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)
Bd 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 July 6, 2005, prepared by Phoenix Environmental, Inc.
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: E ‘ IEﬁ Date: -
Approved by: _QR_‘_G_‘NAL Date: ] F) /V QVQS
'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (ic.,

occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for detcrmining wetlandson 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
adjaccent.



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: 200600078

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date:
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site (Y/N)  Date: September 9, 2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -13-25.0993 88 -10-5.9830

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 109

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIQONS:

| 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 L L] [ Ll
River £l Ll L @ L] Ll [} []
Stream L] Cl L] L 0J L] ] L
Dry Wash L] L L ) 0 L] Ll O
Mudflat [ L ] L L] | Ll L
_ Sandflat L] L] L [] L LJ L] |

Wetlands [ O O O O O ] O
Slough L] | 0 | L L | |
Prairie pothole | [l O 1 ] ] O 7
Wet meadow L] L] L] | L] L] ] [
Playa lake [] (] Cl | L] C] L] 1]
Vernal pool L L] L L L L] ) I
Natural pond E] I:] D J |:] D D |:]
Other water (identify type) D O O U] | ] M L]

'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 | ] ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
15 or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that L] ] 4] O a
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] 1 O X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ﬁ [ a ]

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Prefiminary [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: Landover Corporation PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Bluff Lake/Fox River
FILE NUMBER: 200501025 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [{ Office Field

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

Based on available information:

(O 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 3283 (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 XXO

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: FOX LAKE, 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 Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on: Tuly 7, 2005

Other information:

OXXNXOCOKECC

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Bluff Lake and two wetlands, labeled Wetland 1 & 2 in submital,
are on the property. Wetland | is adjacent to Bluff Lake and Bluff Lake is a navigable water of the United States, part of the Fox
Chain of Lakes system, therefore both Wetland | and Bluff Lake are under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Army.
Wetland 2 does not have a discernable hydrologic connection to a water of the 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 [shelving
[ changes in the character of soil [ other

wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

[0 Headgquarters 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
Bd This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: ‘ 'R'(ilhIAI SIGFIED Date:
Approved by: Date: |/] 4! 30 V OS
'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: 200501025
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michael Murphy

In the office
Al the project site

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

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:

(Y/N)
(Y/N)

Mlinois

Lake

Date: [1-16-2005

Date: 11-16-2005

Date: 7-7-2005

422726.1830, 88 § 10.2824

42

Bluff Lake/Fox River

=
T
=
=
o

3.-5ac

1?!
-
=
13
o

Type of aquatic resource’

10-25 ac

25-50 ac

> 50 ac

Linear
feet

Unknown

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandfat

Wetlands
Slough

Prairie pothole

| Wet meadow

|

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

L DDD?DDDUDD

OO0OO00OOOxROO000O0
O e
OO0O00O0O0ECO00E00s
OOOOCO00a0000a0
O

Other water (identify type)

OCoOO0COCO000000o0

(]

\ '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 —I
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
‘ to Oceur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by (] O X | d
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] d K O 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? [ [] B |

non-navigahle, intra-state aquatic resource area.

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

]

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: Mackie Consultants PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200501072 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office JField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

& There are both waters ol 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))

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

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

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

O Other:

[C] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: FOX LAKE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: FOX LAKE, HA 151.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):2002, 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Sitc Visit Conducted on: 10/3/2005

Other information: FEMA FIRM mazp

KXXXOOXXXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The unvegetated drainageway identified in the Wetland Delineation
Report drains to the Fox River, a navigable waterway, and is therefore jurisdictional. The weland located in the west portion of
the site has no apparent surface water connection to navigable waterway and is not subject to Department of the Army
Regulations.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
X] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated August 23, 2005, prepared by Christopher B. Burke
Engineering, Ltd.
[(] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

st ORUCINAE SIGNED o /=/6-CS

Approved by: Date:

*Wellands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrenee of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlandson 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.



DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200501072

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

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

Kate Bliss

Dat

In the office
At the project siteY (Y/N)

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

SITE CONDITIONS:

e: 11/16/2005

(Y/N) Date:
Date: 10/03/2005

IHinois
McHenry

42-23-14.9406, 88-13-44 2437

57
Fox River

Type of aquatic resource’
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13
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Lake

|

River

|

Stream
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Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

Other water (identily type)
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'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isoTaled. non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known i 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 L]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that X O W] O OdJ
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] O 0 X ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O X O O O

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary 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: George Amend PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 4.8 Acre Property North of the Intersection of North
Street and Park Avenue in Palatine, Cook County, lllinois (Section 9, T42N, R10E).

