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

APPLICANT: Wheaton Bible Chruch PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: North of Route 64 and West of Morton Road
in Wayne Twp, DuPage County, [llinois

FILE NUMBER: 200600269 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

U1 There are no waiers on the project sitc.

[ 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 Unitcd States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

The presence of wetlands adjacent { bordering, contigucus, 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 isolaled waler (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 R OO0

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. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: WEST CHICAGQ, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangies:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 1999 & 2001

Advanced 1dentification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOXXCOCXRXEK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland areas on site were determined to be manmade ponds
that do not appear to have a hydrological connection to 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 impresscd on the bank Odestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris Oshelving
[[] changes in the character of soil O other

[ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

Bd Unable to confirm the presence of watess 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 10 have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Conlirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated . prepared by
[C] This oftice does not confirm your wetlund boundary.

— e
Recommended by: GR%IP!ﬁl E;H“ME‘, Date: ‘l:‘(f}O’OS

Approved by: Date:

‘Wetlands are idemiified and delinealed using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vcgetation, 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. US. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600269

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: December 30, 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office @/N) Date: Deccmber 30, 2005
At the project site (Y@ Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-54-33.3543 & 88-7-25.1413

Approximate size of site/property {including uplands & in acres): 46.7 acres

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

feet
Lake ] L | U L L d I
River O 10 [0 ] O L ]
Stream [m] ] ] mj [ | L] O
Dry Wash ] | B L] ] L] [ L
Mudflat [ OJ O O O O ]
Sandflat | L] ] | L L L |
Wetlands > 1 O Tl ] O [l
Slough ﬁ |:| [:l D T_ D |:|
Prairie pothole | & O C1 O O O
Wet meadow ] O O O] O Il O
Playa lake ] |j ] I Ll ﬁ L]
Vernal pool 0 L | il ] L] | 0
Natural pond L L] L L L | O
Other water (identify type) O O] O N O O W]
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

1s or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] O O ] b2y
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratary birds that | [ O ) W] |
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] L] O =
Is used to irrigate crops sold in intcrstate commerce? T 1] L1 ] x|

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsile, 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 eonditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
conneetions; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISIQON DOCUMENT
U.S. Amy Corps of Engincers, Chieago Distriet

APPLICANT: Ned Robertson PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southeast of the Interseetion of Kahler Road
and Butcher Roiad in Unineorporated Wiil County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200501130 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.

[ 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 ron-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 eurrently 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)X!))

The presence of interstate waters (ineluding 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 TFR 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 Odo

Information Reviewed

] U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: SYMERTON.
U. S, Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: SYMERTON, 303,

USIDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topegraphic Maps: SYMERTON, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Aerials (Name & Date): Florence Township, 1997
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

N

=4

OOOXROOXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): There are no wetlands located on the subjeet property.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indieated by:
clear, natural ling impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris O snelving
O changes in the character of soil [0 other
O wetiand boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

< 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)
[C] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rulc eriteria
BJ Area under consideratien 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 rationalc]

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

- - —
Recommended by: S Date: - Dec o

Approved by: —_— 5 — Date: 2 2 D&

'"Wetlands are idenlified 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 agricubtural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

! werlands separaicd from other waters of the U.S, by man-madc dikes or barriers, natura) river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



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

APPLICANT: Brandon Lemmons PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northwest of the Interseetion of Gorman
Road and Harlem Avenue in Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200501160 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 projeet site.

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

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

X There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdietional waters on the projeet site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

{1 There are no jurisdietional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which arc 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 inierstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an inferstate 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, wel meadows, playa lakes. or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 0 OxXO

Information Reviewed

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

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

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

Aerials (Namc & Date):Green Garden, 1997
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

O0OXROXRKKXN

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The farmed wetland located on the subject property is isolated and
therefore not jurisdictional. However, the subsurface tiled tributary located on the subject property drains into Forked Creek.
Forked Creek flows into the Kankakee River, a navigable waters of the LS.

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B4 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated July 26, 2065, prepared by LRMG.
J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: -2 - Date: X | (D€ cod
Approved by: __S-_"“ Date: 27 22 C -

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and eriteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manuat (87 Manual) (i.e..
oceurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology) Proeesses for determining wetlandson agrieultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Dclineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands seperated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natra) river berms, beach dunes, and Lhe 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: Chicage
FILE NUMBER: 200501160

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Navis Date; 20 Dee 05
PROJECT REVIEW/OETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 20 Dec 05
At the project site (Y/N)  Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORM/A.TION:
State: Illinpis
County: Will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4124 53.37 & 8747 31.78

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

Type of aquatic resource’ 0-lac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 25-S0ac | >5S0ac Linear Unknown
feet

| Lake

Stream

J
River ]
|
Ll

| Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandfat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

DHDDDDQUDD

Playa lake

Yernal pool

Natural pond

AN EEEEEEEE .
ﬂDDDDDDDDDDDDD
AEEEEEEREEEESE
EEmEemEanEEE ..
noonOooooocooo
OooOoooooooonD

XOOCOONCO

O

Other water (identify type)
Farm wctland

| | |

|

'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': i Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected fo | Not Able To Make
to Oceur Qccur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by |} Od J O |
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] ] ] [ %]
cruss state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] O ] i
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O 1 i1 Ol 4]

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [ ] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTINC 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 Cotps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Lakes Region Sanitary District PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northeast of Nippersink Road And
Wilson Road In Unicorporated Lake County, lilincis (Section 25, T45N, R9E}

FILE NUMBER: 200600120 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office IField

Approved Jurisdictivnal 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 walers on the project site,

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

L1 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 States present on the project site.

(] The presenee of waters whieh are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters whieh 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 presenee of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. {33 CFR 328.3 (2)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjaeent® ( bordering, contigucus, or neighbering) to interstate or other waters of the US,
exeept 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 potheles, wel meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

OO0 O XXKO

Information Reviewed
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas; _ .

