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

APPLICANT: Summerhill Custom Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 72-acre Parcel at Peotone and
Stuenkle Roads along West Fork East Branch of Hickory Creek, Green Garden Township, Will County, IL (Sec 3 T34N R12E)
FILE NUMBER: 200400456 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [ Field

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

Bused on available information:

1 There are no waters on the project site.

{1 There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project silc.

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United Siates present on the project site.
[l The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or fareign cammerce, 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 presenee of a tnibutary 10 an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}5)
[ The presence of wetlands adjacent? ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) t interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent o other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))
[] The presence of an isolated water {e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streums), mudilats,
sandfiats, wetlands, sloughs. prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa [akes, or natural ponds}.
£ Other:
[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlifc Service National Wetland Inventory: FRANKFORT.
U. 5. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: FRANKFORT, 231.

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

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

Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 24 MARCH 2004

Other information: Wetland Delineation report prepared by JFNew

HHOO000MXXE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The intermittent channel of the West Fork Easl Branch of Hickory
Creek and its adjacent wetland (Area A) are tributary to the Des Plaines River. Wetland areas B and C are isolated wetlands and
are nol jurisdictional.

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

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

Conflirmation of Wetland Boundaries
This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated July 9, 2003, with the inclusion of the intermittent
channel of the West Fork East Branch of Hickory Creek, prepared by I.F. New.
[C] This office does not confirm your wetland houndary

Recommended by: " _S - Date: | Ty ' G} 200 Y

o — -—
Approved by: J\ Date: , Jet ? 2aa b
'“Wetlands are identified and delincated using the methods and criteria establishied 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
frotn methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).




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

adjacent.

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400456

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

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

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Ron Abrant

Date: July 1, 2004

In the office

At the project site

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

SITE CONDITIONS:

(Y/N} Date:

(Y/N) Date: March 24, 2004

Tllinois

will

87-49-52 1 41-27-52
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'Check appropriate boxes (hat best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water prescnl und best estimate for size of nan-

jurisdictional aguatic resource area.

Migrulory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unkniown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes Nao Predicied | Not Expected to Not Able Te Make
to Occur Oceur Determination
Is or would be uzed as habitat for birds prolected by & O m| | O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | D9 O | ||
cross state lines?
Ts or would be used as hahitat for endangered species? Cl | L] | L
Is used to irripate crops sold in interstate commerce? O a m)

"Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule tv apply to ounsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, inira-state aquatic resource urea.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

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




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

APPLICANT: [sidoro Giammarco PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northeast of the Interscction of Rowell
Avenue and Laraway Road in Joliet, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMEER: 200400490 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office BJField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JI¥) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved 11D is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

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

The presence of a tributary to an mtcrstate 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 uther waters of the US,

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

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

O Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

hZz(m|

Information Reviewed

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

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

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

Acrials (Name & Date): Joliet, 2002

Advanced [dentification Wetland Maps: .

Site Vigit Conducted on: Junc 14, 2004

Qther information:

NRORCICONXR

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Farmed Wetland 1 is isolated and therefore not jurisdictional.
Wetlands 2-4 are isolated and also not jurisdictional. However, Wetland 1 is hydrologically connected to Sugar Run. Sugar Run
drains into the Des Plaines River, a navigable "waters of the United States”,

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[0 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated June 25, 2003, prepared by Cowhey Gudmundson
Leder, Lid,
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended hy: S S Date: f(:/%"' / ° 7/

Approved by: N — 0 —~ Date: /] T eV oa

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




? Wetlands separaied frum olher waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barricrs, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the bike ase 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: 200400490

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Cruz Date: July 1, 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
Afthe projectsite Y (Y/N) Date; June 24, 2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Mlineis

County: Wil

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.29.10.9470

88.3.21.4195

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

Name of waterway or watershed; Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:
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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-
Jjurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes Neo Predicted Mot Expected to Not Able To Mske
1o Oecur Oecur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by || | 4] | |
| Migratory Bird Treaties? T

Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birdsthat | || | Ed O O

cross state lines?

1s or would be used as habitat for endangered species? || | [ | |

Is used to frrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O in i) ||| O

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migraiory Bird Rule to apply to ansite, 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 commetce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring cnsite):



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

APPLICANT: Tyson and Bill Architects PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 884 Dorsatshire Drive and 1545
Williams Court in Crete, Will County, Hlinois
FILE NUMREER: 200400582 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:

B There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

[ There are both watcrs of the United Stales und non-jurisdictional walers on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

BJ 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, of 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 10.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a}(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 3283 {a)2))

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

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

The prescnee of an isvlaled waler {¢.x., inlrastale 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: DYER.
U. §. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: DYER, 301,

USDA Natural Resources Conscrvation Scrvice Soil Survey for Will County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: DYER, 1990.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

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

Acrials (Name & Date):Crete, 2003

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducied on: June 24, 2004

[J Other information:

0O 000

0O

KOROOXXRKEK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): There arc no jurisdictional arcas localed on the subject property.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
' o
Date: / / o / ‘7/

Recommended hy: _ lG'NAL SIGNﬁe y. Ump oy

Approved by:

"Wettands are identiﬁe'd’éfd delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric scils and wetland hydrology). Processes for delermining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
[rom methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineatinn Manual (1987).

2 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: 200400582

SR
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: ! Mﬁiyss? Date: June 30, 2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office {YMN) Date:
Al the project site Y (Y/N) Date: June 24, 2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Tllinois

County: will

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.27.35.1977

87.7.8.227

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

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac l-fac;. d}5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac = 50 ac :.,mear Unknown

N eck

Lake L] L1 ]0 L L] L] L] |
River il O] O O m| O O L
Stream Ol O 0 [0 ] L] O] I
Dry Wush O O O O O O ] |
Mudflat O L] Ll O O Ll L] |
Sandflat ]
e . m u
Slough
Prairie pothole E Q ) E ! E E B B B
Wet meadow | g 10 O O | ]
Playa lake O 0 o g O O E H
Vernal pool O g [0 [0 m O
Natural pond O W] @] O O O ] .
Other water (identify type)} D D D D D D D D

ICheck appropriste boxes that hest descrihe type of isolated, non-navigahle, intra-state water present and hest estimate for size of non-

Jjurisdictional aquatic resource aren.

Migratory Bird Runle Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected to Nut Able To Make
to Occur Ocour Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protecied by O O M|
Mipratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other mlgratury birdy that | L] ] ¢} O ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered specles ? || L] 5| ] _|
Is uscd to irrigale crops sold in interstate conunerce? ] ] & O

ICheck appropriate hoxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Rird Rule to apply to onsite, non Jumdjctmnal isalated,

non-navigable, intra-stale agualic resource arca.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary []  Or Approved (X

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

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




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

APPLICANT: Forever Constniction PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 6.8 Acre Propenty South of the Intersection 34th
St and Gilead Ave in the Village of Beach Park, Lake County, Illingis (Section 28, T46N, R12E).

FILE NUMBER: 200400773 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [Jtield

Approved Jurisdictinnal 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 pru]é(,t site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

The prescnce of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands"). (33 CFR 328.3 (a}2))

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

»:@E]

oo O

Information Reviewed

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

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

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

1. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerjals (Name & Date):Lake County 2000 6 inch

Advanced Identification Weiland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 23 June 2004

Other information:

ROXROOXXOA

O

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 as identitied on the wetland delineation prepared by DK
Envirunmental Services, Inc drains under a driveway to the southeast into a drainage ditch and into Bull Creek, a tributary to
Lakc Michigan. Wetland 4 is a tributary to Bull Creek. Wetlands 2 and 3 do not appear to exhibil a hydrologic surface
connection to navigable waters.

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

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank Mldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of Litter and debris [Tshelving

[] changes in the character of soil [ other

B wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

[0 Hcadguarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)3} [altach copy of HQ ralionalc]

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

Recommended by: __O_R_IG_I_N_AL_S}G,N_E_B__ Date:J 30 M O (;/

Approved by: Date: \_) UL&Q 9

"Wettands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual {87 Manuval} (i.e.,
ocenrrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agncultural lands may vary
from methods described 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 ihe like are also
adjacenl.




