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

. APPLICANT: Kathy Grant PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Lake County / Indian Creek
FILE NUMBER: 200600123 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office {]Field

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

Based on available information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

(0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328 3(a)(1))

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 ¥ 0OXO

Information Reviewed

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

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: LAKE ZURICH, 1593.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Acrials (Name & Date):2001, 2002, 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.
Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: NRCS wetland map, FEMA FIRM map

ROKKOOKREKKX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The South Branch of Indian Creek flows through the northern
portion of the subject site. It flows to Indian Creek and then to the Desplaines River which is a navigable waterway. [t flows
through a wetland designated as a high quality ADID wetland (#170). This is shown as Wetland 2 on the Wetland Assessment
prepared by Christopher B. Burke Engineering, Lid. In the same report, Wetland | is a small isolated wetland located in the
southern half of 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 [Cldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
(] the presence of litter and debris [shelving
{T] changes in the character of soil [ other

X wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)}(1), 328.3(a)}(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}7?)
(X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
] 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
1 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated . prepared by Christopher Burke Engineering, Ltd.
Bd  This office does not confirm your wetland houndary

Recommended by: S B F\‘ Date: /" 6 ~0 G

Approved by: Date:

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

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



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: 200600123

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Kimberly Fisher Dat

At the project site

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

SITE CONDITIONS:

In the office Y (Y/N)

e: 01/06/2006

Date: 01/06/2006
(Y/N) Date:

Illinois

Lake

42-11-33.2321, 88-0-33.1276
14.77

South Branch Indian Creck
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jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary (] Or Approved [X

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




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

APPLICANT: American Litho, Inc PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: North of Mercedes Drive, South of Elk Trail,
West of Kimberly Drive, and East of North Gary Avenue in the Villagz of Carol Stream, DuPage County, Illinois/Klein Creek
Watershed

FILE NUMBER: 200600099 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office (JField

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

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

OO O Ood

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: LOMBARD.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LOMBARD, HA 143.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date):2001

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: Novemher 16, 2005

Other information:

OXKXOCOXKXEX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland area within the project area is an isolated wetland that
does not appear to have a hydrological connection to Kline Creek.

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

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

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

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

Conlirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report daied , prepared by
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
- L -_ —
Recommended by: 5 Date: / é o C
Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Proczsses 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 JURISPICTION 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: 200600099

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: January 6, 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office @&¥N) Date: January 6, 2006
At the project site fY2N)  Date: November 16, 2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: llinois
County: DuPage
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-55-23.1780 & 88-7-2.3389
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 5.4 acres
Name of waterway or watershed: Klein Creek
SITE CONDITIONS:
]Type of aquatic resource’ 0-lac | I-3ac 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown )
feet
Lake L ] L] C] O L] O Cl |
River O 10 [0 g 10 10 10 |
Stream J Ll Ll Ll ] Ll ]
Dry Wash L L L] [ U L L] |
| Mudflat L L L] L] L [ | I .
Sandflat L] ] ] L] L] C] L] 0
Wetlands B O 10 ] O ] O] |
Slough 010 O 10 0 0 0 m
Prairie pothole ] ] d ] O 10 D
Wet meadow [ O A | | O
Playa lake O ] ] L] ] L] [ |
Vernal pool O ] ] | [l O O
Natural pond | | U | O | O
Other water (identity type) O i O O O O O O
| 1
'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.
Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make |
te Oceur Qccur Determination
1s or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [l 1 O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
1s or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] ] O ] X
cross state lines?
1s or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] L] [l ] x|
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] [1 0 |
'Check appropriate boxes that hest describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule 1o apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [1 Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADPITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —

rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess polential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.S, occurring onsite):



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

APPLICANT: Windland Mortgage PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 2720 Molitor Road, Aurora, DuPage County,
[llinois

FILE NUMBER: 200500657 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: X Office BJField

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.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

o0 X OO0

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: AURORA NORTH.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: AURORA NORTH, HA 70.

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangies.

Aenrial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced [dentification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: June 7, 2005

Other information:

OROMOOOXRKEKE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland area within the project site does not appear to have a
hydrological connection to a jurisdictional waters of the U.S. therefore it is considered an isolated waters.

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
[J the presence of Jitler and debris [shelving
O changes in the character of soil ] other

[J wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

—_— —

Recommended by: Date: _/"'j — &

Approved by: Date:

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200500657
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Diedra Willis Date: January 9, 2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office {

At the project site

} Date: January 6 2006
Yy Date: June 7,2005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois
County: DuPage
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-47-34.8795 & 88-14-56.7239
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 4 acres
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-lac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac J 5-10 ac 10-25ac | 25-50ac | >50ac Linear Unknown
feet
Lake O (] ] _j_%L 0 O O O
River 1 [l [] ul | O
Stream 1 Cl [ g— O R 1
Dry Wash Il O 1 ] 1 ]
Sana I = Y S = B < a1 5 —
Sandflat
| Wetlands B X O O O ] ] Ol O ]
Slough [ O |10 O [0 O _4
Prairie pothole O ] C ] InE ] O
Wet meadow [ ] ] [ | | —_E ] N ]
| Playa lake 0 ] iﬁ_— O I T
Vernal pool o O o Y I IO B A N
Natural pond | ] | T ﬁ ﬁ E_ j | f
Other water (identify type) O 0O 10 O ] ]

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

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

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

1Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule 1o apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

S—

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDPITIONAL 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: Grand Pointc Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 90-acre parcel located northeast of the
intersection of Route 20 and Nestler Road in Udina, Kane County, Illinois (Sections 7, 8, 17, 18, T4IN R8E)

FILE NUMBER: 200501178 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [Field

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

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[0 The presence of watcrs 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))

B 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, o1 neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(7))

BJd 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.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlile Service National Wetland Inventory: ELGIN,

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

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

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey I5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: _

Aertal Photographs (Name & Datc): No name or date

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Sile Visit Conducted on: November 8, 2005 by Jaimee Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information: FEMA FIRM,