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Serviee Soil Survey for Lake County.
U, S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:

. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Histone Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:
Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OO00O000000O0

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlind 10, 11, and 12 drain north to Fish Lake and then to the Fox
River. Wetlands 9, 13, 14, and 15 do not have a hydrologic connection to a naviagable water,

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

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [[Jdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
] the presenee of litter and debris _Ishelving
[J ehanges in the charaeter of soil [ other

[ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

e ——

Recommended by: Date:

S — Datc: 2 Z/’,/Cs"‘
'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 (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.5. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicage

FILE NUMBER:
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: 12/20/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 12/20/05
At the project site (Y/N}  Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illincis

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site oy latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -21-6.4355 88 -8-22.7545

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

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIONS;

[ Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-Sac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 1 25-50 ac > &0 ac Linear | Unknown
feet
Lake O J | | [ | [ ] Ll
River L] UJ U 0l L] L ] U]
Stream 0 L] L] Ll | | | Ll
Dry Wash | L | L | | O ]
Mudflat L] ] L L] L] 0l Ll L
Sandflat ] M [ O [ |
Wetlends 0 8 10 [0 0 0] O 0
Slough L L 0 L ] L JH]
[ Prairie pothole i] ] ] O Cl | ] ’_[:l
Wet meadow 1 O ] O 1 ] ] O
Playa lake [ ] O OJ O O 0
Vernal pool !: E D [:I L_..| D D
Natural pond D [:] D D L_-I D D [
Other water (identify type) d ] 3 0 O l ] Qg -
|

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 T No Predicted Not Expected ta Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
1s or would be used as habitat for birds protected by 0 O
Migratery Bird Treaties?
Ts or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] O X O O
|_cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? L] | ] [ X
1s used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O 0 O

!Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migrafory 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. accurring onsite):



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

APPLICANT: Pappas PROJECT LOCATION/'WATERWAY: Greenwood, McHenry Co.
FILE NUMBER: 200500837 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [{Field

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

Based on available information:

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

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

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

&3 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 suseeptible 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 presenee of interstate waters {ineluding 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 presenee 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 XK KKO OO0

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologie Atlas: HEBRON, HA 363,

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: HEBRON, 1563.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historie Quadrangles: .
U. §. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date}: 2001, 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA 1981 Firm Map, NRCS Swampbuster Map

X0

4

RO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Weiland 1 and Wetland 2 are associated with the Nippersink
Creek, which flows to the Fox River, a navigable waterway under Department of the Army jurisdiction. Wetland 3 and 4 are
isolated and therefore not regulated by the Department of the Amy.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indieated by:
O clear, natural line impressed on the bank  []  destruetion of terrestrial vegetation
O the presence of litter and debris (0 shelving
[ changes in the eharacter of soil O other:
K  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)
Area under consideraticn is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Mipratory Bird Rule eriteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule eriteria

L] 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 June 15, 2005, prepared by Hey and Associates, Ine.
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: - - Date: } 2’! 20 log-
Approved by: — J — Date: /2 12 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 separaied from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikcs 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: 200500837

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 12/20/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 7/26/05
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-23-34.6720, 88-24-38.6258
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 159

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River

SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet
Lake ] [_] | O ] [ O [
River 0] L] L} Ll U Cl L] L
Stream L] ] L] L] L] L] L (]
| Dry Wash | L] L] ] O L LJ |
Mudflat 0 [ | L] L] B L 0
Sandfiat O Ll ] ] ] L] L] [
Wetlands ] ] 1 ] 1 ] ] [
Slough L Ll ] U | O ] Ll
Prairie pothole [ ] | ] ] ] ] |
Wet meadow M L [ ] ] ] D ]
Playa lake L] L L] L] L [ U L]
Vernal pool ] ] ] O ] O O ]
Natural pond L] g L] L] L [ ] ]
Other water (identify type) OJ ] ] | ] | [ [l
[

TCheck appropriate hoxes that best deseribe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aguatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': | 1f Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Oceur Detcrmination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds jrotected by D4 O ] O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that x4} O M| O |
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habital for endangered species? O O [ O X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? Bl O | E_ X 1

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability 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: Sherman Health System PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Property located north of Big Timber Road,
south of 1-90 and cast of Randall Road in Elgin, Kane County, llinois (Section 32, T42N R8E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500904 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

X There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional walers 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 transpor

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

O other:

(3 Secction 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

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

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acerial Photographs (Name & Date): DigiAir, Fall 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: September 15, 2005 by Jaimee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information: FEMA FIRM, Wetland Assessment Report, dated July 7, 2005, prepared by CBBEL.

HHEXMOCOXKRKIX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 is located along the southern property boundary. Tt has a
surface water tributary system with an unnamed tributary of Tyler Creek, located south of Big Timber Road, via a culvert under
Big Timber Road. The unnamed tributary flows to Tylcr Creek, which is a tributary of the Fox River, a navigable walerway.
Therefore, Wetland 1 is under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Wetland 2 and the farmed wetlands do not
have a surface water tributary system connection and arc isolated. Therefore, Wetland 2 and the farmed wetlands are not under
the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

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

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

[ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

. < R ‘
Recommended by: - > Date: I < ( ‘ S / J S
Approved by: _ 5- _ Date: // AN

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




* Wetlands separated from other waters of the [J.S. hy 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: 200500904

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Jaimee Hammit

Date; 12/15/05

In the office
At the project site

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

Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:

(Y/N) Date: 12/15/05
(Y/N) Date: 09/15/05
Illinois

Kane

Lat; 42-4-22, Lon: BB-19-53
60 acres

Tyler Creek/Fox River

Type of aquatic resource’

0-1 ac

i
%
-4
o

3-5ac 5-10 ac

10-25 ac

25.5¢ ac Linear

feet

>50ac

c
2
g
=
X
=1

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudnat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

| Wet meadow

COO0OCCOCOas

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

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 Predicied Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds profected by O O X
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory bhirds that | [ O P O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O O = ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? E ﬁ O E | |

| non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource arca.

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

APPLICANT: Opus North Corporation PROQJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 29.5 Acre Property Northeast of the
intersection of Algonquin and Linneman Roads in Mount Prospect, Cook County, Illinois {Section 23, T4IN, R11E).