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: 200400773

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gagnon Date; 28 June 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 23 Junc 2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Diinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -26-2.5080; §7 -50-38.9586

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 6.8

Name of waterway or watershed: Lake Michigan
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Other water (identify type)

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': 1 Known If Unknown
Usc Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Oecur Determinntion
15 or would be uved as habitui For birds protected by & O O O O
Mipratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used ay habitat by other migralory birds that | X O O | O
Cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? Ll m| Ll X
I8 used to irrigate crops sold in interstaty commerce? | ] |

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigahle, 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 NJ1), including infarmation 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
1.5, Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Cambridge Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Fox River Watershed
FILE NUMBER: 200400689 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [_]Field

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

Based on avaiiable information:

] There are no watcrs on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

&4 There are no jurisdiclional waters of Lhe United Stales present on the project sitc.
[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands". (33 CFR 3283 (a)(2)
[] The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))
] The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering. contiguous, or neighbering) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. {33 CFR 328.3 (a)7)
Bd The presence of an isolaled water (c.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intcrmittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
O Other:
[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: AURORA NORTH, 1993,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U, 8. Geological Survey 13 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date}: DigiAir 2002

Advanced Identificaion Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other intormation: Wetland Delireation Report Submitted on April 30, 2004 hy Christopher B. Burke
Engineering, LTD.

HODROORRRX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked ahove): Wetlands 1-6 do not have a current or demonstrable historic surface
water connection to a navigable waterway of the United States. Therefore, Weilands 1-6 do not fail under the jurisdiction of the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

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

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

[0 wetland houndary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

Recommended by: - S‘_—" Date; é// Zg:/ dﬁ/
Approved by: I Date: % 7~ 2fc el

"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 hydrelogy). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
fram methods described in the Corps Weatland Delineation Manoual (1987).

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



DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400689

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

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

Jaimee Hammit

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Date: June 24, 2004

In the office Y (Y/N}
At the project site

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:

88-16-31.7730

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

SITE CONDITIONS:

(YN) Date:

[llinnis
Kane

Date: June 24, 2004

Latitude: 41-48-58 4028, Longitude:

Fox River Watershed

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-

Jjurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unlmown
ITse Best Professional Judgment
Yes Nu Predicted Not Expected to Not Ahte To Make
to Occur Occur Delermination
Is or would be used as hahitat for hirds protected by ] || = ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Ts or would be used as habitat by other migrutory birds that | ] | X O O
cross staty lines?
Is or would be used us habitat for endangered specles? % ] ] [£4]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in inlerstate commerce? D jn] || P4l

[Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential Tor applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
nun-navigable, intra-siate 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: Mr. John T. Wittenstrom PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Fox River Watershed
FILE NUMBER: 200400187 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: {9 Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

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

[l The presence of interstate waters {including interstate wetlands’). (33 CFR 328.3 (2)(2)

0 The presence of a tributary to an mterqtate water or other watcr of the US, (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(3)}

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

X The presence of an isolaled water {e.g., intrasiate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermitient streams), mudflats,

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

[] Other

O Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

). 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Invenlory: GENEVA.

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

USDA Naturul Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. 8. Geologicul Survey 7.5 Minute Topogiraphic Maps: GENEVA, 1993,

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

1. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): DigiAir 2001 and 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: June 9, 2004 by Megan Konar

Other information: Wetlund Delineation Report Submitted on May 28, 2004 by Encap, Inic.

MROXROOXKKA

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 and Wetland 2 do not have a current or demonstrable
historic surface water conncetion to 4 navigable waterway of the United States. Therefore, Wetland 1 and Wetland 2 are isolated
and not under the jurisdiction of the 1.8. Army Corps of Engineers.

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 [0 shelving
E]  changes in the character of soils [0 other:

[0 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

[ Headquarters declined ta approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(2)(3) [altach 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 houndary. . -
el Sy C28] N

Recommiended by: Date:

Approved by: — 3 — Date: T~ e ey

"WWetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occwrrence of hydrophyliv vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agriculiural lands may vary
from methods desctibed in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

* Wetlands scparated from cther 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: 200400187
Jaimce Hammit

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Date: June 23, 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: June 23, 2004
At the projectsite Y (Y/N) Date: June 9, 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by iatitude & longitudinal coordinates: Latitude: 41-56-30.9898, Longitude:
88-20-35.0479

100
Fox River Watershed

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watcrshed:
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Other watcer (identify type)

Check appropriule buxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigahle, intra-state water present and best estinxate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors'; If Known if Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes Ne Predicted Not Expected to Not Abie To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O | B
Migratory Bird Treaties?
15 or would he used as habitat hy other migratory birds that | L] | k< || ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O L [m| m| E
Is used to irrigate crops sold in intevstate commeree? || (| O

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [1 Or Approved [X]

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




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

APPLICANT: Clarke Real Estate  PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northeast of the Intersectin of Dralle Roud
and Harlem in Monee, Will county, llinois
FILE NUMBER: 200400139 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [{ Office DJField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (J13) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appeualable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project silc.

[ 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:

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

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

The presence of interstate waters {(including interstate wetlands!). (33 CFR 3283 (a)(2))

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

The presence of wetlands adjaceni? ¢ bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wettands. (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, praife potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 ¥ XXO

Information Reviewed

U. 5. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: FRANKFORT.
U. 5. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: FRANKFORT, 231.

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

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

Aerials (Name & Date): Monee, 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: May 4, 2004

Other information:

OXOXOORXMRX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland A and Wetland D are isolated and therefore not
jurisdictional. Wetland C is adjacent to Forked Creek. Wetland B and Wetland E are hydrologically connected to Forked Creek.
Forked Creek flows into thc Kankakce River, a navigable "waters of the United States”.

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 prescree of litter and debris O shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil O other
BJ wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated September 17, 2003, prepared by JF New.
[ This affice does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: - ’S Date: 2 3 ,‘/ttag‘d ‘7/

Approved by: ai® Date: 24 j-a. i Sty

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

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




DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400139

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

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

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Melyssa Cruz

Date: June 23, 2004

In the office
At the project site

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:

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

SITE CONDITIONS:

(Y/N) Date:
Y (Y/N)

Nlinois

Will

Lat 41-26-48.3002
Long 87-46-36.1360

Kankakee River

Date: June 23, 2004

Type of aquatic resvurce’

=
1
=)

&
3

LA
H

LL]
g
LV ]
ot
=
B

10-25 ac

25-50 ac =50 ac

Linear
feel

gﬁ
-
2
-

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudilat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Tlaya lake

Vernal povl

Natural pond

Other water (identify type)

OO OO O

Dmuﬂmuummmmndu

um:dtuu‘mcmmuum
OO0 OO aOdOix

EERERRSSSRaEE

OLOOOOOOO000c0O

OoOQOO0000a0000n

OOOUCCOOOOO0n0o

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

Jjurisdictional ayuatic resource arca.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': H Known If Unkoown
Use Best Professlonal Judgment
Yes No Predicied | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Qccur Qcour Determination
Ts or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O [ | Ll
| Migratory Bird Treaties?

1s or would be used as habitat by oiher migratory birds that | L) O X O ]

cross state lines?

Ts or would b uscd us bubitat for cudangered species? ] im| [ E m]

Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [mj m]

'Check appropriate boxes that hest describe potential for applical;h'ty of the

ngn-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource ares.

Migratory Bird Rule lo apply to vnsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUFPORTING NJI (c.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):




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

APPLICANT: 200400730 PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 13814 Perkins Road, Woodstock, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200400730 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office Field

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

Based on available information:

E] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

The presence of waters which are currently used, or wers used in the past, ar may be susceptible for usc to transpornt
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide {i.e., navigable
walers of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)X1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wellands'), (33 CFR 328.3 {a)2h

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) ta interstate or ather waters of the US,
except for those wellands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

OO0 R BXO 00O

Information Reviewed

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

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA National Resources Conscrvation Scrvice Soil Survey [or McHenry County.
U. 5. Geoelogical Survey 7.5 Minutc Topographic Maps: WOODSTOCK, 1992,
U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geolegical Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: MCHENRY, 1944
Acrial Pholographs (Name & Date): 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:  June 1{), 2004

Other information:

ONRRXEROXMRON

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked ahave): Apple Creek, two adjacent wetalnds to Apple Creek and a tributary
to Apple Creek are located on the subject property. Apple Creek flows west into the Kishwaukee River, which is tributary to the
Rock River, a navigable waterway under Department of the Army jurisdiction. One isolated wetland exists along the
soulhwestern portion of the subject property.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated hy:
clear, natural line impressed on the bank ]  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris [} shelving
[0 changes in the character of scil [0 ether
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)
[X] Areaunder consideration is [ikely to have heen jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule crileria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rulc criteria