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland A may be connected by a drain tile to Sandy Creek but
there was no evidence of an inlet or outlet in the field. Wetland B dropped into a tile, but there was no evidence of an outlet in
Sandy Creek or the off-site wetland that is connected to Sandy Creek, Therefore, Wetland A and Wetland B are isclated and not
under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Sandy Creek (designated as Wetland C in the Phoenix
Environmental, Inc. Wetland Delineation Report) is a tributary of Tyler Creek. Tyler Creek is a tributary of the Fox River, a
navigable waterway. Therefore, Sandy Creek (Wetland C) is under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

HHXNXXOOXKXER

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
{3 the presence of litier and debris O shelving
[(1 changes in the character of soils [0 other

(O wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

I 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 Areaunder consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is pot likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratosy Bird Rule criteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
(0 Thisoffice concurs with your wetland delineation report dated . prepared by . : ;
X This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. ;

:

e i ;) ;j ¢
Recommended by: - . T Date: { ] Jlf ny J L

S . > j J
Approved by: J — Date: /// 27 ¢

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Carps Wetland Delincation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agriculural 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: 200501178

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit

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

Date: 01/13/06

(Y/N) Date: 01/13/06
(Y/N) Date: 11/08/05
Illinois
Kane

Lat: 42-2-49, Lon: 88-21-32
90 acres
Sandy Creek/Fox River
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jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

ICheck 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': 1If Known If Unknown

Use Best Professional Judgment

Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make

to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O | X (|
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] ] X ] ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? | O = ju|

| Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? L | X 0

'Check uppropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule 1o 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 polential navigation or interstale commerce
conneclions; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsile):



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

APPLICANT: Hartford Development, LLC  PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northwest of the Intersection of
151st Street and Farrell Road in Lockport. Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200600339 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.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

0d 0O OXRO

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: JOLTET, 89.

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

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

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

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

Other information:

OODROOXEKEKK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland A is a tributary that drains into the Des Plaines River, a
navigable waters of the U.S. Wetland B is isolated and therefore not jurisdictional.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

(] Headquarters declined 1o approve jurisdiction on the basis of 323.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

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

Recommended by: -5 - Date: 4((74{444 (oW

Approved by: - § - Date: / Z A~ b

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

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



INFORMATION SHEET

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

DISTRICT OFFICE:; Chicage
FILE NUMBER: 200600339
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Navis
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:
At the project site

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:

County:

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:

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

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

In the office Y

Date: 17 Jan 2006

(Y/N) Date: 17 Jan 2006
(Y/N) Date:

Illinois

Wil

41,36 51.11 & 88 01.39.25

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

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved X

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



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

APPLICANT: The Kaneville Road Development Venture PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY : Parcel located west of
Randal] Road and south of Kaneville Road in Geneva, Kane County, Illinois (NE 1/4 of Scction 8, T39N R8E)

FILE NUMBER: 200600001  PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: B Office [1Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (J1) (For sites rezulated 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-junisdictional 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.

(O] The presence of waters which 1 crently used, or were used in the past, or may he susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, includinz 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 ()20

[0 The presence of a tribulary o an inlerstate 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 adjucent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

B The presence ol an isolated water (e.g., intrastate kukes, rivers, streams (including intermiitent streams), mudflats,

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

[0 Other

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: __

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil suruey for Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: GENEV A, 1993.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acnial Pholographs (Name & Date): USGS. Aprit 10, 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA FIRM, Wetland Delincation Report, dated August 15, 2005, prepared by ENCAP, Inc.

NOXXOOXKXOX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxec checked above): Welland 1 (identified as such in the ENCAP, Inc. Wetland
Delineation Report) does not have a surf' -+ water tributary syslem connection and is 1solated. Therefore, Wetland 1 is not under
the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps o Lngineers.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CI'R 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark mdicated by:

(0 clear, natural line impres~ ! on the bank [l  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and ¢ 'wis 1 shelving
[C]  changes in the character o1 soils Cl other

O  wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[C] This office coneurs with your werland delineation report dated . prepared by
0 Thisoflice docs not confirm your wetland'poundur')'.

Recommended by: _ \—b - Date: __ ’ / ) :;'4/ J é
Approved by: _ — J‘ - Date: /J i ,P/O ¢

'Wetlands are identificd and delineated using the methods and criteriu cslablished in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophyiic vegetation, hydric seils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (1937).

* Wetlands scparated from other waters of the 1.5, by man-made dikes or barriers. natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacenl.



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 20060000]
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGIR:

Jaimee Hammit Date: 1/17/06

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 1/17/06
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: linois
County: Kane

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

SITE CONDITIONS:

Lat: 41-52-51, Lon: 88-20-29
5 acres
Fox River
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'Check appropriate boxes that hest describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic reseurce arca.

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 labitat for birds prot: cted by 3] ] B (]
Migratory Bird Trcaties? |
Is or would be nsed as habitat by other migratory birds that D D E D _D
cross state lines?
|_Is or would be used as habitat for endangerced species? d O (] <
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? (] O O

|_men-navigable, inlra-state aguatic resource area.

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - sile conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -

rationale used to determine NJD, inclu</ing 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: Extra Space Development, LLC PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Parcel located west of Route 31 and
north of Sullivan Road in Aurora, Kane County, Ilinois (NE 1/4 of Section 9, T38N R8E)

FILE NUMBER: 200501175 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office DJField

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

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

[1 The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, er 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.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Weiland Inventory; AURORA NORTH.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: AURQORA NORTH, HA 70.

USDA Nawral 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 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: 11/22/05 by Jaimee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information: FEMA FIRM

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The unnamed tributary on-site has a surface water tributary system
connection to the Fox River, a navigable waterway. Therefore, the unnamed tributary is under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers. Wetland 1 (designated as such by ENCAP, Inc. in their Wetland Delineation Report) dees not have a surface
water tributary system connection and is isolated. Therefore, Wetland 1 is not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers.

XX

4

BIRIKCIL I

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

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

O wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
BJ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated August 31, 2005 , prepared by ENCAP, Inc.