FILE NUMBER: 200501109 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [<Ficld

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdietional Determination:

] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United $tates 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 forcign commerce, including all waters which are subjeet to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.c., navigable waters
of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1})

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

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

BJ The presence of wetlands adjacent® { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
O

O

O

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, wel meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
Other:
[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ARLINGTON HEIGHTS.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologie Atlas: ARLINGTON HEIGHTS, HA 67.
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ARLINGTON HEIGHTS, 1993,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: ARLINGTON HEIGHTS, 1927.
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historie Quadrangles:
Aerials (Name & Date):Cook County 1998 and 2003
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:
Site Visit Condueted on: 27 September 2005
Other information:

OXDOXROX XX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes ehecked above):
Wetlands 2, 3, 4, and § drain to an unnamed tributary, then eventually to the Des Plaines River. a navigable water under
junisdiction of this office. Wetland 1 does not appear to ¢xhibit a hydrotogic surface connection to navigable waters and is not
under jurisdiction of this offiee.
Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):

Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

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

K 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)
Bd Areaunder 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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated 30 August 2005, prepared by V3 Companies of llliniois,
Lid.
[1 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: -5 Date: /%//‘7[/05~

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and crileria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for detennining 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¥V, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200501109

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gagnon Date: 13 December 2005

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

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilineis

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -2-8.4850: 87 -56-56.3330

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 29.5

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of aquatic resource’ O-lac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac [ S10ac | 10-25ac | 2550ac | >S0ac | Linear
feet
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Natural pond
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Other water (identify type)

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [ ] O [
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that B4 O O [ ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endanpered species? ] ) O ] =
Is used ¢o irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? | NN Ll 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 SUPFORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph [ —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
1J.S. Army Corps of Engincers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Ficld Developoment, LLC PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: South of Church Road and East of
Route 1 in Beecher, Will County, Iilinois
FILE NUMBER: 200600018 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [{Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD} (For Sites regulatec 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 an the project site.

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

O] There are no jurisdictiona! waters of the United States present on the project site.

[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were Jsed in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, ineluding 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 (ineluding interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other ‘»ater 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 (ineluding intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potheles, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 0 OXO

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Serviee National Wetland Inventory: TINLEY PARK,
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: TINLEY PARK, 152

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: TINLEY PARK, 1993,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadraagles: .

U. §. Geological Survey 13-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Agrials (Name & Date): Beecher, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site ¥isit Conducted on; October 11, 2005

Other information:

OXROXOOXRKAXK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 1-7 are isolated and therefore not jurisdictional. Trim
Creek drains into the Kankakee River, a navigable waters of the U.S,

Lateral Extent of Jurisdietion (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural ling impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[]  the presence of litter and debris J shelving
O changes in the character of soil O olher:
B3 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{(aX7)
Arca under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under considcration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

(] Headquarters declined to approvc 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 , preparcd by
[C] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

"""" S — Date: /L @—%051
Approved by: — J = Date: // s o

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

Recommended by:

 Wetlands separated from other walters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natwral 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. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600018

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Navis Date: 13 Dec 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 11 Oct 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois
County: Will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41 20'59.48" & 87 36' 10.16

Appreximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac ‘ 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear
feet

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash
Mudflat
Sandat
Wetlands
Slough

Prairie pothole
Wet meadow
Playa lake
Yernal pool
Natural pond
Other water (identify type)
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'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navipable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': I Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected fo Not Able To Make
to Occur Oceur Delermination
Is or would be used as hahitat for birds protected by Cl O O O [y
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [ 0 (] O X
cross state lines? B
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] g L] m] X
| Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [l [ O O O pd |

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply 1o 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 infoermation on waters of the U.S. oceurring onsite):



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

APPLICANT: Andrew Corp PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 100 Aere Property at 10500 West 153rd Street in
Qrland Park, Cook County, Illinois {Section 17, T36N, R12E).

FILE NUMBER: 200501165 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: X Office []Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sifes 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.

[O There are non-jurisdiclional walers on the project site.

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

[ The presenee of wetlands adjacent® { bordering, contiguo s, 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. prairi¢ potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

[ Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

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

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrang|les: )

U. §. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrials (Name & Date):Cook County 1998
Advanced [dentification Wetland Maps:
Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OO00OROOXXXXK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands A, B, C, and D drain to Spring Creek, which is tributary
to the Des Plaines River, a navigable water under jurisdiction of this office. Wetland E does not appear to exhibit a hydrologic
surfaee conneetion to navigable waters and is not under jurisdiction of this office.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

Recommended by: - 5-_ Date: /l‘/-’lﬁ l/a {

Approved by: Date:

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200501165

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gagnon Date: 23 December 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 23 December 2005
At the project site (YIN)  Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates; 41 -36-56.6396,; 87 -52-30.7737

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

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

feel
Lake [ L 0 L cl B | L
River L L] L 0 L] L L L
Stream | L] L] 0l O L L1 Ll
Dry Wash 0 L] 0 [ L |
Mudflat L o [0 O L & L] ]
Sandflat 1 [} ] 1 ] (] [
Wetiands R 0 10 10 O O 0 O
Slough O 10 o [0 O m| 0 m
Frairie pothole ] 1 ] O J [H] ] ]
Wet meadow O [ | O ] [ O ]
Playa lake O 0 O 10 O g 0 0
Verna! pool ] ] |:| [ 1] [l ] [l
| Natural pond O ] O ] Ll OdJ ] O T

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

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, inira-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 QOccur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O @] 4] O [l
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as hahitat by other migratory birds that | [J O B ] O
¢ross stafle lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] O ] ] 54|
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ ] =] [

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe poteutial 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 [X

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



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

APPLICANT: Kevin Charles Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 5 Aere Property Located 1/4 Mile South Of IL
Route 22 And East Of Prairie Road In Buffalo Grove, Lake County. Illinois (NE 1/4 of Section 21, T43N, R1IE)

FILE NUMBER: 200600144 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office P 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.

BJ There are non-jurisdictional walers on the project site.

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[] The presenee 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 Jakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadow/s, playa lakes, or natural ponds}).

Other:

Section {0 waterway.

0a O O0d

Information Reviewed

U. §. Fish and Wildlife Serviee National Wetland Inventory:

U. §. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .

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

U. S. Geological Survey |5 Minute Historie Quadrangles;

Aenals (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: August 11, 2005

Other information:

OXOOOO000o0

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland A and the off-site wetland to the north, as identified in
your delineation report, do not exhibit a hydrologic conneetion to a navigable water 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 [Cshetving
[ changes in the eharaeter of soil [ other

[] 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)
Arga under consideration is likely to have bgen jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

Recommended by: ’ Date;

Approved by: ] S pate: /2~ &/ g

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurtence of hydrophytic vegetation, hyd:ic soils and wetland hydrelogy). 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
adjacent.