[0 Headguarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a}(3) (attach copy of H(Q rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

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

B This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
Recommended hy: - S - Date: 6 /2 y¥—-°Y
Approved by: _ S — Date:__ 6 7 2 52y

"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 wellands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands scparated from other waters of the U.S. by maun-male dikes or barners, 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: 200400730

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 6/24/04
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N} Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 6/24/04
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Nlinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-16-52.8350, 88-28-10.6106

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

Name of waterway or watershed: Kishwaukee
SITE CONDITIONS:
I'ype of aguatic resource’ 0-1ac | 1-3ac ) 3-5ac | S-l0ac 10-25 a¢ 25-50 ac > & ac Linear Unknawn

feet

Lake L L L L L ] [ Ll
River O [0 [0 0 ] B O
Stream O 0 10 |0 m) ) O
s = O = 1 T .
Mudflat m O
Sandflat O T 0 O E E O
Wetlands & = | |
e R mE it £
Prairie pothole D D
Wet meadow 0 T ] O O 0 O
Playa lake ] ] 0O O ] ]
Vernal pool O O 10 Ll [ |
Natural pond 0 E E H E O
QOther water (identify type) | | _H O O

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

Migratory Bird Rule Faciors': H Known If Unknown _
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Nuot Able To Make
to Oocur Oceur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for hirds protected by ] ] |} O |
Migratory Bird Treatics?
Is ur would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [ O ] O ||
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitul for endangered species? [] ] O B O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? | | D D D

ICheck appropriate hoxes that best deseribe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isvluted,

nug-ouvigable, inlra-slale aguatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [1 Or Approved

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: MAC Development PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Fox River Watershed
FILE NUMBER: 200400688 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office XField

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

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site,

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[(1 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
[[1 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susccptible for use 1o transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigablc waters
of the U.8.) {33 CFR 328.3(a}{1))
[] The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (2)(2))
[ The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))
[ The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other watcrs of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))
The presence of an isolated waler (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairic potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
[] Other:
[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

Ul S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland [nventory: ELGIN.

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

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

U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrial Pholographs (Name & Date): AirPhoto USA 2002

Advanced Identification Wettand Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: Junc 3, 2004 by Jaimee Hamrml

Other information: Bellinger, Lach & Associates, [nc. Report Submitted May 11, 2004

OXOOREKKE

=

X

Rationale for Basis {applies to any boxcs checked above): Wetland 1 and Wetland 2 are hydrologically connected via surface
flow ta Tyler Creek, which is a tributary to the Fox River. Wetland 2 is separated from Wetland 1 by a narrow berm and 3 pipes,
but still maintains a hydrologic connection to Wetland 1. Therefore, Wetland | and Wetland 2 fall under the jurisdiction of the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Wetlands 3, 4 and 5 are mined ditches that do not have a current or demonstrable surface water
connection te a navigable waterway of the U.S. and do not fall under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

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

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

B wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[ Unable to confirm the prescnce of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)}{7)
0 Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
{7 Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteriu
[] 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 delincation report dated , prepared by .
B This office does not confirm your wetiand boundary.
< b 23/0Y
Recommended by: Date:
Approved by: - ‘.S - Date: ‘—/e .; /c y

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual {87 Manual) (ie.,
accurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetlund hydrology). Prucesses for determining wetlands on agriculiural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delingation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters ot the U.S. by man-made dikes ur barriers, natural river berms, heach dunes, and the like are 2lso
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 CQOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

MSTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400688

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Harnmit Date: June &, 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (¥Y/N) Date: June 8, 2004
At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: June 3, 2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Kane

Center cogrdinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Latitude; 42-3-31.6988, Longitude; 88-
18-13.2405

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 5

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:

(=]

Linear Unknown
feet

-
]
w
=
"
@
U
]
7]

10-25 ac

B
2

Type of aquatic resource! -1 a¢

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

DO O0OoOOO

OOOOOoOCcO0000 - o

OOCOCO0OROOC0OO0,
OO0OCO00OCO0O0Oc
AO0O00O0O0OC OO OO
000000 DO OOOnada ;
OO0 O0O OO0
OO0 OO OO 0O

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 agusatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors's If Known If Unknown
Use Best Profeysional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected lo Not Able To Make
t¢ Oceur Oceur Determination
s or would he used as hahitat for birds protected by [} O & L] ]
Migratery Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that 1 O =3 L L1
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habital Tor vndungered specics? L] ] [ ] [ ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O [ ]

ICheck appropriate hoxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-slale aqualic resvurce urea.

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: Milchcil Sullivan LLC PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Fox River Watershed
FILE NUMBER: 200400699 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [IField

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

Based on available information:

[J There are no walers 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:

BJ There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
O The presence of waters which are currently used, or were nsed in the past, or may be susceptible for use 1o transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which aze subject to the ebb and flow of the lide (1.c., nuvigable waters
of the U.8)) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
The presence of interstate walers (including inlerstate wetlands!). (33 CHR 328.3 (a)(2))
[] The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or ather water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))
] The presence of wetlands adjacent® { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstale or vlher waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (u)X7))
B The presence of an isoluted water (c.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflals, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
[ Other:
O Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Scrvice Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minutc Topographic Maps: AURORA NORTH, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Genlagical Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acerial Photographs (Name & Date): DigiAir 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Silc Visit Conducted on:

Other information: Wetland Delineation Report Submitted by V3 Consultants on May 10, 2004

ROORODOXRRKX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland on site, totaling approximately 0.03 acres, does not
have a current or demonstrahle historic surface water connection to a navigable waterway of the U.S. Therefore, the wetland does
not fall under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps.

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

[1  clear, natural line impressed on the bank O destruction of terrestrial vegetation
B the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
changes in the character of soils [0 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(u)(2), or 328.3(a}(4) through 328.3(a}7}
B Asea 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 ralionale]

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

BJ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary, / / (
— — J
Recommended by: S Date: A{ 23; (
Approved by: I Date: el r oy

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

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400699
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Jaimee Hammit Date: Junc 15, 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: June 15, 2004
At the project site N {(Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by talitude & tongitudinal coordinates: Latitude: 41-47-28.4932, Longilude:
88-18-6.4079

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

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River Watershed
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aqualic resource’ O-lac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | S-Wac 10-25 ae 25-50 ac = 5bac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake o = = | m|
River O |0 0 E O L]
Stream ] W] 0 O 0O
Dry Wash | % —g O ]
Mudflat O O | | ] I
Saudflal O O 11 ] ]
Wetlands R 0 [0 T ]
Stough 0 O 10 O o O
Prairie pothole O ] ml H ] J
Wt meadow ] |l ] [ ] [l
Playa lake O O O ]
Vernul pool J | [l | O] 1
Natural pond [ O O nl H 0 ]
Olbher water (identify type) J ] ] (| 0O ]

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors®: If Known If Unknown
Ust Best Professional Judgment
Yes Nao Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Oceur Determination
Is or wemld he used as habitat for birds protected by | D | ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Ts or would be used us hubitat by other migratory birds that | ] L [ (] [m]
cruss state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? | Ll O Ll X
s used to irrigate crops sold in intcrstate commerce? J O ] B

Check appropriate boxes that best describe putential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdiclional, isoluted,
nod-oaviguble, inira-state aguatle resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved [

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




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

APPLICANT: Don DeFrancesco PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northwest Corner of U.S. Route 20 and Bartlett
Road in Bartlett, Cook County, llinois, Fox River/ Poplar Creek Watershed.

FILE NUMBER: 200400743 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: (] Office EdField

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

Based on available information:

[3 There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

] There are both 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.

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

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the cbb and flow of the Lide (i.¢., navigable waters

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

{_] The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(2))
The presence of a tribulary o an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (2)(5))

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

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

{1 Other:

O

Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

Bd U. 8. Pish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: STREAMWOOD,
Bd U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: STREAMWOQOLD, HA 203,

BJ USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.

B U.S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: STREAMWOOD, 1993.
[0 u.S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

& . s. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: BARRINGTON 1961.
[0 Aenals (Name & Date):

[0 Advanced [dentification Wetland Maps:

O site Visit Conducted on:  lune 14, 2004

] Other information:

Rationale for Basis (applies te any boxes checked above):
The welland on Lhe property is an isolated depression and not under the jurisdiction of this office.