[C] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
Recommended by: g Date: { Z Lf J 6

Approved by: — 5‘ - Date: L,T/ 2;/0 G

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

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



DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200501175

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. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

Jaimee Hammit

Date: 01/24/06

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 01/24/06
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 1172205
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: THlinois
County: Kane
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Lat: 41-47-31, Lon: 88-19-27
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 6.8 acres
Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ j 0-1 zﬂ 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-i0ac 10-25ac | 2550ac | >S50 ac Linear Unknown \
feet
Lake 10 0 O |10 L Ll 3 0
River Ll L | L] L | 0
Stream _ 10 RN | | O ]
Dry Wash O 00 10 U U | L a
Mudflat O TOo 1o -10 | [l 0 o
Sandflat 0 O 0 ] 1 O B
Wetlands ] E D ':l D ﬁ _m D
Slough 10 (1 |0 0 L] | 0 |
Prairic pothole O 0 10 1g_ 10 10 O o
Wet meadow O 10 |0 g 0 10 0 e
[Playa lake O EJ O |0 10 0 0 0 |
’ Vernal pool ] O 134 O | i |:| ] O
| Natural pond O O [ M ] | ] ]
Other water (identify type) ;l 3 O O J O ] O O

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

I Migratory Bird Rule Factors'": \ 1If Known If Unknown 4)
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | NotExpectedto | Not Able To MaU
to Oceur Qceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [ J B 4)
| Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratery birds that O ] Pz ] O :)
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? L [] W] iz ] |
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ ] O 1

Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for apphcablllty of the Mlgratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolat:
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

ed,

[

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. Amy Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Residential Land Fund PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: 200501043 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office DField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JDj (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.

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

B 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))

Dd 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:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ELBURN, 1953,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date}:2001, 2002, 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: 10-13-2005

Other information:

OXRKOORKROX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands I through 10 all have a surface water tributary system
connecting to Stony Creek, which is rated as a Class B Stream in Kane County. All of the wetlands north of Stony Creek on the
subject property are identified on the Kane County ADID as being within #1272, which includes a fen. Wetlands 1! and 12 are
isolated and not under the jurisdiction of the Army Corps of Engineers.

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

[0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank 1] destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris 0 shelving
[J changes in the character of soils C1 other:

B  wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
BJ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated Qctober 2004 , prepared by Tetra Tech, Inc.
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

. ——— - . ”
Recommended by: S Date: / 2 7 —=dg

Approved by: — § — Date: [— - <€

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands en 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 barrters, 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: 200501043

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 1/25/2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 10/13/2005

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Iflinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudina) coordinates: 41-59-18,5995, BR-24-39.9827

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 51

Name of waterway or watershed: Stony Creek, Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of aquatic resource' 0-lac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-E0ac 10-25ac | 25-50ac | >50ac Linear Unknown

Lake

feet
[_]

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond
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Other water (identify type)

. odooooooooooo

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

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

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

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




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

APPLICANT: Residential Land Fund PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: 200501042 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

(O 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 al! waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

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

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

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

[X] The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjaeent 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).

O other:

[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S, Fish and Wildlife Service Nationai Wetland Inventery: ELBURN.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ELBURN, HA 229,

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date):2002

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: 10/13/2003

Other information: NRCS Certified Wetland Determination

RXRXXOCORKEKX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any hoxes checked above): A waters of the U.S. is present; an unnamed tributary to QOtter Creek
flows through the subject property to Ferson Creek, and to the Fox River, a navigable waterway. Wetland 1 and Wetland 5 are
adjacent and tributary to this tributary, and are therefore jurisdictional. Wetlands 2 and 3 have no surface water connection and
are not subject to Department of the Army Regulations. Wetland 4 is connected to an off-site wetland, which is adjacent to an
unnamed tributary to Stony Creek, which flows to Otter Creek, and is considered jurisdictional.

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

clear, natural line impressed on the bank X1 destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[J  the presence of litter and debris ] shelving
[J changes in the character of soils ] other:

X wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] 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
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated October 2004 , prepared by Tetra Tech, Inc.
] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: S ~ Date: /"“Z g“-d,é
Approved by: —— r\ - Date: / - g & - %

'Wetlands are identificd and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.¢.,
occuwrrence of hydrophytie vegetation, hydrie soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlandson agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987),

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



INFORMATION SHEET

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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200501042
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office

At the project siteY (Y/N)

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

SITE CONDITIONS:

Date: 1/25/2006

(Y/N) Date:
Date: 10-13-2005

[linois
Kane

41-59-6.055, 88-25-5.084
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Type of aquatic resource’ 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac

25-50 ac > 50 ac
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feet

=
=
=
s
e
£
E

Lake

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

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes Na Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X ] O O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that [ & a O O
¢ross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? | ] < [
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? (] ] (] B4 O

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved [X]

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

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

g onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.8. Army Corps of Engineers. Chicago District

APPLICANT: Michae! Lescher PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Squaw Creek/Fox Lake
FILE NUMBER: 200501144 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office XField

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

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination;

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 O KXO

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Site Visit Conducted on: October 14, 2005

Other information:

OXXXOCOXKEOO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 is part of a larger wetland complex that drains into Duck
Lake to the east of the site and from there is tributary to the Fox River via Squaw Creek and the Fox Chain of Lakes. The Fox
River is a navigable water of the United States, therefore Wetland 1 is also a water of the United States under the jurisdiction of
the Department of the Army. Wetlands 2-5 are naturalized ponds excavated primarily in non-hydrie soils and have no
discernable hydrologic connection to a water of the United States (no visible pipes to Wetland 1) and are therfore not under the
jurisdiction of the Department of the Army. Boundary concurrance is for Wetland 1 only.

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

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

B wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B4 Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328 3¢a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B4 Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[0 Areaunder consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B4 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated Sept. 12, 2005, prepared by Johannesen Consulting, Inc.
[C] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

—_l
Recommended by: 5 Date: i ! 90 (O(ﬂ

Approved by: Date:

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

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



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: 2060501144

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michael Murphy

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

Date: 01-25-2006

(Y/N) Date: 01252006
(Y/N) Date: 10142005
Minois

Lake

4223 18,3226, 88 1031.6182
5ac

Fox River/Squaw Creek

Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac T 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac

10-25 ac }

25-50 ac Linear

feet

i
=)
g
<
g
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jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
| to Occur Occur Determination ‘
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O 4 | ] ]
Migratory Bird Treaties? ‘
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] O X a O
cross state lines? L
[ Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O ' ] X -
| Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ ] ] X [ ‘
'Check appropriate hoxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary ] 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 polential 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: Aaron Goldin PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Indian Creek/Long Grove
FILE NUMBER: 200600254 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.