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER:
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date:
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: August 11, 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Minois
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -11-37.7129 87 -57-15.3870
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 5
Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac 1.3 ac 3-8ac - 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet
| Lake | N ] L] L U
[ River 0 Ll L U Ll N [
Stream O o _[O U O O
Dry Wash L] | L] 10 ] | O O j
Mudflat E ] 8 ] g O ul % —
Sandilat [ I
Wetiands B0 000 ) O
| Slough o0 [0 0 0 0O m C
Prairie pothole O | J ] D_ Qﬁ B ] ]
Wet meadow 0 ] ] ] M
| Playa lake O L O O O ] ]
Vernal pool Ol ] 'a O O W OJ O
Natural pond [ O [ 1 0O O
Other water (identify type) 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 mon- ]
Jurisdictional aguatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': 1 If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Nut Expected to Not Able To Make
te Oceur Oeccur Determination
Is or would bc used as habitat for birds protected by ] d
Migratory Bird Treaties? _
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that [ [] | O &4 a [}
crass state lines?
[ Is or would he used as habitat for endangered species? O | O L L &
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? | |

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary []  Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to mssess potentisl 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: Michael Noonan PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 1.3 Acre Property at 8800 13 Ist Street in Palos
Park, Cook County, Illinois {Section 34, T37N, R12E),

FILE NUMBER: 200600224 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:

B 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 watcrs on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

BJ There arc no jurisdietional waters of the United Statcs present on the projeet 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 Toreign 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 weilands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

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

] 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))

[C] The presence of an isolated waler {e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudfiats,
sandflats, wetlands, sioughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds),

[J Other:

[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Invertory: PALOS PARK.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: PALOS PARK, 145.

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
Aerials (Name & Date):Cook County 1998
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:
Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OO0OXOCOXXKEK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): No wetlands were apparent on the documentation reviewed.

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

[ the presence of litter and detris [ shelving
] changes in the character of soil O other:
Clwetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

[C] 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: 3 = Date: A DL ¢ Z ec 5

Approved by: e Date: 2 ¢ PF < Foeg—

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegelation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Proeesses for determining wellandson 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, naiural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION ROCUMENT
U.3. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: LK, LLC PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Property located west of Route 31, south of Red Gate Road
and narth of Crane Road in Saint Charles, Kane County, Illinois (SW 1/4 of Section 15, T40N R8E)

FILE NUMBER: 200501045 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

[X] There are non-jurisdictional waters on Lhe 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 werc 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(2)(1))

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

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

[0 The presence of wetlands adjacent” ( hordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (al7))

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

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

O Other:

O Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: GENEVA, HA 142.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soi, Survey for Kane County.

U. 5. Gealogical Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: GENEVA, 1993.

U. §. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quudrangles:

U. §. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: GENEVA, 1932

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): DigiAir, Fall 2004

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: Octaber 6, 2005 by Jaimee W Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information: The Wetland Delineation Report, dated April I, 2005 (revised April 27. 2005), prepared by
INDEVCON, Inc.

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The on-site ditch flows west and enters into the stormsewer system
within the Red Gate subdivision. Historically, there was a trihutary west of the property and it flowed south and eventually into
the Fox River. Currently, this tributary no longer exists on the surface and the on-site tributary cannot be traced on the surface to
the Fox River either. Therefore. the on-site tributary is not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

KROXKOKKXKK

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

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

O wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

nable to conlirm the presence of waters listed in 33 18.3(a)(1), Ma)(2), or A(a roug| San
BJ Unabl firm th t listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1}, 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3¢a)(4) th h 3283
rea under censideration is likely to have been junisdictional under pre- > igrutory Bird Rule criteria
M A d ideration is likely to have been jurisdictional und SWANCC M;i Bird Rule criter
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratery 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 dees not confirm your wetland boundary.

B — /2 )Q(

Recommended by: — Date:
Approved by: S— i _ Date: (7 /7 //(‘s

‘Wetlands are identified and delincated using the methods and eriteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c..
occeurrence of hydrophytie vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processcs for determining wetlands on agriculiural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

!

* Wetlands scparated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural niver 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: 200501045

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 12/20/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMFPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 12/20/05
Al the project sile (Y/N) Date: 10/06/05

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Kane

Cenler coordinates of site by latitude & Iongitudinal coordinates: Lat: 41-56-39, Lon: 88-19-10

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

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

feet
Lake O O |0 |0 O g m O
River O 0O [0 | m 0 0
Stream O (O [0 O 0 | 0
Dry Wash | ] Ll O ] W L] L
Mudfiat 0 10 0 0 = ]
Sandflat I ] | U L L | O
Wetlands [ [] | Il O ] O d
[ Slough Il Ll O LI [ | | |
Prairie pothole O O ] ] ] [} ]
Wet meadow |:| |:] D [:I D |:| D D
Playa lake L] O 10 | O O O O
Vernal pool I L L] L M| L Cl
Natural pond O O OJ ] OdJ ] O
Other water (identify type) E D |] |.__| D D I:I
diich
\ \

"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 Predieted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O 24| O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] O & O ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O ] O Py ]
1s used Lo irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O ] 0O [ O

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATICN: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used lo determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess polential navigation or interstale 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: JAS & Associates, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 30-acre parcel located south of Pleasant
Drive and west of Coombs Read in Rutland Township, Kane County, 1llinois (SE 1/4 of Section 35, T42N R7E)

FILE NUMBER: 200501031 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [{Field

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

Based on available information:

O There are ne waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

of the U.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) Lo interstate or other waters of the US.
except for those weltlands 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,

sandlats, wetlands, sioughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

O oOther:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

[ U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: PINEGREE GROVE.
4 U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: PINGRIEE GROVE, HA 232

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

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

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acerial Photographs (Name & Date): No source or date

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:  September 27, 2005 by Jaimee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago Distriet
Other information: FEMA FIRM, Wetland Delineation Report, dated August [5, 2005, prepared by Phoenix
Environmental. Inc.