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

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

[ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[J Unable ta 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}?)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Area under consideration is not likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

Recommended by: ;é : Date: 4 / M/d ,5/
Approved by: S Date: Q/é‘j / 5} C/

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland De]mcaué'l Manual {87 :Zéwal) {i.e.,
ocemrrence of hydrophytic vegeration, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for detcrmining wetlands on agricultural lahds may vary
from methods descnbed in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the 11.5. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach duges, and the like are also
adjacent.




INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLL, 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: 200400743

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:

4] North, Range 9 East

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

Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:

Kathy Chemnich Date: 6/22/2004
In the office  (Y/N) Date:
At the project site Y (Y/N) Date:
Minois
Couk

Northing 4651143, Easting 401638, T

0-1 acre

Fox River/ Poplar Creek

Type of aquatic resource’

0-1ur

3-5a¢ | S-10ac

16-25 ac

> 50 ac

Linear
feet

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandfat

Wetlunds

Slough

Prairic pothole

Wet meadow

Playa luke

Yernal poal

Nailurul pond

DDDDﬂDDUUUDUD §

Other water (identify type)}

UOOOO00CR

OoHoOoCAONO00o

mcfmdmjmmdﬂdu
ESesssesaiaces

R ENRS sk
b3
DDD% OO

OoOOrn

'Check appropriate boxes thal best describe type of 1solated, non-navigahle, intra-state water present and best estimate For size of non-

jurisdietionsl aguatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judpment
Yes No Fredicted Not Expected ta Nat Able To Make
ta Decur Qceur Determinalion
Is ur would be used as habitat for hirds protected by B |} |} O
Mipratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by ather migratory birds that | X L] | £l L1
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as hahitat for endangered species? ] O | O Im|

Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce?




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

APPLICANT: William Elsner PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 186 Sioninglon Drive, Palatine, Cook Counly,
[llinpis, Des Plaines/Salt Creek Watershed

FILE NUMBER: 200400263 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

E] There are no waters on the project site.

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

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

[7] There are 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 prescnce of waters which are currently used, or were used tn the past, or may be susceptible for use Lo transport

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

of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328 .3{(a)}(1))

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

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

O The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighburing) W inlerstate or other waters of the US,
cxcept for thosc wetlands adjacent to other wetlands, (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

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

O Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: PALATINE.
U. 5. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: PALATINE, HA 87.

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

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minule Historic Quadrangles:

Aeriats (Name & Date): Barrington 1961

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: June 2, 2004

Other information:

OO0ORODRNEEK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above):

The retention lake/pond is an isolated depression as a result of flows being discharged into the municipal stormsewer system.

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

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

[0 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is kikely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
{1 Areaunder consideration is not likely to 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 Boundarics
[0 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by

This oftice does not confirm ypur wetland boundary.
Date: 45,//,2 02// C/

Approved by: Date:

"Wetlands are identificd and delincated using the methods and criteria cstablished in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wettands on agriculiural tands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual {1987).

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

Recommended by:




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: 200400763

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:

Kathy Chemich

In the office

Date: &22/2004

{Y/N}) Date:

At the project site Y (Y/N) Date; Junc 2, 2004

Center coordinates of site by latilude & longitudinal coordinates:

T 42 North, R 10 East

Hlingis
Cook
Northing 4662285, Easting 415983,

Approximaite size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 3-5 acres

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

feel
Lake Ll u In L L L
River O |0 0 O |
s ot —D:E__:E H—1H a
| Dry Wash

Mudflat O [ Im E ] E
Sandflat || O C] Bﬁ O L]
Wetlands ] ] ] fal 1
Slough (| '
Prairie pothole I } CJ [ E O ] i
Wet meadow | I I | D U ] ] :
Playa luke O 100 0 E] 0 O H| O
Vernal pool ] ] 1 ] m ]
Nutural pood ] [l l I [ W] 0
Other water (identify type) I | |:| l | E] D D D

jurisdictional aquatic resource urca.

TCheck appropriate boxes that hest describe type of isolated, non-mavigable, inira-siate water present and best estimate for sice of non-

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known I Unknovwn

Use Best Professional Judgment :
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to | Not Able To Make

v Occur Occur Pretermination

Is or would be used as hahitat for hirds pratected by & O [ W] |

Migratory Bird Treaties?

Is or would he used as habitat by olber migratory birdsthat | b9 O | | =]

¢ross state lines?

Ts or would be used as habitat for cudangered specles? O O O i)

1s used to irrigate crops sold in interstale commerce? [ O a

non-nag'gable, intra-state aguatic resource area.

'Check approprlate hoxes that hest describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsitc, non-jurisdictional, 1solated,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Pretiminary []  Or Approved X

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



APPROVED JURISBICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
LS. Army Carps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Paul Seitz PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Adjacent to Lot #2 at Falcon Lakes Drive, Falcon Lakes
Subdivision, Cook County, Illinois, Poplar Creek/Fox River Watershed.

FILE NUMBER: 200400791 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ ] Office [X]Field

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

Based on available information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

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

[ There are walers of (he Uniled States on Lhe project site.

] There are both 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 States present on the project site,

[0 ‘The presence ef 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 walers which are subject to the ¢bb und flow of the tide (i.c., navigable wulers

of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3¢a)} 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 (aX5)

B The presence of wellands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) (o interstate or other walers of the US,
except tor those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7)}

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

O Other:

[ Section 10 watcrway,

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: STREAMWOOD.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrofogic Atlas; STREAMWOOD, HA 203,

USDA Natural Resources Conscrvation Scrvice Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: STREAMWOOD, 1993
1. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: MAY 235, 2004

Other information:

OO0000XRKKE

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above):
The wetland on the properly is an isolaied depression und therefore, not under the junsdiction of ths office.

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

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

B4 wetland houndary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundarics
[0 This office concurs with your welland delineation reporl dated , prepared by
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: — =3 Date: ‘5’/ f//' V
Approved hy: — ‘5 - Date: &'/%/ /d ,9[

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

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.8. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river herms, heach dunes, and the tike are also
adjaccnt.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISBICTION 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: 200400791

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kathy Chemich Date: 06/18/2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETEL: In the office {(Y/N) Date:

At the project site Y (Y/N)  Date: May 25, 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Nlinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of sile by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Northing 4660600, Easting 405700

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 0.35

Name of waterway or watershed: Poplar Creek, Fox River Watershed
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of ayuatic resource 0-1 ac 1-3 ac d-Sar 510 ac 10-25 ac 25.50 ac » 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake Ll Ll ] L
R S A .
Stream ] E E ] O ] ]
Dry Wash ] in| O L] L]
Mudilat D L] _D D D D
Sandflat T 10 Cl O 10 |
Wetlands [ O ] O [
Slough O B E [ 0J
Prairie pothole W] E ] ] ] O
Wel meadow & E l E N 1 Inll ] ]
Playa lake ] T ] ] ]
Vernal pool O ? mEEn) ] O B
Natural pand O nENIvE O ] EL
Other water (identify type) O O ] O O % ;| O

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors*: H Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judpment
Yes Ne Predicted Not Expected to Neot Able To Make
to Qccur Cceur Determination
1s or would be used as habitat for birds protected by & O O J |
| Migratory Bird Treatles?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birdsthat | 3 O O ] O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as hubitat for endangered species? B | [ Ll
s used to irrigate crops sold in interstale commerce? nll || i

‘Check appropriate boxes that hest describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-furisdictional, isolated,
nen-navigable, infra-state aqualic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary O OraApproved

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



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

APPLICANT: Tcchny Properties PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 5 Acre Property Matth of Techny Road and
Lavigne Lane in Northbrook, Cook County, Illinois (Section 17, T42N, R12E).

FILE NUMBER: 200400737 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office (JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (J13) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

O] There are no waters on the project sile.

B4 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 en the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

[J The presence of watcrs which are cutrently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or forcign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.5.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

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

The presence of 4 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 (2)(7))

The presence of an isolaled waler (.., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sundflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or nalural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

] O I O

Inforination Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: PARK RIDGE.
LI. 5. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: PARK RIDGE, HA 85.