FILE NUMBER: 200500983 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ ] Office XField

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

Based on available information:

[] 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:

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

O The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including al! 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.

ol O 0go

Infarmation Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: LAKE ZURICH.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LAKE ZURICH, HA 208.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: LAKE ZURICH, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historie Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Cook County 1998

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 4 November 2005

Other information:

OXOXROOXXRIX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above):
A small wetland is located in the east part of the property. It appears to drain southeast into an offsite depressional area. There is
a culvert that connects that area under North Streei, but observations by locals indicate that the water leve! does not get high
enough to enter the culvert and flow south.
Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):

Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

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

[ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

BJ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B4 Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ 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
] This office concurs with your wetland delineatien report dated , prepared by
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: Date:

Approved by: Date: }g//'d l/ Q‘J

"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 wetlandson 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 ihe 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: 200500983
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Steve Gagnon Date: 15 November 2005

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: [n the office

At the project site Y

(YN)
(Y/N)

Date:
Date: 4 November 2005
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:

Illinois

Cook

42 -8-11.1111; 88 -4-35.2478
4.8

Des Plaines

=

1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac

[
=
(]

Type of aquatic resource’ - 28-50 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
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OO0 CCOO000O0OO0C0O0E
(T

Other water (identify type)

00000 OoOOOO0OOcc

!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 Qccur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O ()] X ] O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be vsed as habitat by other migratory birds that O ] B O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? B i O ad
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ [H] [l O

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary 1 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: Comstock Earthmoving PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 83" Street 600 feet East of Madison Street,
Village of Burr Ridge, DuPage County, lilinois

FILE NUMBER: 200500229 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-jurisclictional 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 Lo transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and tlow of the tide (i.e., navigable walters
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, conliguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
excepl 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.

X OO0

(|

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Allas: SAG BRIDGE, HA 149,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minule 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): 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: wetland submittal dated October 2004 prepared by Planning Resources, Inc.

KOXXOOXRRIK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland and open walers areas within the project site are
isolated areas thal do not appear to have a hydrological connection to a navigable walers of the U.S.

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

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

[] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
71 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

[Z] 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

(1 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by .
" ORIGTNALSTGNE
Recommended by: N E D Date: /(" 1¥—of
Approved by: Date:

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

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



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, US. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500229

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: November 16, 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office &IN)_ Date: November 16, 2005
At the project site (Y& Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: DuPage

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

SITE CONDITIONS:

41-44-12.9827 & 87-55-50.2809
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'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

and best estimate for size of non-

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

'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: David H. Thompson Living Trust PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Property located south of llinois
Route 72 and east of Getzelman Road in Hampshire, Kane County, lllinois (E 1/2 of SE 1/4 of Sectien 27 and NE 1/4 of NE 1/4
of Section 34, T42N R6E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500872 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [{] Office B 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))

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

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

DJ 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).

B Other: non-jurisdictional ditch

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: HAMPSHIRE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: HAMPSHIRE, HA 459.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: HAMPSHIRE, 1978.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): no name or date

Advanced ldentification Wetiand Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOXXOOKXXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The tnibutary on-site flows into Hampshire Creek, which is tributary
to Burlington Creek. Burlington Creek flows into Coon Creek. which is a tributary of the Kishwaukee River, a navigable
waterway. Therefore the unnamed tributary on-site (Area 2) is under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Area
| is isolated and not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of lingineers. Area 3 is a ditch excavated in an upland area
and is therefore 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:

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

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by . J
[C] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
e ; A I
e o ~ - —_
e O RIGINALC SIGNED— L e
Approved by: i Date:

'‘Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining weilands 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: 200500872

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 11/18/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 11/18/05
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Lat: 42-5-3, Lon: 88-30-45