RKRKXOCOXK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The on-site wetland. Wetland A (designated as such in the Phoenix
Wetland Delineation Report), does not have a surface water tributary system conneclion and 1s isolated. Therefore, Wetland A 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:

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

[[]1 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

BT s
Approved hy: —S—— Date: /2 }Z I / C 5

]

Recommended by:

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200501031

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 12/20/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 12/20/05
At the project site (YMN) Dates 09/27/05
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: Kane
Center coordinates of site by latitude & Iongitudinal coordinates: Lat: 42-4-25, Lon: 88-22-42
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 30 acres
Name of waterway or watershed: Pingree Creek/Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
] Type of aqmliaﬁ_rc?_ 0-1 ac B ac LS-S ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
| feet
Lake _ O ] L] i ] [
River il 0 |
Stream | % i) E ! 'ﬁﬁi’% ] |
Dry Wash I [ D D ] D
Mudflat J O 10 g - [0 U o
Sandflat ] ] [l -
Wetlands E T
Slough | [

Prairie pothole

il
£
‘L CHEd

jﬂbm
FDDD

riﬂdLrw nEw

U
Wel meadow |} 8 _%] 'O = 5
Playa lake .
LVcrnal poct '_:] % in N E E -
Natural pond [ — - | o —
Other w::;r tidentify type) [ LD =) d O

|

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors™: If Known If Unknown

Use Best Professional Judgment
No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Oceur Determination

Is or wauld be nised as habitat for birds protected by

[
Migratory Bird Treaties”

Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that .- [ ] (] O O
cross state lines?
1s or would be used as habitat [or endangered species? [l] ] )

Is used to irrigate crops seld in interstate commerce?
! . . a . qa . - . . . . el -
Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule te apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navizable, 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: Legat Architechts PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200600151 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office []Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD)(For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved 1D 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 Statcs 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 walers of the United States present on the project sitc.

[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))

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

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

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

[X] 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:

1] Section 10 waterway.

O

Information Reviewed

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

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: MCHENRY, 1944.
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):1939, 2001, 2002, 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY. ..

Site Visit Conducled on:

Other information: FEMA FIRM map[

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Twa isolated wetlands exist on the projeci site: Site | and Site 2 as
referenced in the Wetland Delineation Report dated October 29. 2005 as prepared by Manhard Consulting, Inc.

HOXKKOXK KRN

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
O clear, natural ling impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the prescnce of litter and debris O shelving
[ changes in the character of soil O other:
B4  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 eriteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[0 This office coneurs with your wetland delineation report <lated October 29, 2003, prepared by Manhard Consulting, Inc.
X This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: - ; Date: / Z ’/ y”%J S

Approved by: . Date: /2 - 7S5 - » eu g~

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Carps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.¢.,
oceurrenee of hydrophylic vegelation, hydri¢ soils and wetland hydrology). Proccsses for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

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



DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILENUMBER: 200600151

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

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

Kate Bliss

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

Date: 12/14/2005

In the office Y (Y/N)

Date: 12/14/2005

At the projeet sile (Y/N) Date;
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Hlinois
County: McHenry
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-21-4.2198, 88-25-29.8066
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 120
Namc of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
I;I‘ype of aquatic resource’ 0-Iac | t-Jac | 35ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet
[Take O Y B 2 i 1 = O
River | B L U L
Stream U J 0 o [ | | Ll
Dry Wash 1 [l ] O O jul
Mudflat I ! lf I=lEi=N O | || | il
Sandflat Ll O . L Ll Ll Ol q
Wellands % H i % [l [l E [D:]
Slough O
Prairie pothole O [0 O | O g % i O
Wet meadow U ] O 10 | L L ||
Playa lake O O [0 0 0O E% W] O
Vernal paol ] ( [l O O ] O |
Natural pond ] Iim) [ 0 [l ] O
Other water (identify type) O —‘ a O [ O O O j
| -
Check appropriate boxes that best describe tpre of isolaled, non-navigable, intra-state water present and hest estimate for size of non-
_jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Knawn ] If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No | Predicted | Not Expected o | Not Able To Make |
| to Oceur Occur Determination

Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by b [l } O
Migratory Bird Treatics?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that d 1 W O ] W]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat fur endangered species? O O [ |
Is used to irripate crops sold in interstate commerce? X i | | I
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 (c.g., paragraph I —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJP, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commercc
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: Lutheran Church Missouri Syned PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: North of Hafenrichter
Road and west of Normantown Road in Aurora, Will County, Tilinois
FILE NUMBER: 200600064 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ [Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] There are no jurisdictional walers of the United States prasent on the project site.

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

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

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

The presence of wetlands adjacen!’ ( hordering, contiguous, or neighboring) 1o interstate or other waters of the US.
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (aX7))

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

CGther:

Section 10 waterway.

oo O Oog

Information Reviewed

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

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.

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

U. 8. Geological Survey |5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Aurora, 1997
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:
Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOOXROOXKXK

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

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

E 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) ™)
E Area under consideration is likely Lo have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migralory Bird Rule criteria
[0 Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

Recommended by: D - Date: /3 Dec o5

Approved hy: — [ Date: /P 2 F e

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and eriteria eslablished in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrenee of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from mcthods described in the Corps Wetland [Xclineation 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 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: 200600064
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Melyssa Navis Date: 14 Dec 2005

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: Intheoffice Y  (Y/N) Date: 14 Dec 2005
At the project site (Y/N)  Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: [llinois
County: Will

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4143 044 & 088 14' 32. 77
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:
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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 Rale 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 O O ] O &
Mipratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [J O (] O %4}
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] 8] ] | [ 2]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in inlersiate commerce? 0] O ] || B4

'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 agualic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph | —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. cccurring onsite):




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

APPLICANT: Aldi, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/'WATERWAY: Approximately 60-acre property located scuth of Fabyan
Parkway and east of Kirk Road in Batavia, Kane County, Illinois (Section 13, T39N R8E})

FILE NUMBER: 200500988 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 informalion:

U] 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.