LSDA Natural Resources Conservatien Service Soil Survey for Cook Counry.
U. §. Gealogical Survey 7.5 Minule Topographic Maps: PARK RIDGE, 1993
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: HIGHWOOD 1900
Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wellund Maps:

Site Visil Conducted on: 15 June 2004

Other information:

DROOXOROXE

Rationale for Basis (applies Lo any boxes checked above):
Large wetland on nwith cnd of property drains to the south through a drain tile and a small surfuce drainage. At the southem
boundary of the property, it enters a culvert and crosses under Techny Road to the south. At this point the water enters a storm
sewer system and is untraceable. Historic maps did not document a surface drainage that this underground pipe would be
replacing.
Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):

Ordinary High Waler Mark indicated by:

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

[ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B4 Unable to confirm the prescnce of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3¢a)(1), 328.3¢a)2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)()
&J Arca under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migralory Bird Rulc criteria
[ Arca under consideration is not likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

Recommended by: _ é ~ Date: /8‘(%( g 0 q

6 —
Approved hy: - Date:

"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (ie.,
vccurrence of hydrophylic vegetation, hydric seils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands oo agricultural Jands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from olher waters of the U.5. by man-made dikes or barriers, nameal river berms, beach dunes, and the like are alsu
adjacent.




DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400737

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

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

Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:

INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATLERS

RESULTING FROM U.5. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V, US. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

Steve Gagnon

Date: 17 June 2004

In the office Y (Y/N)

Date: 14 Jung 2004
Althe projectsite 'Y (Y/N)  Date: 15 June 2004

Mlinois

Cook

42 -7-8.8436; 87 -51-37.2452

S

i)es Plaines
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jurisdictiunal aquatic resource area.

1Check apprapriate hoxes that hest describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state watcr present aud best estimate for size of non-

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': if Known If Unknown
Use Best Professivnal Judgiment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
ta Occur Oceur Determinalion
Is ur would be used as habitat for hirds protected hy =] O L] ]
Migratory Bird Treatles?
15 or would be used as hubitat by other migratory birds that | [ C O O |
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered specics? [ [ Ll E Xl
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O B (| |}

'Check appropriate hoxes that hest describe patential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to upply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resvurce area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [J Or Approved [

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 infurmation on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):



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

APPLICANT: Corporatc Propertics, Lid. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northeast of Intersection of Bell
Road and 159" Sireet in Homer Glen, Will county, [llinois
FILE NUMBER: 200400614 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office BFieid

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:

(R There are no waters on the projcet site.

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

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

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

Rasis of Jurisdictional 1determination:

BJ There are no jurisdictivnal walers of the United States present on the project site.

[l The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transpott
interstate or foreign commerce, including ail waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.5.3 (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

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

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

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

The presence of an isolated water {e.g., intrastale lukes, rivers, streams (including intermiticnt streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlunds, sloughs, prairic potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

add O aoo

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service Mational Wetland [nventory: MOKENA.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MOKENA, 204.

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

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

Aerials (Name & Date): Homer Glen, 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: June 14, 2004

Other information:

ORNOXOORMRIX

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

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

Basgis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[ Unable to canfirm 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 Areaunder 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 Headquarlers declined 1o approve jurisdiclivn on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

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

Recommended by: — 5 - Date: / 7 J v /\/ 0 g/

oy
Approved by: —_ ,S - Date: /S P Te— o.t?r

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

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




INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGARLE, 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: 200400614

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETEIL:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:

Melyssa Cruz

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:

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

In the office
At the project site

(Y/N)
Y (Y/N) Date: 14 June 2004

Date: 17 June 2004

Date:

Ilinois

Will
Lat

41 -36-3.6184

Long 87 -55-45.4866

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

feet

Lake Ll Ll L] L] L
e m{ o - u us
Siream _D 0] E E ] L
Dry Wash 0O 108 3 0 %
Mudfial 0O 10 [ [ O O
Sandflat 0 L] [l ] E O
Weilands [ 4] O H B O 0O
Slough O 0 10 H |
Prairic pothole O [l ] [l ] 0O
Wet meadow O [l ] O | | [l
Playa iake |:] |:| EI Ej a U
Vernal pool O [0 ] O E 1
Natural pond Ll O ] O O
Other water (identily type) O O I O Od O O

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

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migralory Bird Rule Factors': If Knnwn If Unkuiown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expecied to Not Able To Make
te Occur Oecnr Determination
Is or would be used as hahitat for hirds protected by O O (] ] L]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [ ] M| x| |m] m}
cross state lines?
Is or would be used ay habitat for endangered specles? H Ll & | L]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in inlerstate commerce? D E D D

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

nen-navigable, intra-state aguatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

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

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




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

APPLICANT: Zuremba Group, LLC PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Des Plaines River Watershed
FILE NUMBER: 200400440 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [QField

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

Bascd on available information:

[ There are no watcrs on Lhe project site.

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

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

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

Rasis 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 arc subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.., navigable waters
of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

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

The presence of a tributary to an mtcr.-,ldtc waler 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 {¢.2., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or naturat ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 & XE0

Information Reviewed

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

U. 8. Geolugical Survey Hydrologic Atlas: GRAYSLAKE, HA 230,

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

U. 5. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date): Lake County 2000, Phandppcr 2001 and 2002
Advanced Identification Weiland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: Wetland Delireation Report Prepared by Hey and Associates, Inc. October 2, 2003

REOXOOXKXO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland | docs not have a current or demonstrable historic surface
water connection to a navigable waterway of the U.S. Therefore, Wetland 1 is considered isolated and does not fall under the
jurisdiciton of the Army Corps of Engincers. Wetland 2 is hydrologically connected via surface flow to a Seavey Drainage Ditch,
which is a tributary of the Des Plaines River. Therefore, Wetland 2 falls under the jurisdiction of the Army Corps of Engineers.

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

[ clear, natural ling impresscd on the bank Odestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[J the presence of litter and dehris Oshelving
[ changes in the character of seil [ other
B4 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(aX2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}(7)
B4 Arcaunder 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 Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

Conflirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated . prepared by
[ This office dues not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: - 5 Date: é’ —/ ¢7/ — 0 CL

Approved by: _ 5 Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delinsated using the methods and criteria estublished in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Munual) (ie.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegelation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for delermining wetlands on agricultural Jands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delinealivn Manual (1987).

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




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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400440
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Michael Murphy Date: June 14, 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date; June 10, 2004
Atthe project site Y (Y/N} Date;
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Llinois
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Latitude: 42-16-35.8932, Longitude:
88-1-10.2154
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 7
Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aguatic resource’ flac |1-3ac | 3Sac | 5-10ac 125 ac 25-50ac | > 50ac Linear Unknuvwn
feet
Lake L L % H H L il |
River O [0 T 0
Stream % [] 0
Dry Wash % O [0 N
Mudflat } l ! ! ) =]
Sandilat L]
Wetlands X Q £l b
Slough _D i:r
Prairie pothole | O ]
Wet meadow l l l l _D E
Playa lake L] C] E B 0 m| |
Vernal pool || | % { ] T
Natural pond Cl ] E _D [l
Other water (identify type) O 0 O O

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': I Known Tf Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Qccur Determination
Is ar would be used as habitul for birds protected by Ll L] X |
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would he uged as habitat by olher migratory birds that | [ ] ] (| ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [m| C] Ll
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? I | _Er

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:




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

APPLICANT: Jacab & Hefner Associates, P.C. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Fox River Watcrshed
FILE NUMBER: 200400653 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office EField

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

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 Statcs on the project site.

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

The presence of waters which are currently used, 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 tidc (i.c., navigable waters
of the U0.5.) {33 CFR 328 3(a)(1))

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

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

[0 The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bardering, contiguous, or neighboring) te interstate or other waters of (he US,

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

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

O Other:

] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Seil Survey for Kanc County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: AURORA NORTH, 1993,
U. 8. Geologicual Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangies: .

U. 8. Geological Survey 5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aegrial Photographs (Name & Date): AirPhoto USA October 22, 2002

Advanced Identification Wetiand Maps: .