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 0 XXO

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOXXOOXEXKOC

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland | is adjacent and tributary to Indian Creek which flows to
the Des Plaines River, a navigable water of the United States below Hoffman Dam. Therefore wetland 1 is also a water of the
United States under the jurisdiction of the Departement of the Army. Wetland 1 is part of ADID wetland 170 and a HQAR. The
wetland at datapoint 2 does not have a discernable surface connection to a water of the United States and 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 [Cdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [shelving
O changes in the character of soil [ other

B4 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[J Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328 3(a)(7)
[] Areaunder consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratery Bird Rule criteria
|Z] Area under consideration is pot likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

Recommended by: -5 Date: / // Q—é‘/ 0 é

Approved by: Date:

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

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



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: 200600254

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michael Murphy Date: 01-26-2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 01-26-2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by [atitude & longitudinal coordinates: 421131.3843,88018.3183
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 13 ac
Name of waterway or watershed: Indian Creek/Des Plaines River

SITE CONDITIONS:

| Type of aquatic resource' 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3.5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet

Lake Cl [ O O [d 0 L L
River L] L] L] | O L] [_] L]
Stream D D D L—_l D D D D
Dry Wash | L] Ll L] L] Ll | ]
Mudflat D D D D El D D D
Sandflat ] L [ O [l ] Ll Cl
Wetlands X [ O O [l (] | ]
Slough D D O D D D [_]

Prairie pothole D |:| |:| |:| D D D D
Wet meadow [:] D D |:| D D D D
Playa lake D D D D D D D
Vernal pool O ] ] O ] O U L
Natural pond E D |___| D |:| |] D
Other water (identify type) D |:| D D D D D D

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Abie To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O 24 O [1
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that 4 (] & ] O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [m] L] ] O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] ] 1] 3 O

'Check appropriate boxcs 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 QF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [J Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJI} (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: R. A. Swanson Associates PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY : Des Plaines River/Wadsworth
FILE NUMBER: 200400902 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X{] Office [XField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no walers on the project site.

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

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

[ There are hoth waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters an the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

1 The presence of waters which are currently used. or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., 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 adjacem2 ( bardering, 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 1solated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes. wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 0 KXKO

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Sur vey for Lake County.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Site Visit Conducted on: May 4, 2004

Other information:

OXMXOCOXKOO

Rationale for Basis (applies (o any boxes checked above): Wetlands 2, 3. and 4 have a surface connection to the Des Plaines
River, a navigable water of the United States below Hoffman Dam, therefore they are also water of the United States under the
jurisdiction of the Department of the Army. Wetlands 1, 5, & 6 do not have a discernable surface connection to a water of the
United States and are therefore not under the jurisdiction of the department of the Army.

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

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

B wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)2). or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[ 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 1o approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B4 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated June 14, 2004, prepared by Hey and Associates, Inc.
{J This office does not confirm your wetiand boundary

-_— —
Recommended by: 5 Date: I % 0

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and defineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agriculturai 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 harriers. 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: 200400902

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michael Murphy

Date: 01302006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 01302006
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 05042004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Ilinois
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal ceordinates: 42 26 18.8767, 87 55 21.3581
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 38 ac

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines River

SITE CONDITIONS:
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'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictionial 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 ] 24| O ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] ] & O |
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? EI D X L]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce?

" ICheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply te onsite, non-Junsdlctlonal 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: Mike Rankin PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 27281 Owens Road, Mundelein, Lake County, lllinois
Squaw Creek Watershed

FILE NUMBER: 200600370  PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office DJField

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

Based on available information:

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

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to iransport
interstate or foreign commerce, including ali 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))

[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, contiguous, ar neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
U

£l

0

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.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: GRAYSLAKE.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: GRAYSLAKE, HaA 230.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 20 January 2006

Other information:

OXOOOOXKKK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Area is a depressional wetland area with no visible outlet or surface
water connection.

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

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

] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

e JR——
Recommended by: _ } Date: M

Approved by: _ § ~ Date: 2 [ + ar C¢

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

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



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: 200600370
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 31 January 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date:

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

State: Iilinois
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-15-21.6470 / 88-4-28.9453
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 1.5 acres
Name of waterway or watershed: Squaw Creek
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resnurce’ ] 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 35ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25.50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet
ke T 10 OO T 0 » o0
River 0T N ] o BN I v R

[ Stream 5 I A 0 mE ]

[Bry Wash N O A A R ] i
Mudfiat 0 010 0 o O] o
Saudfiat | Cl OO a O 1 )
Wetlands o 4 ] ] | OJ ] ]

Slough | L | 0 L] L

Prairie pothole 0 ] ] M O J 0

Wel meadow D U D g OJ ] :j

Playa luke ] ] ] C] ] I [J |

Vernal pool 1 O 1 ] O ]

Natural poud ] e ] ] | ] ]

Other water (identify typc) O d ] (] s ] O (]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non- navxgah]l. intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdiciional aquatic resource area. J
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 ﬁ{

Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O ] B
Migratory Bird Treaties? N J
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that a ] ] ey ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be uscd as habitat for endangered species? ] I 110 | [m]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ [ ] | ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potentia!l for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to ousite, non-jurisdictional, isolated, |

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Prelimiinary [1 Or Approved X

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

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



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

APPLICANT: AJR Filtration PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: 200501041 PRNJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ |Field

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

[ Other:

[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .

USDA Natural Resourres Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: GENEVA, 1993.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acerial Photographs (Name & Date): 1993, 1994, 1995, 1998, 1999, 2000, 2001, 2002, 2003
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

QOther information: NRCS Wetland Inventory

XOXKOOXKXOK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The subject site conatins one wetland on the southwest corner of the
property. The Wetland Delineation Report dated August 16, 2005, as prepared by ENCAP, Inc., identifies this as Wetland |.
Wetland 1 has no surface water connection to a navigable waterway and is therefore considered to be isolated.