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

(1 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States prasent 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.c, navigable waters

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

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

[C] 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 adjacenl® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to intcrstate or other waters of the US,
excepl for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(7))

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

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

O Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. §8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: AURORA NORTH.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrelogic Atlas: AURORA NORTH. HA 70.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: AURORA NORTH, 1993,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: _

U. S. Geological Survey |5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): no source or duie

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Condueted on:

Other information: Wetland Delineation Report, prepared by Applied Ecological Services (AES), dated July 25,

NOXXCCIXKKNK

2005

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 do not have a surface water tributary
system connection and are isolated. Therefore, the wetlands delineated on-site are not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers. A quick field check revealed any apparent surface connection would currently be piped under the industrial
park to the south and east. { spoke with representatives of the City of Batavia to see if I could get a map of the stormsewer
system, but they said the indusirial development was constructed before any local stormwater ordinance was in place. Therefore,
there is no map showing how the water flows (if it does at all) through pipes to the tributary located south of the property.

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

1 clear, natural line impressed on the bank L] destruction of terrestrial vegetation
0 the presence of litter and debris O shelving
L1 changes in the character of soils [T other:

1 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(2)(4) through 128.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been juriscictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

] This office coneurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by .
(] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. ( }
< - AR
Recommended by: > Drate: 1 2’ i [ = / \) 3
Approved by: — __g- — Date: / __2 7/ j /e

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) {i.e.,
occunrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydralogy). 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, notural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also

adjacent.

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500988

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.5. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

Jaimee Hammit

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

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

In the office
At the project site (Y/N)
Ilinois
Kane

Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:

Date; 12/13/05

(Y/N) Date: 12/13/05

Date:

Lat: 41-52-6, Lon; 88-16-25
60 acres

Fox River

Type of aquatic resource’

0-1 ac

' 1-3ac 3-5ac 5.10 ac

‘ 10-25ac | 25-50 ac

Linear
feet

> 80 ac

| Unknown
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Slough
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Wet meadow
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OOO0OOO00o000

Natural pond

Other water (identify type)
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jurisdictional aguatic resource area.

Check appropriale 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 Oceur Qceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] ] O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would he used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O p] 0] O
cross state lines?
Is or would he used as habitat for endangered species? O ] ] g a
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? | [ i ] I ] |

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or approved [X

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



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

APPLICANT: Robert Arthur Land Company PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 55-acre parcel located north of Plank
Road, east of route 47 and south of [nterstate 20 near Lily Lake, Kane County, ltlinois (SE 1/4 of section 5, T4IN R7E)

FILE NUMBER: 200501001 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:

B4 There are no waters on the project sile.

[] 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.

[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 tlow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

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

[J The presenee of interstale waters (including interstate wellands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)2)

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

[J The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contigucus, 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 (ineluding intermittent streams), mudflats,

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

(0 oOther:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 5. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland [nventory: PINEGREE GROVE.

J. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: PINGREE GROVE, HA 232.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 5. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):DigiAir 1999 & 2001. AirPhoto USA 2002 & 2004
Advanced [dentification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA FIRM, V3 Companies Wetland Delineation Report, dated August 2, 2005

ROXXOOXKXEK

Rationale for Basis (applies Lo any boxes checked above): There are no waters of the United States including wetlands on the
subject property.

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

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

(O wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[J Unable to contirm 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

O Headguarters declined to apprave 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.

e 2 fiofos

Recommended hy: Date:

Approved by: — S — Date: (2~ 5 -

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



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

APPLICANT: Howard Ludwig PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 121 Acre Properiy Noriheast of Silver Fox Drive
and 131st Street in Lemont, Cook County, lllinois (Section 35, T37N, R11E).

FILE NUMBER: 200501022 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 an available intormation:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

{71 There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States cn the project site

[ There are both waicrs 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 walers 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 cbb and flow of the tide (i.e., nzvigable 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))

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

] The presence of wetlands adjacent? ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for thosc wetlands adjacent 10 other wetlands (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(7))

D 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 nawural ponds).

] Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland [nventory: SAG BRIDGE.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: SAG BRIDGE, 149.

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

U. 8. Geological Survey [5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Cook County 1998 and 2003

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 5 October 2005

Other informarion:

OXROXOOXKKX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Small intermittent stream on the property is apparent on the 1993
topo quad, aerial photos, and the hydrologic atlas. In the field the drainage exhibited defined bed and bank and continued offsite
inte the neighborhood to the south. From there it flows into Long Run Creek, then eventually into the Des Plaines River, a
navigable water under jurisdiction of this office. Other wetlands and channels identified on the property did not appear (o exhibit
hydrologic surface connections to navigable waters.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated hy:
[ clear. natural line impressed on the bank [ destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debns O shelving
[ changes in the character of soil [ other:
[Iwetland 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(aN7)
DJ 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 en the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

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

Recommended by: __ ) Date:
ORIGHAL SIGNEE [L 1y oC

Approved by: Date:

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the merthods and cniteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
aceurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrolugy) Processes for detcrmining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (1987).

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



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: 200501022

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gagnon Date: 8 Deeember 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the projectsite 'Y (Y/N) Date: 5 October 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Hlinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & Iongitudinal coordinates: 41 -39-23.5979; 87 -56-40.1991

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 121

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

feet

Lake ] ] [l O | | [ Ll
River Ll Ll Ll L N U L N
Stream L] L L] L] L L] Ll
Dry Wash X L Ll L] O ]
Mudflat L U L 0 U U L U
Sandfiat L L L] L] L] L] LJ L]
Wetlands L L L] Ll Ll L] Ll
Slough L L] Ll L L L] L] L
Prairic pothole O O O O O O [ O
Wet meadow d O O | | O O [l
Playa lake L | L] L Ll | L] L
Vernal pool L] Ll L] | | L] | L
Natural pond Ll Ll L] L] L] ] ] U]
Other water (identify type) | ] [ ] Ol O] ] ]

iCheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
Jjurisdictional 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 proteeted by O ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that (] O [ O ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? a O O O X
Is used Lo irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O O O O X

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

TYPE OF DPETERMINATION: 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: Primestor 119, LLC PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 38 Acre Property Nerthwest of Marshfield
Avenue and 119th Street in Chieago, Cook County, Itlinois {Seetion 19, T37N, R14E).

FILE NUMBER: 200501171 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office p{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 projeet sile.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

] The presenee 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 pends).