Site Visit Conducted on: May 18, 2004 by Jaimee Hammit

Other information: FEMA FIRM Map, NRCS Prcliminary Wetland Map, Encap, Inc. Report Dated March 2, 2004

Ratlonale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland on site is a naturalizcd borrow pit and dees not have a
current or demonstrable historic surface waler connection to a navigable waterway of the U.S. Therefore, the wetland does not
fall under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

MROXOCOXKENK

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 litier and debris [J shelving
[0 changes in the character of soils [0 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)
X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rulc criteria
[C] Area under consideration is ngf likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

{] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. . /
Recommended by: S Date: é / g: fﬂf
Approved by: S = Date: g .73/ ¥

‘Wetlands are idenlified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.¢.,
occurtence 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 Manuai (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the T1S. 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: 200400653

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Harmmit Date: June 7, 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: June 4, 2004

Al the project site Y (Y/N) Date: May (8, 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilineis

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Latitude: 41-47-44.4584, Longitude:
88-22-10.7118

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 12

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River Watershed
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aguatie resource’ 0-1 ac I-3ac | 35ac | 5-Mac 10-25 ae 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake Ll L E _E L] L ]
River D D [ L] 1 Ll
Stream O] | {1 L] | H L O
Lry Wash L | 0 O L L
Mudflar e ] 0 O O
Sandflat | O ] [ ] O O O o]
Wetlands ] | ] [] 1 ] 1 ]
Slough | | ] 0 | ] O
Prairie pothole J ] [ ] il ] ]
Wet meadow E J J [ [ ] ] H
Playa lake O [0 [0 0 i O 0
Veraal pool 3 ] 1 (] O |
Natural pond 0 | H H ] O ] O
Other water {identily type) O O O O [l (] OJ O

ICheck appropriate hoxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state waler present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictivnul aqualic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': Il Known If Unknown
Use Best Profcssional Judgmeni
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Occur Determinalivn
Ts or would be used as habitat for birds protected by L] ] 5] ] O
| Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory hirds that | Lt ] L] ]
cross state lines?
I3 or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [ ] ] I u
Is used lo irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? D 0 E [ ]

'Chieck 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 resvorce area.

TYPE OF NETERMINATION: Preliminary []  Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIOGNAL INFORMATION SUPFORTING NJID (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 information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):



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

APPLICANT: Town and Country Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Mclienry County/Kishwaukee River
FILE NUMBER: 200400691 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office fJFieid

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)

Bascd on availablc information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

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

B There are waters of the United States on the preject site.

O There are both walers of the United Stules and non-jurisdictional waters en the projeet site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Dctermination:

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

7] The presenee of waters which arc eurrently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are suhject to the ebh and flow of the tide (i.e., navigahle
waters of the U.S.) (33 CFR 32B.3(a) (1))

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

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

BJ  The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
excepl for those wellands adjacent 1w olher wetlands, (33 CFR 328.3 {(a{7)

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

O Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed
[0 U.s. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: HUNTLEY.
[ U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:
] USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
[ U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:
[C] U.S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
B U. 8. Geological Survey |5 Minute Historic Quudrangles:
(] Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 2002, 1998
[0 Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:
K Site Visit Conducted on: June 3, 2004
O oOther information:

Rationale for Basis {(applies tc any boxes checked above): A tributary to the Kishwaukee River and adjacent wetland occur in
the northem portion of the property. The Kishwaukee River drains to the Rock River, a navigable waterway under Department of
the Army jurisdiclion.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
Bd  clear, natural line impressed on the bunk [ destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris [0 shciving
[0 changes in the character of soil [0 other
B wetland houndary

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) (hrough 328.3(a)(7)
[Z] Area under consideration is likely 10 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

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

Confirmation of Wetiand Boundaries

] This office concurs with your wetiand delineation report dated . prepared by

B4 This office does not conflirm your wetland boundary
Recommended by: -~ - Date: __ 6 / Eey
Approved by: - - Date: §/2/0Y

'"Wellands 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 agriculmral lands may vary
from nethods 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 duncs, and the like arc also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM 1.5, SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTIIERN COOK

COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENG.

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMEBER: 200400691

INEERS

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 6/8/04
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
Al the project sitey (Y/N)  Date: 6/8/04

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Niineis

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42-12-9.8792, 88-25-13.7691

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

Name of waterway or watershed: Kishwaukee
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ G-1 ac 1-3uc | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25.50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknawn

Teet

Lake O 0T 10 m u m [
River O 10 1 [0 | B m|
Stream E O [0 10 O O |
Dry Wash O] O [ O H
Mudflat o [0 ] O
Sandflat 0 ] | ] I
Wetlands E B [l L] (| R !
Stough H . 0
Prairie pothole O ] L]
Wet meadow B S O A m E = O
Playu lake L D E E H D G
Vernal pool O [0 B | 0O
Natural pond Cl L ] ] 0 E H O
Other water (identify type) O ] O O O ]

Jurisdictional aguatic resource area.

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
[se Best Professional Judgment
Yes Na Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
15 or would be used as habitat for birdy protected by | O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that X | O ] 0O
cross state lines?
1s or would be used as habitat for endangered specles? ] 1] | iz [ ]
Is used to irtigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O [m] O0 X

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

Check apprupriute boxes Lthat best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non- Jurisdlctional isolated,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:




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

APPLICANT: Ken Johnson PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 7.25 Acre Property on Brandt Road in Barrington, Lake
County, Illingis (Section 26, T4IN, R9E).

FILE NUMBER: 200400735  PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Otfice [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.

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

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

B There are no jurisdictionai 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 arc subject to the cbb and flow of the tide (i.¢., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3{a)(1))

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

Thc presence of a tributary to un interstale water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 O OoO

Infermation Reviewed

L. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: BARRINGTON.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: BARRINGTON, HA 150.

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

U. 8. Gealogical Survey |5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date): AirPhoto 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: 4 June 2004

Other information:

OXHNROCHRRX

Ratlonale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands onsite arc isolated depressions with no hydrologic surface
connection to navigable waters.

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

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank {ldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[} the presence of litter and debris [Clshelving

[ changes in the character of soil ] other

O wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

Bd Unable o 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 considcration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Areaunder consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ Hecadquarters 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
1 This office does not confirm yeur wetland boundary

Recommended by: - 5"-—_ Date: g /}’ (/(/1/ ﬂ C{.
Approved by: _ 5'-# Date: ﬁ'/}:(/l/u ﬂﬁf

'"Wellands uze identilied and delingated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland DelmeaVn Manual (R7 Ma.nua]) (ie.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric scils and wetland hydrology). Proccsses for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Detineation 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 ure alsu
udjacent.



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200400735

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gagnon Date: 7 June 2004
PROJECT RE¥IEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/MN) Date:

At the projectsite Y (Y/N)  Date: 4 June 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois
County: Lake
Center caordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -10-19.4951; 88 -B-34.35(
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 7.25
Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River
SITE CONIMTIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac 1-3 ae JSac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet
Lake Ll [ [l [ L] [
River U [ O L [ L] L ]
Stream L] ] Ll L im| I L LJ
Dry Wash | D L] Ll U D
Mudflat O ¢ 0 O] 0 0
Sandflat ] O ] O | T
Wellands E [ [ [ ] (] % ]
Siough = O o 10 [] n
Prairic pothole D ] D ] D
Wet meadow O (] O ] O ] E
Playa lake J ] [} ] | ]
Vernal pool O g 10 10 0 ] 0
Natural pond D 1 D ] ]
Other water (identify type) [] [ O ] O 0O O

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors'; If Known If Unknown
Usc Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expecicd to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds pratected by B O 3 N ||
| Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [ a ] ] ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be nsed as habitat for endangered species? [l ] || O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? J:[ m] || ] [

ICheck appropriale boxes that best describe potential for applicabliity of the Migratory Bird Rule ta apply to cusite, non-jurisdictional, isoluted,

hon-navipable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [J Or Approved

OFPITIONAL 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 information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):



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

APPLICANT: Village of Schaumburg PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northwest Corner of Rodenburg Road and
Irving Park Road in Schaumburg, Cook County, [llinois, Meacham Creek/Des Plaines River Watershed

FILE NUMBER: 200301019 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site,

<] There are nan-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

BJ 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 susceptihle 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))

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

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

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

] Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlifc Service National Wetland Inventory: LOMBARD.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LOMBARD, HA (43,

UJSDA Natural Resources Conservation Scrvice Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: LOMBARD, 1993,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Ll S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: .

Site Visit Conducted on:  April 15 and 29, 2004

Other information:

20

OO000O0OXK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above):
The wetlands at the site are isolated depressions and not under the jurisdiction af this office.

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

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

1 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}?)
BdJ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictivnal under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[7] Area under consideration is not likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a){3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. _4
Recommended by: S Date: /g 7l c:/

Approved by: - § _-_-— Date: é’/ <L / J %;

'"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Dchncaté'n Méual {87 Manual) {i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology}. Processes for deterrmming wellands 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, nutural 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: 200301019

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kathy Chernich Date: 6/4/2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office  (Y/N) Date:
At the project site y (Y/N) Date: 4/15 and 4/29/2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:

Approximate size of site/property (including uptands & In acres):

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

x
-
=]
-
-~

10-25 ac

[
=
2
-
=
k-
=

Linear
feet

Type of aguatic resource’ G-lac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wei meadow

Playa lake

Yernal pool

Natural pand
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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 respurce area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors'; If Known Ef Unknown
Use Best Prolessional Judgment
Yes Na Predicted Nat Expected to Nat Able To Make
to Oceur Oveur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for hirds protected by | Ll
Migratory Bird Treatics?
Is or would be used as habilat by other migratory birds that | B L1 O O
<ross state lines?
15 or would be used as habitat for endsngered species? [ [] [] = [ ]
Is wsed to irrigate crops sold in interstate commeree?