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
[ the presence of litter and debris [1 shelving
[ changes in the character of soils [ other:

B  wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated August 16, 2005 , prepared by ENCAP Inc.
D This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

T S Date: /'—— //-&6

Approved by: —J — Date: | —¢2 ~c¢&

Recommended by:

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200501041

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: January 11, 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date;
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: IHinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-54-28.2424, 88-16-17.9529

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

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

feet

Lake Ll Ll L] | [ [ | L]
River [] [] (] | L L L [
Stream [ [ [ L] L] [ L LI
Dry Wash L L L L L L] L] L]
Mudflat L] [ [ | [] L] L] L]
Sandflat L] L] L] L] L] [_] [ L]
Wetlands X O O O O O ] ]
Slough 0 10 U U L L U L]
Prairie pothole ] ] ] ] J ] ] ]
Wet meadow [l d U O] M d ] ]
Playa lake L] L] Ll Ll Ll L] L L
Vernal pool B || O O O [ J ]
Natural pand ] | O || U ] O] [
Other water (identify type) O O O ] ] ] O ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isotated, 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 X ] O O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or weould be used as habitat by other migratory birds that X [ O ] O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] O =] O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? 0 5] [] ] ]

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

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




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

APPLICANT: Bill Fetherling PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 8.75-acre Property at Rt 30 and Windy Hill
Drive in Hickory Creek watershed in Frankfort, Will County, IL (SW 1/4 Sec 23 T35N RI2E)
FILE NUMBER: 200501188 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office DJField

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

Based on available information:

|1 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.

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

0o g oad

Information Reviewed

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

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

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

Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:
Site Visit Conducted on: 12 JAN 2006
Other information: Wetland Delineation report dated August 25, 2005 and prepared by LRMG.

XX

X

KXOOOOX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetlands identified on site are isolated wetlands in the Hickory
Creck watershed. NO PERMIT REQUIRED.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
[ Unabie 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
[C] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[] Headquarters declined 10 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 confirra your wetland boundary
Recommended by: — T = Date: /2 37'4 2R S

(/—_S_ ' Date: /,) j\"f 2 sey¢

"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).

Approved by:

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200501188
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Ron Abrant Date: 17 JAN 2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 12 JAN 2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: INineis
County: Will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-30-22 / 87-49-21
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 8.75

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Hickory Creek / Des Plaines River

Type of aquatic resource’ 0-lac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 2550ac | >50ac | Linear

feet

Unknown T

| Lake

T .
River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

\ Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Yernal pool

Natural pond

OO000oORO00000
DooooOooooonoo
ENEEEEEEEEEENS
EEEEEEEEEEREEN
OODO00000oooon
OOoonoOo0oo0oo

Other water (identify type)

L

L

OOOOOOOoO0OOan0r

OOOOCOOOOCOOOOo0E

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’: 1f Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Oceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X J
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by ether migratory birds that bg [J ] 0 O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [ ] O K @]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in inferstate commerce? O [ X W] ]

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, 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 petential navigation or interstate commerce

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



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

APPLICANT: Will County Department of Highways ~ PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Intersection of 143
Street and Lemont Road in Homer Township, Will County, IL
FILE NUMBER: 200600243 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office PField

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

Based on available information:

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

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

|_1 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

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

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

"1 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))

[C] 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))

|Z] 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:

] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

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

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

Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identificatio y Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 10 JAN 2006

Other information: Wetland Delineation Report prepared by Planning Resoources, Inc dated December 2005,

RXOOOORKXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands identified within project boundary are isolated wetlands in
the Long Run watershed and are not jurisdictional. NO PERMIT REQUIRED.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
D] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated December 2005, prepared by Planning Resources, Inc.

[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary -
33 é%
Recommended by: E j ;‘ Date:
Approved by: /%' Date: '/ . T prr ©6

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

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



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAYIGABLE, 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: 200600243

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Ron Abrant Date: 13 JAN2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: [n the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site {Y/N) Date: 10 JAN 2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Ilinois
County: will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & [ongitudinal coordinates: 41-37-39 / 87-59-34
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 2
Name of waterway or watershed: Lung Run / Des Plaines River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac | 1025ac J 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet
Lake | LJ [l U L O O B
River O 0 10 |0 0 O] 0 o
| Stream Ll 0 Ll L] L L] ) U
| Dry Wash | | | [ L] [ Ll L
| Mudflat O O O 0 1O O O 0
| Sandfat | | OJ O ] 1d ]
| Wetlands ] X [l ] ] O ] ]
Siough O 10 (g 10 00O O |
Prairie pothole O O [ [] [l 10 ] [ ]
Wet meadow L L Ll L L] 0 0 ! |
Playa lake | O O O 0 O [0 | |
Vernal poo O 0 10 [0 0 O 0 0 3
| Natural pond ] 1 ] ] ] ] 1O ]
Other water (identify type) A ] [ ] [} ] ‘T:T U
i

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

R O N S

Migratory Bird Rule Factors’; | ‘7 If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Far would be used as habitat for birds protected by X ] | J
Migratory Bird Treaties?
| 1s or would be psed as habitat by other migratory birds that px4( O | ( ] J
cross state lines? 1
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [ 1O J
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O ] | B ] O _\
TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
| non-navigable, intra-state aguatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [

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



R

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

APPLICANT: Motorola Inc. & Randy's Vegetable Farm PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: 200501153  PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office [Field

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

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[J There are no jurisdictional waters of the Unitcd States present on the project site.
[O The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including al! waters which are subjzct 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))
(0 The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 3283 (a}(5))
[0 The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 3283 (a)(7))
BDJ The presence of an isolated water {e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudfiats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
[ Other:
[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

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

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Acrial Photographs (Name & Date):2001, 2002, 2004
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps;
Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: WRCS determination, FEMA FIRM map

ROOXOORMKKECX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above}: Much of the site has been graded and five detention ponds were
created. Cowhey Gudmundson Leder, Ltd., has identified a small wetland (Wetland A) in the castern portion of the property in
their report dated September 19, 2003, This wetland exhibits no surface water connection to any waters of the U.S. and is
therefore not subject to Department ot the Army regulations.