[0 Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway,

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologie Atlas: |

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrials (Name & Date):Cook County 1998
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:
Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

O000OXOORXOCAA

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1, as identified in the wetland field reconnaissance, does
not appear to exhibit a hydrologic surface conneetion to navigable waters and is not under jurisdiction of this office.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

Recommended by: ' ’R,( ”HI a l SIGF ,ED Date:
' Date: ,} )/ B@x Oj-/

Approved by:

'Wetlands are dentified and delineaied using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrelepy). Processes for determining wetlandsen 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 JTIRISDICTION 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: 200501171

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gagnon Date: 9 December 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the projectsite 'Y (Y/N) Date: 28 October 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: INinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41 -41-5.1288; 87 -39-45.0963

Approximate size of site/property (including upiands & in acres): 38

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

feet
Lake [l Ll Ll L L | | L]
River O ] 0 0 ] UJ ! ]
Steeam | O 0 Ll | | [l
Dry Wash 0 L] L L] Cl ] L L]
Mudflat L] L] L] [ L] ] L L
Sandflat ] ] O ] ] L] |
Wetlands ] O ] [] ]
Slough L] | U H M| L ]
Prairie pothole 1 O ] |:| ] [
Wet meadow O ] O i O O O ]
Playa lake [ [ [ L L ] L o
Vernal pool ] O ] O ] ] O ] ]
Natural pond ] L] [ Ul Ll [ L
Other water (identify type) '] O O ] O ] O O
I

'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 [ Unknown |
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by B4 ] ] O
. Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [X) ] O O O
cross state Jines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endanpered species? L] O [l [ [
Is used to irrigate crops sold in intersiate commerce? ] | ] |

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 resousce 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.5. Army Corps of Engincers. Chicago District

APPLICANT;: The Ryland Group PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 265-acre parcel located north of Keslinger Road.
east of Route 47 and west of Pouley Road in Elbumn, Kane County, lllinois (Sections 4 and 5, T39N R7E)

FILE NUMBER: 200500901 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: ] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[J There are no waters on the projeet 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 projeet site.
[J 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 flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3ta)(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 waler of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 {2j(5))
] The presence of wellands adjacent? { bardering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent (0 other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))
[ The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), madflats,
sandflats, wetlands. sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, p aya lakes, or natural ponds).
] Other:
[0 Seetion 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed
] U. §. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ELBURN.
U. 5. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ELBURN, HA 229,
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ELBURN, [993.
U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerial Photographs (Name & Drate): no name or datz
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY
Site Visit Conducled on: August 4, 2005 by Jaimee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information: FEMA FIRM, Wetland Delineation Report, dated June 16, 2005, prepared by Phoenix
Envirenmenial, Inc.

KXXKXOCOXXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland A, Farmed Wetland | and Farrned Wetland 2 all do not
bave a surface water tributary system connection and are isolated. Therefore. there are no waters of the United States under the
jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers on the subject property.

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

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

[0 wetiand 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

[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdietion on the basis of 328.3(a}(3) [altach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
(J This office eoncurs with your wetland delineation report dated . prepared by . '
[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary, /

= S e f;' N (
Recommended by: - Date: \ 2 _?’/ o
Approved by: — J — Date: /2 Eeq

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

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



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: 200500901

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 12/7/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N} Date: 12/7/05
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 8/4/05

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: INinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by Iatitude & longitudinal eoordinates: Lat: 41-53-11, Lon: §8-27-22

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 263 acres

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox/Kishwaukee

SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of aquatic resource’ (-1 ac 1-3 ac AS5ac 5-1rac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet

Lake U Ll 0 L1 [ (] L L]
River L] L] L] [! W Ll O U
Stream | ] L ] Ll L] L] |
Dry Wash [] | [ ] [ | [ B
Mudflat | | Ll (] ] Ll 0l
Sandflat [l O E [ ] O
Wetlands O (] X W O ] O O
Slough {1 L] ! | ] [ ] |
Prairie pothole O Ul Od O O M

Wet meadow O ] [] O 0 W] O [
Playa lake (] | O O Ll [l | l
Vernal pool O O O O] [ O ] ]
Natural pond | O] O ] O ] O |
Other water (identify type) ] [:| 3 |:| ] D O D

1 1
[ TCheck appropriate boxes thal best describe Lype of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
I_jgrisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [ L X4
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | ] O 4] O )
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] O X L
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ﬁ [

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the 1.5, occurring onsite):



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

APPLICANT: Nielsen Development, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: East Of Cedar Lake Road, 1/2 Mile North
Of Monaville Road In Lake Villa, Lake County, [llinois (Section 5, T45N, R8E)

FILE NUMBER: 200600074 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office DJField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved 1D is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

OJ There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

] There are no jurisdictional waters af 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.¢., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1)}

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wellands'). (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 U3,
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, wer meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

0o O X®X0

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: _ .

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Mirute Topographic Maps:

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 5. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Dale):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:
Site Visit Conducted on: August 5, 2005
Other information:

OXOO00O0000

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland A, as referenced in your delineation report, and Eagle
Creek are under the jurisdiction of this office because they are hydrologically connected to the Fox River, a navigable water.
Wetland B is considered isolated and therefore not regulated by this office.

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

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

B4 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

5 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
[3 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
Bd This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated June 26, 2003, prepared by Phoenix and Associates, Inc,
[J This office does not confirm your wetland houndary

Recommended by: l , B "; I I\I A | SW Date: M —5._
7 O

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delireated using the methods and criteria estahlished in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (87 Manual) {i.e..
occurrence ol hydrophylic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes [or determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER:
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: December 6, 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office ¥ (Y/N) Date: 6 Dec 2005

At the project site Y (Y/N)  Date: 5 Aug 2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: linois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & Iongitudinal coordinates: 42 -24-22.7646 88 -5-27.8649

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

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox/Eagle Creek
SITE CONDITIONS:

[
0
-
-]
izl
v
n
=
&
(]

1-3 ac AS5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Type of aquatic resource’

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

OO0O000O0OOO0O00O0c
OOOO0OoOO0OOO00O0
I
OO C0OO0O0OXOOC0O00
OOO0OOOOOO0O0OO00a
OOOOOOOCOO0OCO0e
COO0O0OOCOO0O0d
OOOOCOoOo0OOoCcOoe0O

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
1o Occur Occur Determination

O

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

Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O pX4| O
cross state lines?