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [[] Or Approved [

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




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

APPLICANT: City of Geneva  PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Fox River Watershed
FILE NUMBER: 200400648 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: X Office BJField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulaled 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.

(4 There are non-jurisdictionat waters on the project site.

[] There are walers of the United Statcs on the project site.

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

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

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

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

[] The presence of a tributary to an intcrstate watcr or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a){3))

[] The presence of wetlands adjacent’ { bordering, cantiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for thase wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

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

[0 Other

O Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: GENEVA,
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: GENEVA, HA 142

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: GENEVA, 1593,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): DigiAir 2003

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: .

Site Visit Conducted on: May 6, 2004 by Jaimee Hammit

Other information:

OXROXROCOR KKK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland on site was created during a quarry operation, but does
not have a current or demonsirable historic surface connection to a navigable waterway of the U.S, Therefore, the welland does
not fall under the jurisdiction of the Army Corps of Engincers.

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

clcar, natural line impressed on the bank [0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation
]  the presence of fitter and debris [] shelving
[0 changes in the character of soils [0 other

(O 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)
I Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
{1 Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

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

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

[C] This office daes nat confirm your wetland bouadary. . / .
Recommeanded by: - S’ Date: (O / d L/I

[P
Approved by: — 3 - — Date: {/ ‘77”/‘*‘?'

iWetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and crilerin established in the Courps Welland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural tands may vary
fram 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: 200400648
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Juimee Harnmit Date: May 25, 2004

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

At the project site Y (Y/N)

Date: May 25, 2004
Date: May 6, 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Ilingis
County: Kane
Center coordinates of site by latitede & longitudinal coordinates: Latitude: 41-53-2.8492, Longitude; 88-
21-36.5920
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 40
Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River Watershed
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Type of aquatic resource’

Lake

River

O

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sand(lat

Wetlands

Slaugh

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Yernal pool

Natural pond
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Other water (identily type)

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Prof; | Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Ahle To Make
to Cceur Qecur Determination
15 or would be used as habitat for birds protected by | [}
Migratory Bird Treaties?
I3 or would be used as habitat by ether migratory birds that O ] Ed O [l
crosx state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O | || ] O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? D D ﬂ Bd ]

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

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJID (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determiine 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: MCCD PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County, tllinois
FILE NUMBER: 200400327 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [JField

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

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

[X] 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:

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
interstute or foreign commerce, including all waters which arc subjcct to the cbb and flow of the tide (i.c., navigable
waters of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1)}

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

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

The presence of wellands 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.

(] N N 0 R I |

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlifc Scrvice National Wetland Inventory:

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

LJSDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey far Mcllenry County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topepgraphic Maps: TIEBRON, 1963.

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: MCHENRY, ]944
Aerial Photographs {(Name & Date); 2002

Advanced lIdentification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: February 19, 2004

Other information:

OXXREORKCO

Rationale for Basis (applies te any boxes checked above): An isclated wetland complex exists on site. Isolated wetlands are
not regulated by the Department of the Army.

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

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
Bd Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(u)(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
[OJ 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 OV A : ’j
Recommended by: E n Date: @
T 87 e
Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methads and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.¢.,
oecurrence of hydrophylic vegelation, hydric svils and welland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlends on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separaled from other walers of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barmiers, 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. LS. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400327

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 6/2/04
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office {Y/N) Date:
Al the project sitey (Y/N) Date: 2/19/04

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Nlinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42 -28-117.6019, 88 -22.50.3731

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

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic respurce’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac =50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake Ll L] £l | ] Ll Ll Ll
River L] LJ LJ [ [ L] L] |
Stream 0O 0 O - O Ol O
Dry Wash O 13 || O | ] [l
Mudflat D | ] ] 1
Sandflat O ] ] [ Ll £l |
Weilands ] ] O 0] (| H ]
Slough ] Ll | L] E Ll [ ]
Prairie pothole 0 O O OdOJ O
Wet mesdow 0 ] ] O [l ] [l |
Playa lake O O | O
Vernal pool O H E ] O | O
Natural pond O [ O L[] H [ |
Other water (identify type) ] | H ] ]

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

jurisdictivnal agualiv resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknuwn
Use Rest Prafessional Judpment
Yes No Predicted Mot Expected to Not Able To Make
tg Oceur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by &K O 1 ||
Migratory Bird Treaties?
1s or wouid be used as habitat by other migralory birds that < D ] D |
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered specics? O Cl L1 &=
Is used to jrrigate erops sold in interstate commerce? | m| ] iz}

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

non-navigable, inira-state agquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary ] Or Approved [X

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




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

APPLICANT: SPACECQ, Inc. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 14 Acre Site Southwest of 152th Street and Route
45 in Orland Park, Cook County, Illinois (Section 21, T36N, RI2E).

FILE NUMBER: 200400694 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [_] Office CJField

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 watcrs on the project site.

[] There are waters of the Usited 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.

[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 cbb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the U.5.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'}. {33 CFR 328.3 (a)2))

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

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

[0 The presence of an {solated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intcrmittent streams), mudfiats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairic potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

] Other:

[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

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

U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: TINLEY PARK, 152,

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

U. 5. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles: DES PLAINES 1901.
Aerials (Name & Date):Air Photo 1999

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 25 May 2004

Other information:

OXORNORRXO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Creek on property drains into large wetland complex an praperty to
the north. Historically it appears the water used to drain on the surface to the west and enter a wetland complex adjacent to
Marley Creek, but accounts from local residents indicate that the drainage patterns were altered years ago and now the wetland
drains through a field tile to that same area. No definitive record could be found on the historic maps or lopos indicating that
druinage.

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

[ the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
] chunges in the character of soil O ather:
[Owetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[ Unablc to confirm the presenec of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
Bd Area under cansideration 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) [attech copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

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

(] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. .
Recommended by: # 5 Date: D
Approved by: — f) Date:

st
"Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Coms Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes [ur determining wellands un ugricullural Tands may vary
from methods deseribed in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (1987).

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



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

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 2004000694

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gagnon Date: 2 June 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N} Date:
At the projectsite Y (Y/N) Date: 25 May 2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: inois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4| -35-55.0077; 87 -51-16.1175

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 14

Name of waterway or watershed: Marley Creek; Des Plaines River
SITE CONDITIONS:

Linear Unknown
feet
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Type of aquatic resource’ -lac | 1-3ac | 3-S5uc | 5-i0ac 10-25 ac

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash
Mudflat
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Prairie pothole
Wet meadow
Playa lake
Vernal pool
Natural pond
Other water (identify type)
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'Check appropriaie 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 Abte To Make
to Oceur Occur Determlnation
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ) ] O ]
Migratury Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] [ O {] U
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangercd speeies? [] (W] | | [ | |
Is used to irrigate crope sold in interstate cammerce? (] (] O

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratary Rird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictionul, isoluted,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [J Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJI, including informatien 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
LS. Aty Comps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Church Building Consultants

PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Property East of Greenwood Road and 158% Street in Cook County, Illinois/Little
Calumet River

FILE NUMBER: 200400098

PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [X]Field

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

Based on available information:

[ 7here are no waters on the project site.

[] There ere 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 Uniled Staies 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 walers

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 te an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

[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))

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

O oOther

[O Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: CALUMET CITY.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: CALUMET CITY, 1991.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

L. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: January & May 2004

Other information:

OXOOOOKXOK

Rationale for Basis (applics to any boxes checked above): the jurisdictional wetland (wetland #2) is hydroiogically connected
to the Little Calumet River via surface flow.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[ <lear, nutural line impressed en the bank [] destruction of terrestrial vegetation

[ the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[] changes in the character of soil [ other:
Bwetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
0 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated October 30, 2003, prepared by Encap, Inc.
[ This office dogs net confirm your wetland boundary.
Date: é -3 —'O?'f

e ORIGINAL SIGNED
Date:

Approved by:

'Wetlands arc identified and delincated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) {i.e.,
oecurrence of hydrophytic vepetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for deiermining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods deseribed in the Corps Wetland Delincation Manual (1987).