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

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

] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

S Date: /"/3‘-26)06_
Approved by: e U Date: / =17 ~ Peeg

Recommended by:

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

? Wetlands separated from other watets ot 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 JURISPICTION 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: 200501153

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 1/18/2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date:
At the project site {Y/N} Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: Kane
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-5-6.3416, 88-50-22.7486
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 140
Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
[ Type of aquatic resource’ 0-lac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 25-50 ac T >50ac | Linesr Unknown
feet
[Lake O | O 0 O O O [
River O 0 [0 g 1010 [0 0
Stream D D D D D O D D |
Dry Wash Cl 0] L] 0 10 O U L i
Mudfiat J UJ L W) ) L 0 L \
Sandflat O ] | [ Cl 0 [ 0O
| Wetlands X O [ L] L] [ ] L
| Slough L] ] ] W L1 [l Ll U |
| Prairie pothale ] O L] [ Ll U | C
[ Wet meadow L] L) U Cl [l L] ] L
| Playa lake U 0l L L] | L L] L
| Vernal pool L] ] OJ 1 O 3 [
Natoral pond 1 ] OJ U] ] O in [l
Other water {identify type) Cd O d | | O 1 O ||
N I

TCheck appropriate hoxes 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

L to Occur Occur Determination
‘ Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] ) O Od

Migratory Bird Treaties?

1s or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] =] | ]

cross state lines?

Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? (] X ] 0 [

Is used to irrigate crops soid in interstate commerce? [l |

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

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

Preliminary (] Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFCRMATION SUPPORTING NJD) (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed tc 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: Inland Real Estate PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: 200501077 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[J There are no waters on the project site.

There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

(] 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, contiguous. or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,

except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

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

D Other:

] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil St Survey for Kane County.

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: CRYSTAL LAKE, 1992,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 1993, 1994, 1996, 1997, 1998, 1999, 2000, 2001, 2002, 2003
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: NRCS Swampbuster Map

KORKROOXEXCX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Three wetlands are present on the south portion of the subject site
along Longmeadow Parkway, as identified in the Wetland Delineation Report dated August 29, 2005, as prepared by ENCAP,
Inc. These wetlands have no surface water connection to a navigable waterway and are therefore no! subject to Department of
the Army Regulations.

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

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

O wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

Recommended by: S Date: -2 35~ zda‘é
Approved by: — _S\ - Date: / T2y 2oy

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

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



INFORMATION SHEET

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

COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200501077

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 1-23-2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 1-23-2006

At the project site (Y/N)  Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-8-24.1926, 88-19-3.8005

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 18

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-lac | i-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 25-50ac | >S0ac Linear Unknown

feet
| Lake U [ | Ll | L ] ]
River L | L ] [ Ll | U
Stream L L Ll 0 [ O L]
Dry Wash L L L] O U L L Ll
Mudflat [ Cl L L L ] Ll I
Sandflat ] ] O ] ] O ]
Wetlands E D D D D :]
Slough O 0 10 [0 U L O L
Prairie pothole ] 1 ] ] 0 O ] ]
Wet meadow ] ] O O ] M| ] ]
“Playa lake 0 O [0 [0 O O O O
Vernal poal ] ] [l | ] || ] ]
Naturai pond ] [ ] [l ] [ ] ]
Other water (identify type) ] ] ] O dJ O] ]
| I |

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

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

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary []  Or Approved [

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

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




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

APPLICANT: Joselito Salas PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: West side of Route 59, north of Smith Road in
Wayne, DuPage County, Illinois / West Branch DuPage River Watershed

T “FILE NUMBER: 200600250 “PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED:-{X -Office [{Fietd

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

Based on available information:

|1 There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

|71 There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands!). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

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

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

|71 The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudfiats,
sandflats, wetlands, sioughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

O other:

M Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

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

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

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: January 20, 2006

Other information: Jurisdictional Wetland Delineation Report by Cowhey Gudmundson Leder, Ltd.

XXOOOOXKEKE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland drains to the SE under Route 39 and into a ditch which
flows into a pond, that drains out into a clay tile that can't be traced: the river is a couple of miles to the east.

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

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

[] wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328 3(a)(1). 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[T} Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale}

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

Recommended by: 2 Date: 23 W (o)A

Approved by: Date:

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

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
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: 200600250

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 23 January 2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 23 Janyary 2006

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 20 January 2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinais
County: DuPage
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-56-26.7600 / 88-12-44.4343
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 11 acres
Name of waterway or watershed: West Branch DuPage River
SITE CONDITIONS:
T'ype of aquatic resource’ [ 0-1ac [ 1-3ac | 3-5ac Elﬂ ac 10-25ac | 25-50 ac L:s 50 ac Til,inear Unknown
feet
er O 7 _%_ o 0l n I
River [l } E [] / ] 5 —
Stream | | | |
Dry Wash | | N { l ) ] [] [ (] T
Miudfat SRS 0O 10 1O O O
Sandflat ] D —Q L_.;D D D
Wetlands % X 1 ] ! ] ]
| Sleugh _[_ ] L] ] ] Ll
Prairic pothole d ] O O 1 | |
Wet meadow ] ] _—_% O ’-ﬁ | o
Playa lake | l I' ] | | J D _
Yernal pool | ] 3 [ [ 1 0 ] O
Natural pood [ O O ] ] ] O
Other water (identify type) ] [l 1 ) O ]
TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state waler present and best esﬁmaﬁor size of non-
jurisdictional aqualic resource area.
’7Migralory Bird Rale Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment ]
Yes No LPredicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
| to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by (W] | {1 4] ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that D [} X Cl O
cross state lines?
Ts or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] ] ] %
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? rj [ I P3| 1

'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: Prefiminary [] 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 1o 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: Netrion Corporation PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northeast corner of Rt. 59 and Schick Road in
Bartlett, DuPage County, lilinois

FILE NUMBER: 200600192 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office XField

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

Based on available information:

U] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

(1 There are both walers 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 sile.

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

O0a O 0Oo0d

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: WEST CHICAGO.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: WEST CHICAGO, HA 202.

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

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

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): Terraserver 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: January 20, 2006

Other information: Raisanen & Associates Delineation Repert (11/9/2005)

KNOXROOKX XK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Storm water enters the site through a pipe, ponds near the road
embankment, and sometimes drains to a man-made depressional pond that has no oullet.