Is ur would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] O O

KK O O

O
O
o]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? D _ﬁ ] O

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used (o 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 Engireers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: IG Consulting PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: North Barrington/Flint Creek
FILE NUMBER: 200500931 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [{] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

L] There are ne 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 s.te.

[ 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 adjaccnt to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The prescnce 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 04O

Information Reviewed

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

U. 5. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: _ .

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

U. §. Geological Survey 13 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:

Other information:

DOOXRXOOXXOO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): No discernable hydrologic connection to a water of the United
States, therelore the pond on site is 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 [CJdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presencc of litter and debris [shelving
[ changes in the character of soil [ other

[] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFk 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
X Arcaunder 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
[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: —J - Date: /2 T e~

Approved by: j - Date: /2 s e

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

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



INFORMATION SHEET

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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 2005931

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michacl Murphy

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office
Al 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:

(Y/N)
(Y/N)

INinois

Lake

Date: 11-30-2005

Date: 11-30-2005

Date:

4213 26,6494, 88 7 37.5714

2 acre

0-1 ac

-
N

5-10 ac 10-25 ac

-3
[c]
'-In)
h
)
(=]

Type of aquatic resource'

25-50 ac

> 50 ac

Linear
feet

a
g
g
]
£
=

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

OOO0000000000

Vernal pool

<

Natural pond

0000000000000 0
OOOOO0OC0000000r
N
OO0O0O0OC 00004000

Other water (identify type)

O

0000000000800

OOOOOOCO0O00O0CCe,

OOOOOCOOCO00OO00

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe Lype 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 Delermination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
1s or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that Cl O X O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? Cl O Ll | [
1s used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O O O O

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resouree area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved [X]

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

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

g onsite):




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

APPLICANT: TW/ Associates PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200500877 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). An approved JD is an appealable action. 733 CFR 331.2)

Based on available mformation:

(] 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
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 adjacent2 ( 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).

Oiher:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X XOO Q44

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MCHENRY, HA 235.

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

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

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: 8/23/2005

Other information: FEMA FIRM map

XXX I HNRIKIN

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Referencing the June 2005 Wetland Delineation Report, Wetlands
(2.3,4) and Farmed Wetlands (2,4,5,6,7} all have a historic stream connection that is currently conveyed through a field tile that
drains t0 Wonder Lake. Wonder Lake is tributary to the Fox River through Nippersink Crcek. Wetlands (1,5) and Farmed
Wetlands (1,3,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16) are considered to be isolaied.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFE 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3{a)(4) through 328.3{a)x7)
rea under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre- ipratory Bird Rule criteria
X A d ideration is likel have been jurisdictional und SWANCC Mi Bird Rule criteri
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[0 Headguarters declined (o 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 June 2005, prepared by Planning Resources, Inc.
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: S Date: / Z —_ / ":Z&O S_

Approved by: — f i Date: /2 - (72 ceq

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and eriteria established in the Corps Wettand Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e..
occurrence of hydrophylic 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: 200500877
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 11/28/05
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

Al the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 8/23/05
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-21-59.8318, 88-20-8.6398

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 560

Name of waterway or watershed: Nippersink Creek
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ace 1-3ac | 3-5Sac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac >S50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake Ll Ll | Ll [ [ L Ll
River | | | | |l Ll 0 L
Stream ] Ll [ Ll L Ll 0 L
Dry Wash Ll [l | ] L | U U
Mudflat | | | | O O ) L
Sandfiat O 0 [0 [0 0 O O m
Wetlands L L L LJ D] L L] Ll
Slough [ [ L] L1 L] | L] L
Prairie pothole ] ] ] ] ] [l 1 1
Wet meadow U] O Il O O O O O
Playa lake O 10 10 10 O O 0 0
Vernal pool | Ll U | O L | L
Natural pond ] [ ] [l 1 ] 8] ]
Other water (identify type) O 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': I Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [z} ] O O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that Py O ] [l |
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O 0 % O O
Is used to irripate crops sold in interstate commerce? D E D D

"Check appropriate boxes thal 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: Bob Qlufs/AutoNation/Westmont M. Imports PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: NOrth of Ogden
Avenue and East of Cass Avenue, Westmont, DuPage County, Illirois

FILE NUMBER: 200500964 PROJECT REVIEW COMFPLETED: [ Office [Field

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

Based on 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 Stales on the project site.

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[0 There are no jurisdietional waters of the United States przsent on the project site.

[] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use (o 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,
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,
sandllats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X OO0

Information Reviewed

U. §. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: HINSDALE.
U. 8. 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. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):2004

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY ..

Site Visit Conducted on: November 1, 2005

Other information:

OXKXXOOXKXK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The c¢nsite wetlands do not have a hydrological connection to a
navigable waters of the U.S. that is traceable, therefore they are isolated.

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

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

O wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

nable to confirm the presence of waters listed in . 3ax ), 3(ay2), or 3(a)(4) throug 3(a

[0 Unabl irm th f listed in 33 CFR 328.3(2)(1), 328.3(a}(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3{2)(7)
O Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

Recommended by: : F‘Gwlﬁ SHjh!E‘l Date: /2-’ L-07
Approved by: Date:

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500964

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: December 2, 2005
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office &¥/N)  Date: December 2, 2005
At the project site QY/N) Date: November 1. 2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & [ongitudinal coordinates: 41-48-40.7839 & 87-58-18.9079

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 0.75

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ -1 ac 1-3ac }Sac 5-1i ac ‘ 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake Cl | | L ] | Ll L
River (1 L] O ] (] | L |
Stream [ D [N [ O |
Dry Wash £ L] Ll L L L L
Mudflat O O ] O | O O O
Sandflat L [ L | | L] L L
Wetlands 4 ] ] O 1 J |l O
Slough L O O O O O O
Prairie pothole D L] D D D D I:l Ij
Wet meadow O | O O ] O ]
Playa lake O ] ] O ] 1 ]
Vernal poal ] Cl O ] d | 1]
Natural pond | ] O L] M O O |
Other water (identify type) O O ] O O O ] Ol

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

Migratery Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Occur Determination
Is or wauld be used as habitat for birds protected by (] | O | x
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O O a >4
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as babitat for endangered species? ] U] Ll 1 X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? 0 O O X

Check appropriate hoxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, nor-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, ineluding information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