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 120 acres

Name of waterway or watershed: unnamed tributary/Kishwaukee River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac 1-3ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 19-25 ac 25.50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake | Ll J L] L L L |
River Ll ] L Ll L] L L Ll
Stream L L L ol L] L] L] LJ
Dry Wash £l O Ll L ] L U [l
Mudflat L 0 L] L L L | Ll
Sandflat | Ll Ll L] | L L Ll
Wetlands | L LI | | | | |
Slough Cl [ [ L] L] L | L
Prairie pothole O | O O O O O O
Wet meadow Ol ] O [ O O O O
Playa lake O [0 O [0 O O O O
Vernal pool O 0 0 [0 0 O O O
Natural pond O 0 [0 |0 | O O O
Other water (identify type) X ] | ] ] [ O |
upland ditch

'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
te Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O (] [ D4 a
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O O [ O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O O X |
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O 0 ] X Ll

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [[] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING 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: Starzwood Homes, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY': Sylvan Lake watershed
FILE NUMBER: 200500663 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JFicid

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.

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

[0 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 Stales 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 wellandsl). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary Lo 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 OxRO

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: LAKE ZURICH, 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 PholoMapper 2001. 2002, & 2004
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on: February 18, 2003

Other information:

XXROOXKOO

C

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetiands labeled C thru H in the wetland delineation have a
surface connection to the Des Plaines River via Sylvan Lake and Indian Creek. The Des Plaines River is a navigable water of the
United States below Hoffman Dam, therefore all of its tributaries, including wetlands C thru H, are also waters of the United
States under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Army. Wetlands A, B, and I do not have a demonstrable hydrologic
connection 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 [(destruction 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)
[Z] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[X] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated November 19, 2002, prepared by Manhard Consulting.
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: Date)

Approved by: Date: %(/ A/Joﬁ

'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, hydnc 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: 200500663
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Michael Murphy Date: 11-21-2005

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 11-21-2005
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 2-18-2003
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 14 42,4098, 88 3 19.7724
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 79

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines River

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

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

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

nen-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [¥

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used 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: Wheaton Park District PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: North of Monroe junior High School on Both
Sides of the Union Pacific Railroad Tracks in the Village of Wheaton, DuPage County, 1llinois

FILE NUMBER: 200600177 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.

B4 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 (2)(2))

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

X 0OOd

[

Information Reviewed

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

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

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):1999 and 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY ..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: Wetland Delineation Report dated March 22, 2004, with an addendum dated November 17,
2003, prepared by Hey & Associates, Inc

HOXXROOXKKXE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland areas 1, 2 and 3 identified within the project site appear to
not have a hydrological connection to navigable waters of the U.S. and are therefore considered isolated.

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

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

] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

BJ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)4) through 328.3(a)(7)
Dd 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
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: ()I“('\lplﬂl E;I(ip” B Date: Ik 11"95

Approved by: Date: _

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

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



DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600177

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLLATED, 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

Diedra Willis

Date: November 23, 2005

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office @N) Date:
At the project site {Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Iflinois
County: DuPage
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-52-10.3042 & 88-8-6.5618
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 5.5 acres
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aguatic resource’ 0-1ac | 1.3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac | 10-25ac | 25-50ac | >50ac | Linear Unknown i
feet
"Lake | L L L L ] L W |

River | 0O L ] | m|

Stream O O (O _D_ O O

Dry Wash ] ] O ] ] ]

Mudflat O O L U B M| I [

Sandflat Cl O (O [0 ] i | [ ]
[ Wetlands O X ] O O O )
| Slough O 10 ml O | O a [ il

Prairie pothole ] O [0 | Inl O O ]

Wet meadow O g Il O [l ] ] j

Playa lake O O O jul 0 10 |

Vernal pool ] | O ] O O O |

Natural pond [ | ] O n ] i

Other water (identify type) ] O O 0 T | J

|

TCheck appropriate boxes that best deseribe type of iselated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non- J

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

| Migratory Bird Rule Factors; if Known If Unknown ’
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes Ne Predicted | Not Expected to | Not Able To Makj
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O | X J
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would he used as habitat by other migratory birds that m] X ‘
cross state lines?
Is or would he used as habitat for endangered species? [m| =] ] ] X -
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? E D | jl E %f

TCheck appropriate hoxes that hest 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: Gander Partners PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: North of Stuenkel Road West of 8¢™ Avenue
in Green Garden, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER:; 200501073 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination;

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

[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.¢.,, 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 OXRO

Information Reviewed

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

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

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

Acrials (Name & Date):Green Garden, 2001

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: October 17, 2005

Other information:

OXOXKOORKXIKX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland A, B and D are isolated wetlands and are therefore not
jurisdictional. Wetland C is hydrologically connected to atributary to Hickory Creek. Hickory Creek drains into the Des Plaines
River, a navigable waters of the U.S.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural line impressed on the bank  [[]  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
] the presence of litter and debris -] shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil [1 other
[0 wectland 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(aX7)
[0 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]

Coufirmation 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: - D Date: 3 MOV OS

Approved by: — J Date: '? ~ e o5

"Wetlands are identificd 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: 200501073

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: 1 Nov 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 1 Nov 2005
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: Will
Center coordinates of site by Iatitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4127.28.20 & 87 48.46.43

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

SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ T0-Tac [ 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 2550 ac | > 50 ac Linear Unknewn
feet
Lake (] L] L] [ ] ] ) []
River |:| l:| |:| D D :l J:|
Stream ] L] O ] L] L] Ll g
Dry Wash ] ] [:] O | 1 -
Mudflat L] L] J [ Ll Ul LJ [ ] ]
Sandflat I ] L] O L O] L
Wetlands |:| 4 |:| |:| D EJ
Slough Ll r__| D D |:| D D
Prairie pothole D (1 |:l D D D D D
Wet meadow O | Ll [ | ] L ]
| Playa lake [ | [ L Ll Ll U
Vernal pool O J (] O O
Natural pond |: I:I D |:| L] 1 ] [
Other waler (identify type) O O O O O 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': 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
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratary birds that O O O O 4]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O O O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? (] O [l O &4

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATICN: Preliminary [] Or Approved [

QPITIONAL 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: Von Bosse PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kishwaukee
FILE NUMBER: 200500798 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [:l Office EField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be 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 acjacent 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 OxkO 00

Information Reviewed

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

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

U. 5. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: ELGIN, 1925
Acrial Photographs (Name & Date);2001, 2002, 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: 6/28/2005

Other information: FEMA FIRM map

KXXXXOKXCX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The waters of the United States on the southeast portion of the site
and two adjacent wetland areas are jurisdictional. Two wetlands in the northeast portion of the site have no apparent surface
water connection and considered isolated

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
[(J changes in the character of soil O other:
B  wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

Bd Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}(7)
[ 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 jurisdicticnal 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
X This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated September 2003, prepared by Bollinger, Lach &
Associates, Inc..
[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

s )b -2ws
//'/t”‘ze.\r-,-

Recommended by:

Approved by: - r— Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual} (ie.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlandson agricultural 1ands 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: 200500798

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 11/10/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 6/28/05
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Iinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates; 42-13-55.5063, 88-25-35.0271

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 39.7

Name of waterway or watershed: South Branch of the Kishwaukee River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac 1-3 ac ‘ 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet
Lake | | L L] L L ] L
River D D D Ll D D D D
Stream L] L] L U ) | U |
Dry Wash Ll L L ] | U
Mudflat | L L | | L1 | L
Sandflat ] l Cl Ol [l ] | L]
Wetlands || [54] ] ] ] ] O ]
Slough L L L] L L | U U
Prairie pothole ] OJ ] O O [ ] ]
Wet meadow O O [l ] ] ] O] O
Playa lake ] | ) O ] I | [l
Vernal pool O] O O ] W ] O ] |
Natural pond ] il [ N ] [ J ] '
| Other water (identify type) O O O O ] ] [ O

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by | d ] ] |
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? ] [ ] B ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? | E ] ] 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 aguatic 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: Pasquinelli Development PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: South of W. 143rd and West of
Lemont Read, Will County, Ilinois
FILE NUMBER: 200500986 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:

1 There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce. including all waters which are subject te 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 wctlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (aX(7))

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 O OxOA

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):Lockport, 2001

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: October 17, 2005

Other information:

OXOXOOXKKKXK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Intermittent Drainageway | and Wetland 5 are jurisdictional due to
their hydrologic connection to the Des Plaines River, a navigable waters of the U.S. Wetlands 1-4 are isolated and therefore not
jurisdictional.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
[d Unable to confirm the preserce of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
PR Area under consideration is likcly to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideraticn is pot 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

O This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
Recommended by: - S - Date: 3 No v 2
Approved by: — — Date: ? Pt “’r

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

? 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.



DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500986

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATICN COMPLETED:

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

Melyssa Cruz

In the office

Date:

1 Nov 2005

Y (Y/N} Date: | Nov 2005

At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: IMinois

County: will

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-37-31.7943 & 88-0-18.0107

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

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS;
Type of aquatic reseurce’ 0-t ac 1-3 ac 35ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake O [0 O 10 0 L O |
River ] [ 1 | O L [l L ‘
Stream L L] [ Ll Ll L L] U
Dry Wash ] ] L] Ll L] Ll L
Mudflat L 0] C] 0 L )
Sandflat Ll L] L L] UJ J U
Wetlands L Ll X Ll L L] | [l
Stough | L] L] L] U | L] O
Prairie pothole O O O Ol O O [
Wet meadow ] Ll O 10 O | W L]
Playa lake [ ] L] Ll C] ! (] [ Cl
Vernal pool LJ [] Ll [ ] ( |
Natural pond | [l ] [l ] ] | ]
Other water (identify type) O ] O [ ] O O O

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

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors'; If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitai for birds protected by ] ] &
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O ] ] 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? O [l ] P4

'Check appropriate baxes that best describe potential for applicability of the

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

I

figratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [_] Or Approved P4

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. Amy Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Condon Consulting Engineering PROJECT LOCATION/'WATERWAY: McHenry County, Fox
FILE NUMBER: 200501122 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office XField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD){For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2). 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-jurisdictiona! waters on the project site,

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

B4 There are both waters ol 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, ot 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 R OxKkO 00

Information Reviewed
> U. S, Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inveatory: RICHMOND.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: RICHMOND, HA 303,
USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. 8. Geologieal Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: RICHMOND, 1992
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 1999, 2001, 2002, 2004
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..
Site Visit Conducted on: 10/3/2005
Other information: USGS Farmed Wetland Determination

KRR ROORKKX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland present in the central western porton of the site has no
surface water connection to a navigable waterway. The waters present on the southeast portion of the site are tributary to Dutch
Creek, which s tributary to the Fox River, a navigable waterway.

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

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
X This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated April 8, 2003, prepared by Hey and Associates, Inc.

] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary //
Date: / 5 -d—{

Recommended by: )
Approved by: — S — Date: [(— (6 - S5~

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.¢ .
oceurrence 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.



DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200501122

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

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

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Kate Bliss

Date: 11/15/2005

In the office
At the project siteY (Y/N)

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

SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of aquatic resource’

13 ac

3-5ac ( 5.10 ac

10-25 ac

(Y/N) Date:
Date: 10/3/2005

Hinois

McHenry

42-23-50.6053, 88-17-1.4200
97.6

Fox

Linear
feet

c | >50ac

Unknown

Lake

| River

Stream

qED ;

Dry Wash

L1

ﬂuuu

Mudflat

Sandflat
I

|

O

]

[

Wm Oos

Wetlands

Stough

Prairie pothole
Wet meadow
 —

L

LP!’_‘!’“ fake

Dﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁ c

L_\’ernal pool

'
aEaEE
|

|

..

!

D3 et

OO
1]

Natural pond

]

uﬂm{f 5 ET

1

Other water (identify type)

OnoOO0oROO

Biniiaii

DDDD(
|

OO

Ffl#@

) O O R

O0

O

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

—

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known H Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
| Yes [ 'No Predicted [ Not Expected to | Not Ahle To Make
) to Oceur Oceur Determination
Is or would be uscd 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 ] g

cross stade lines?

Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species?

Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce?

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

0]

—
L

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

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: Ruth Investments PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200401126 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [_] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

) 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 hoth 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 intersiate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

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

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

QOther:

Section 10 waterway.

XOO OO

0o X

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas; HUNTLEY, HA 361.

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: HUNTLEY, 1992.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. §. Geological Survey 15 Minutc Historic Quadrangles:
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):2002, 2004

Advanced Identification Werland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..
Site Visit Conducted on: 10/21/04, 10/17/05

Other information: FEMA FIRM map

KRN

RIRRRCOX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Referencing the original Wetland Delineation Report dated August
2004, as prepared Smith Engineering, Wetlands I and 2 are isolated and not regulated by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.
Wetland 3 exhibits a hydrological connection to a navigable water and is therefore jurisdictional. Referencing the Wetland
Dclineation Addendum dated July 29, 2003, as prepared by Smith Engineering, the newly identified Wetlands 1 and 2 are
isolated and not subject to Department of the Army regulations.