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

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

{7 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)
[1 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 undes 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
DJd This office concurs with your wetiand delineation report dated November 9, 2005, prepared by Raisanen & Associates,
Inc.
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: - S / M 13 Date: _ Z3 WU 6

Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophylic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineauon 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 ISOLATEID, 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: 200600192

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: January 23, 2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N} Date: January 19, 2006

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: January, 20, 2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-57-9.1658; 88-12-20.2630
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 12.0 Acres

Name of waterway or watershed: West Branch DuPage River

SITE CONDITIONS:
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feet

Type of aquatic resource’

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

[

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond
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Other water (identify type)

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

(=]
]
g
)
£
=

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

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resourcc 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: Michael J. Fleck PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Remec Property between Alabama Avenue and
Clarendon Hills Road, south of 57" Street in Downers Grove Township, DuPage County, [llinois / Flagg Creck Watershed

FILE NUMBER: 200600189 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office DJField

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

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

0O 0O0od

oo

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: HINSDALE, HA 86.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: October 2005 Hey & Associates, Inc. Wetland Delineation Report

NOOOOOXRXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Subject wetland is an isolated depressional area with no surface
water connection Lo a navigable Water of the U.S.

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

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

B4 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328 3(a)(1), 328.3(a)2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B4 Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

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

[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
Date: &t UI?E %
Approved by: — < Date: % JM &%

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

Recommended by: ' ;

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers. natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are 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: 200600189

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 24 January 2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N} Date: 24 January 2006

At the project siteN (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: llinois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-47-1.5375 / §7-57-24.0375

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 1.82 acres

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

feet
Lake | L 2] L | U L |
River | UJ L L | | (1 Ll
Stream U | Ll U L] W Ll
Dry Wash O |l O O |
Mudflat L] Ll ] Ul L1 L L]
__SandRat O O O O O [l L] |

Wetlands L ] L] 0 L | L
Slough | [l [l | ] L]
Prairie pothole O ] ] O ] 1 O 1
Wet meadow (] O D [} | J | [
Playa lake ] D 0 D 1 [] D L
Vernal poal L] L L] [ [ [ | L]
Natural pond [l [l [l O ]
Other water (identify type) O O O | O O O il

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

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

Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdicticnal, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state agquatic 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 infermation reviewed Lo 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. Armmy Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Cunat, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200600336 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: Pq Office [ |Field

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

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

The presence of a tributary 10 an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent ( bordering, contiguous, or neighbering) to interstatc 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 (¢.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.

oo 4o

oo X

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MCHENRY.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MCHENR'Y, HA 255.

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date):1939, 2002, 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA Firm Map

KORXOOXKKRRK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Two isolated farmed wetlands occur on the project site.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

Recommended by: 5 - Date: / —2\'{ —06

Approved by: nh“Jr — Date: / = ? LZ - € &

"Wettands ar¢ identificd and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlandson agricultural {ands may vary
from mcthods described in the Corps Wetland Delingation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach 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 COCK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600336
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Kate Bliss Date: 1-24-2006

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

At the project site (Y/N)

Date: 1-24-2006
Date:
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:

Iinois

McHenry

42-18-55.7626, 88-17-59.8985
102

Fox

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

feet

v
th
=
o
2]

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

OOO0O00000O0O000
(I
OCoOOOOOxOOO000
[
OOOCOOOOOoLocCc
OOOOO0CEHOO0O0m
0000000000000 0
OOOCOO0OCCCO00OE 0

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

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

nen-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

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

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




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

APPLICANT: Peak Contracting & Consulting, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: West Of Kelsey Road, South Of
Harbor Drive In Lake Barrington, Lake County, Illinois (Section 16, T43N, R9E)

FILE NUMBER: 200600253  PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [X]Field

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

Based on available information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

] Other:

[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

[C] U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Surv: y for Lake County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: BARRINGTON, 1993,
[ U.S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
(O U.S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
D] Aerials (Name & Date): 2002
|
X

XX

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:
Site Visit Conducted on: January 19, 2006
Other information:

LK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Your delincation report identified one wetland and investigated the
presence of wetlands in several other areas. Our office has determined that there are no wetlands on the subject property that
exhibit an identifiable, hydrologic connection to a navigable water.

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

O clear, natural line impressed on the hank [Cldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [shelving

[] changes in the character of soil O other

[J wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

Cenfirmation of Wetland Boundaries

] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by .
Bd This office does not confirm your wetland boundary / /
— - 25 Jug,
Recommended by: 3 Date: ' ’) / 0 -
Approved by: Date:

IWetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established wn the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlandson agricultral lands may vary
from methods dcscribed in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER:

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: January 25, 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

Atthe projectsite Y (Y/N) Date: January 19, 2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ulinois
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -12-22.8432 88 -11-6.4974
Approximate size of site/property {including uplands & in acres): 10
Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5 ac LS-IO ac 10-25 ac 25-50ac | >5Dac Linear Unknown
feet
| Lake L 0J (] {l Ll [ ] [ I ] |
ERiver __D D D l:l D D D
LStream ] [ O O [ | d O
| Dry Wash 0 0 ] o 0 ] U |
= e e et
Sandflat
Wetlands =] 1] ] 0 10 L0 [] ] )
Slovgh —LE _ |:| L E [%l % (] E j‘
Prairie pothole | |
Wet meadow O ] ] O ] ] [] LD ]
Playa lake | l L] ig . I Ul LD—
| Vernal poot ] L] L] (] L [ ]
Natural pond ] ] J ] 0 | []
Other water (identify type) L ] O ] O 1 |:|

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

Migratory Bird Rute Factors': Pf Known H Unknown ’
Use Best Professional Judgment r
Yes ] No Predicieq Not Expected to | Not Able To Make r
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] 1 X O ]
Miggatory Bird Treaties? :
1s or would be used as habitat by other migeatory birds that | [] g 3] | d g
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O 0 [] D] \
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] > ] [ ] |
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: Miller Farm Partnership PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: 200600280 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

] 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 cumrently 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,
cxcept for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00

00 X 000

Information Reviewed

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

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: ELGIN, 1925

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date); 1939, 2001, 2002, 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: Swampbuster Map, FEMA FIRM Map

OXKKOK KKK

<

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Three wetlands exist on the subject site, two of which are farmed.
These wetlands do not exhibit a surface waler connection to a navigable waterway, and are therefore not subject to the
Department of the Army Regulations.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural line impressed on the bank O destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris ] shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil O other
Bd 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)
B0 Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report daled December 15, 2005, prepared by ENCAP, Inc.
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: T S Date: / _%7” dé

Approved by: A Wi Date: ]~ e -

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetatior, 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 othcr watcrs 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 JURISPDICTION 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: 200600280