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

INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NQ JURISDICTION FOR 1SOLATED, 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 NUMEER: 200400098

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Nate: June 2, 2004
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office {Y/N) Date: January 2004
At the project site (Y/N) Date: May 2004

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-36-21.7746/87-34-32.8850

Approximate size of site/praperty {including uplands & in acres): 8.7 acres

Name of waterway or watershed: Little Calumet River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic Tresource! 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ar > &) ac Linesr Unknown

leet

Lake [] [ L] [ o L]
River O 10 10 10 O ] ml
Stream D |:| D D [: D D %
Dry Wash B D D [ E D [
Mudflat [l L | U ] U [l
Sandflat ] ] 2l ] ] 1
Wetlands H 0 O 0 ]
Slough O L] H E ] | O O
Prairie pothole D D OJ ] ] %
Wet mealow D [ D D ]
Playa lake E— T O ) 0 E:
Yernal pool ] O | D ] []
Natural pond D D D B O 1 m il
Other water (identify (ype) W | [} D | | 1 1

ICheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of lsolated, non-navigable, intra-state water preseat and best estimate for size of non-~
jurisdictional aguatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': i Known If Unkoown
Use Best Professional Judgment

Yes No Predicted Nol Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by c | ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would he used as hahitat by other migratory birds that ] | O ] X
cross state lines? ;
Is or would be used as kabitat for endangered species? O B E Ll
Is used to irrigate craps sold in interstate commerce? D [}

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

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

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




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

APPLICANT: Leonard Schultz PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County, [llinois
FILE NUMBER: 200400652 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office BJField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD)(For sites regufated under 33 CFR 320-33()). An approved JD is un appealable
action. {33 CFR 331.2). An approved fD is an appealable actien, (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

BQ 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 thc 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 usc to trunsport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide {i.e., navigablc
waters of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3{u)1))

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

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

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

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

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

o0 ® OOod 00

Information Reviewed

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

L. 8. Gealogical Survey Hydrologic Allas; .

USDA National Resources Conservation Scrvice Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. 5. Genlogical Survey 7.5 Minutc Topographic Mups: WOODSTOCK, 1992.
U. 5. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geological Survey |5 Minute Histeric Quadrangles:

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date): 2001

Advanced Identification Wetland Mups: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: May 7, 2004

Cither information:

OXRXXOOXO0O0

Rationale for Basis {(applies to any hoxes checked above): One isolatcd wetland is located in the southeastern portion of the
subject property. Isolated wetlands are not regulated by the Department of the Army.

Lateral Kxtent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Watcer Mark indicated by:
]  clear, natural line impressed on thebank ]  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
O changes in the character of soil [0 other:
(O 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(2)(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

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

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[1) This office concurs with your wetland dclincation report dated , brepared by
[J This office does not confirm your wetland houndary

Recommended by: — 5~ Date: C/ / / < ‘7"

Approved by: — 5= Date: 2 oGy

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

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



DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicage
FILE NUMBER: 200400652

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

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

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:

Kale Bliss

In the office

Date: 6/1/04

(Y/N) Date:

At the project sitey (Y/N)} Date: 5/7/04

Illinois
McHenry

42 -20-16.9443, 88 -24-58,8055

100
Fox River

Type ol uguatic resource’

0-1 ac 1-3ac

oy
—
=
=
]

10-25 ac

25-50 ac > 50 ac

Linear
feet

Unknown

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

A
]
o
|

SandNat

Wetlands

OC

Slough

Prairie pathale

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

Other water (identify typc)
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1Check appropriate boxes that best deseribe type of isolated, non-navigable, infra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professionul Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Nat Able To Make
to Occur Oceur Determination
15 or would be used &3 habitat for birds protected by = ] O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would he used as habitat by other migratory birds that %] O O O
croys state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? | | [ ] [ ] Z @]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ ] [] D

Check appropriate boxes that best describe putential for apphcnhaluy of the Migratory Bnrd Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
nnn-navugable, intra-state lql.lltll: Iesource ared.

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




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

APPLICANT: Abdondanza  PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Fox River Watershed
FILE NUMBER: 200400632 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office (JFietd

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 praject site.

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

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

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

B There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States preseat on the project site.
{1 The presence of watcrs which are cumrenlly used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use 1o transport
interstate ar foreign commerce, including all watcrs 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 un interstate water or ather water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(5))
[0 The presence of wetlands adj acent’ ( 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))
Bd The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams {including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandfiats, wetlands, sloughs, prairic potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
O Other:
[C] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. 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 Kane County.

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minuie Topagraphic Maps: AURORA NORTH, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): DigiAir 2002

Advanced Idcntification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOCXKO0ORKKN

Ratlonale for Basis (applies to any buxes checked above): The 0.01 wooded acres of wetland on site does not have a current or
demonstrable historic surface cennection te a navigable watcrway of the U.S. Therefore, the wetland does not fall under the
jurisdiction of the Army Corps of Engineers.

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

clear, naturzl line impressed on the bank [l  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[0 changes in the charactet of soils O other

O wetland boundary
Basis for Dectining Jurisdiction:

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

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

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

S : ; AL
Recommended by: M (':Y M\ = CE} Ud—— Date: éﬂ( ( { d |
Approved by: — 5 -~ Date: §-2 ;= b4

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

! Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.5. 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 CQURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. .S, ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200400632

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 25 May 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 25 May 2004
At the project site N (Y/N)} Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Nlineis

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Latitude: 41-46-54.2895, Longitude:
88-17-28.6784

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

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River Watcrshed
SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of aquatic resource’ B-1ac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 8¢ | >S50 a¢ Linear Unknawn
feet

Lake

[

River

Stream

Diry Wash

N

Mudflat

Sandftat

Wetlands

S

Stangh

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Yernal pool

Natural pond
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Other water (Identiiy type)

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-mavigable, intra-statc water present and best estimste for size of non-
jurisdictivnal squatic resousce area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': I Known If Unknown
. Use Best Professional Tudgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Muke
to Oecur Oceur Determination
13 or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] ] X ||
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that {] O [ ] O
cross state lines?
I3 or would be used ay habitat for endangered species? | [ ] O [
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] ] bd

Check sppropriate haxes that best describe potentlal for appllcability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, inlra-state aguatic resource area.

TYPE, OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [1 Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJID {e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including infarmation reviewed to assess putential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.5. occurring onsite):




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

APPLICANT: Church Building Consultants

PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Property East of Greenwood Road and 158" Street in Cook County, Illincis/Little
Catumet River

FILE NUMBER: 200400098

PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [ Office (JField

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

Bascd on available information:

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

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

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

B There are hoth waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the praject 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 forcign commcrce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (j.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(2)(1))
[X] 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 wetlunds adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (aX(7))
B The presence of an isolated water {e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams {including intermittent streams), mudflats,
0 sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
Other:

[0 Secction 10 watcrway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlifc Service National Wetland Inventory: CALUMET CITY.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Attas:

LISDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: CALUMET CITY, 1991.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrials (Name & Datc):

Advanccd Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: January & May 2004

QOther information:

OXOOOOXKXOX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): the jurisdictional wetland (wetland #2) is hydrologically connected
to the Little Calumet River via surface flow.

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

[ the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[ changes in the character of soil [ other:
Bdwetland 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)
(] Arca under consideration is likely ta have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Areaunder consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

O 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 30, 2003, prepared by Encap, Inc.
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: — o Date: & ’3’"‘3 Y

Approved by: Date:

"Wetlunds ure identitied and delincated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual {87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric sofls and watland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands un agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Welland Delineation Manual (1987).



f weliands separated from other walers ol 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: 200400098
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Diedra Willis Date: June 2, 2004

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office

At the project site

{Y/N)
(YIN)

Date: January 2004
Date: May 2004
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/preperty (including nplands & In acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Tlkinois

Cook
41-36-21.7746/87-34-32.8890
8.7 acres

Litile Calumet River

1-3ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac Linear Uinknown

feet

Type of aquatic resource’

Lake

0d

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflai

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool
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Natural pond
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Other water (ldentify type)

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

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Frofessional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expecied to Not Able To Make
ta Qecur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protecied by ] ] g G X
| Migratory Bird Treatles?
Is or would be ussed as habitat by other migratory birds that U L] | ] bd
cross state lines?
Is ur would be used as habitat for endangered specles? | L] E E
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? mjl

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicnlﬁlity of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigahle, inira-state aguatic resource arca.

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 infermation reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connectivns; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