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

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

{d  This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
Date: 1( — 2 8 C 5

Y

Approved by: - = Date: /1 - 3 - e5—

'"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 weiland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

Recommended by:

* Wetlands separated from other walers 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. US. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200401126

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 11/28/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 10/21/04, 10/17/05
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMA TION:

State: Illinois
County: McHenry
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-11-6.2125, 88-28-28.1630
Approximate size of site/property (inciuding uplands & in acres): 60
Name of waterway or watershed: Kishwaukec
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 1025ac | 2550ac | » 50 ac Linear | Unknown
) feet
| Lake | g _ 10 | | Ll L
e e e
| Stream
It S - B
Dry Wash ' 0 O [l ]
Mudflat O (0 O 0 g Jo 10 N
Sandflat 180 10 o 10 O O ] O
Wetlands O D IEI ﬁ ;__D_ W I l
Slough ! 10 in! £ ]
| Prairie pothole ] t I O ] i
Wet meadow a [ L [: D :] E—- |
Playa lake O ] il 0 ] ] []
Vernal pool ij [: D D .| I I [ ]
| Natural pond [ ] il ' ] O ]
Other water (identify type) ] O [ ] Il O | [:[ o

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': ' If Known if Undaown
{7 Use Best Professional Judgment ]
Yes No Predicted Not Expectedto | Not Able To Make

L. to Occur Occur Determination

Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X ] O m]

Migratory Bird Treaties? .

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

Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O 0 O

Is used lo irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [H| d O

ICheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply 1o onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
|_non-navigable, intru-state aguatic resource area. _ _ ‘

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine 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: Waukegan Park District PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Lake County
FILE NUMBER: 200600124 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ ] Office (XField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regalated 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-jusisdictional waters on the project sire.

[ 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.

[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 o the ebb and flow of the tide (i.c., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

K OXO

||

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ZION.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ZION, HA 233,

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

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

Acrials (Name & Date):2004, 2002

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on: 11/17/05

Other information: FEMA FIRM map

HEIRCOCRRIE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Referencing the Wetland Delineation Repart dated March 31, 2005,
Wetland 3 tlows east to Wetland 1, which is the Waukegan River. The Waukegan River flows to Lake Michigan, a navigablc
waterway, therefor Wetlands | and 3 are jurisdictional. Wetland 2 jocated on the south portion of the site is an isolated,
excavated pond and is not juirisdicational.

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

[] clear, natural line impressed on the bank (CJdestruction of terrestrial vegelation
[ the presence of litter and debris Mshelving
[ 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(2)(7)
Bd Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Mi gratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
gratory

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated March 31, 2005, prepared by Applied Ecological
Services, Inc.
This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
— ¥ -

Recommended by: _Date: _/ / -\‘2 g —_ﬂ
Approved by: — - ___ Date: 27 (e

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Comps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manuat) (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 Delinearion Manual (1987).

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



INFORMATION SHEET

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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600124

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

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:

Kimberly Fisher

In the office

Date: 11/28/05

{Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 11/17/05

Tlinois
Lake

42-23-52.4685, 87-51-35.1280

155
Waukegan River

SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac ¥-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown |
feet
Lake s m 3 o]
River ] 0 0O ] L] 0 0
Stream 0 o 10 O O 100 ,
Dry Wash N 0 0 w 0
Mudfiat I 0 C ] 1 0 L[:l ]
Sandflat I l _f] D i I ﬁ
‘Wetlands E [ l l i ﬁ ] D
Siough 0O I ) ) O 1 [
Prairie potholc D D ﬁ T d G D ﬁ_ D
Wet meadow ] O in} 0 'O [} || 0
Playa lake 0] | il 0 [m) £l ] |
Vernal oa O 0 0 0 O R
Natural pond l 1 ﬁ [ j ﬁ L
Other water (identify type) dJ [ 0O [} O 0 [N
'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 I Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Neot Able To Make
to Qccur QOccur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by = 3| ) d
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by ether migratory birds that 2] (@] (] i) 0
¢ross state lines?
["¥s or would be used as habitat for endangered species? {1 g
[ Ts 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.8, occurring onsite):