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 1-27-2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 1-27-2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: IMlinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-9-33.2239, 88-20-24.6707

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 75

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

feet

Lake O | D O I: D D [
River L] L] L] L Cl L] L] L
Stream Cl L] 0 £ Ll U UJ |
Dry Wash | L ] | | U L {1
Mudflat | L] L ] L] | L] [l
Sandflat Ll U Ll Il Ll ] M B
Wetlands O i [ ] O ] ] ] O
Stough L] L O L H| | [
Prairie pothole ] ] [ ] Ul O O O
Wet meadow I Ll L L Ol |_] L] [
Playa lake L] Ll L] L Ul ] L] L]
Vernal pool OJ M ] ] ] 1 | [
Natural pond ] ] {1 J ] ] ] O
Other water (identify type) d ] | O | ] O g
'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
r Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X ] J W] d
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that X ] ] ] O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? | ] 0 X O
| Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] 4| ﬁ O cl
| 'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rulc to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aguatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary (] Or Approved [X

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



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

APPLICANT: Bristol Holdings II, LLC. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Gary Avenue, Roselle, DuPage County, 1L
FILE NUMBER: 200600020 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: X] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceplible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subjcet to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328 3(a)(1))

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

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

The presence of 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. streans (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes. wet meadows, plava fukes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

oo O ood

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventoryv: LOMBARD.
U. §. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LOMBARID, -1\ 143.

USDA Natural Resources Censervation Service Soil § .y lor DuPage County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: 1.OMBARD, 1993,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):Fall 2004, Aerials [xpiross anlted
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: .

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OO0OXOOXMXRIEX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland A and B do not have a direct surface connection 10 a
navigable waterway. Wetland C is a slormwater detention basin.

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

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank |_ T estiuction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [J-ehing
[] changes in the character of soil =T onter

[ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
Bd Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328 3¢ai 1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

] Headguarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis ol >4 20)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[0 This office concurs with your wetland delincation report dats! , prepared by
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
Recommended by: - _r - Date: _ / - ] I
— ~ — - [ v o o
Approved by: $ . Date: / ; ¢
"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria establishvd in b Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). i'roce~ses Tor determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary

from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Maaual (1987).

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600020

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: 30 January 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office y (Y/N) Date: 27 January 2006
At the project siteN (Y/N)  Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 0415759.91N 088075.65W

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

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

feet
Lake L Ll L L rd [ | L
River Ll L | M| ] [l | L]
Stream Ll L Ll Ll L[] L L] [
Dry Wash [l O ] D o d U D L
Mudflat ] O O HED O ] O
Sandflat L] ] O il ] ] | L
Wetlands X O ] O (] O
Slough Ll L O [ [ | | L
Prairie pothole ] ] [l ] W [l O ]
Wet meadow 1 [ ] [l B} [ [l
Playa lake LI Ll [ ] [ Ll ] ]
Vernal pool L L L o L] Ll |
Natural pond 1] [l O] ] ] O | [l
Other water (identify type) O ] O & O] ] ] O
Detention Pond
'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigubic. | 11 -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 N Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
) to Oceur Oceur Determination

Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X P L] OJ
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that (] T O O ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O o ] m] L]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] o | [H]
'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability ol t1c 1. _ratory Bird Rule to apply to ensite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.
TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary O or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING N1 (c.u., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed 11 - <55 potential navigation or interstale commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the .. «.-curring onsite):




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

APPLICANT: Unknown PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 314 Raffel Road, Woodstock. McHenry County, lllinois /
Silver Creek Watershed

FILE NUMBER: 200600349 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [{] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

[ 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 Uniled Stales present on the project site.

The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the pasl, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject Lo 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 waler 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 wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 228.3 (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.

0d O 000 OX

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Welland Inventory: WOODSTOQOCK.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: WOODSTOCK, HA 256.

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. S. 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:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Welland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 27 January 2006

Other information:

OXOOOOX XXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland was an isolated depressional area that backs up with water
against the roadway.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

Bd Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(2)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)7)
[d 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

[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiciion 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 wefl/lgnd boundary

Recommended by: il BN - Date: o L

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and critera established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophylic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Pracesses 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: 200600349

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Mike Machalek Date: 27 January 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date:

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

State: Illinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-19-54.7833 / 94-25-34.1812
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 1 acre

Name of waterway or watershed: Silver Creek

SITE CONDITIONS:
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Type of aquatic resource’ 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet
[

Lake

River

Streain

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond
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Other water (identify type)}

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Krown 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 proteeted by ] a O O &
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] ] [ O D
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [l ] [ 1 &
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O X [l X O

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [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: Lake Properties Venture PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Aon-Fremont Ditch/Grayslake
FILE NUMBER: 200500647 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office DJField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An appraved 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.

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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 :1djace:nt2 { bordering. contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

OO0 O KXKO

Information Reviewed

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

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: __ .

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

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Lake County 1939, 2000, 2004 & 2005; PholoMapper 2001, 2002 & 2004
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on: May 4, 2005

Other information:

OXRKRROOXRON

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Avon-Fremont Ditch is tributary to the Des Plaines River via Mill
Creek and Farmwed Wetlands 1, 2, and 3 are adjacent and tributary to Avon-Fremont Ditch. The Des Plaines Riveris a
navigable water of the United States below Hoffman Dam, therefore Avon-Fremont Ditch and Farmed Wetlands 1, 2, and 3 are
also waters of the United States under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Army. Farmed Wetland 4 does not have a
discernable surface water connection to a water of the United States and is therefore not under the jurisdiction of the Department
of the Army.

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

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

O changes in the character of soil [ other

[ wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
X This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated April 8, 2005, prepared by Christopher B. Burke
Engineering, Ltd.
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by; Date:

Approved by: Date: /)7{ k} J“K\“’DL

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agriculural 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 tike are also
adjdcent.

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: 200500647

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michael Murphy Date: 01312006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 01312006

At the project site (Y/N) Date: 05042005
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4220 0.7049, 52 2 22.3429
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 6 ac

Name of waterway or watershed: Avon Fremont Ditch/Des Plaines River

SITE CONDITIONS:
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Type of aquatic resource! > 50 ac

Lake
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Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

‘Wet meadow

Playa lake

VYernal pool

Natural pond
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Other water (identify type)

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

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

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD fe.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):




