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Village of Lemont
Planning and Zoning Commission
Regular Meeting of January 20, 2016

A meeting of the Planning and Zoning Commission for the Village of Lemont was held at 6:30
p.m. on Wednesday, January 20, 2016 in the second floor Board Room of the Village Hall, 418
Main Street, Lemont, Illinois.

I. CALL TO ORDER

A. Pledge of Allegiance

Chairman Spinelli called the meeting to order at 6:34 p.m. He then led the Pledge
of Allegiance.

B. Verify Quorum

Upon roll call the following were:
Present: Maher, McGleam, Sanderson, Zolecki, Spinelli
Absent: Kwasneski

Village Planner Heather Valone, and Village Trustee Ron Stapleton were also
present.

C. Approval of Minutes from the November 18, 2015 Meeting

Commissioner McGleam made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Zolecki to
approve the minutes for the November 18, 2015 meeting with no changes. A voice
vote was taken:

Ayes: All

Nays: None

Motion passed

II. CHAIRMAN’S COMMENTS
Chairman Spinelli greeted the audience.
III. PUBLIC HEARINGS

A. 16-01 FOX MEADOWS REZONING AND PRELIMINARY PUD

Chairman Spinelli called for a motion to open Case 16-01.

Commissioner Maher made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Sanderson to open
the public hearing for Case 16-01. A voice vote was taken:
Ayes: All



IV.

Nays: None
Motion passed

Mrs. Valone, Village Planner, stated it is noted in the staff report the applicant is asking
for a continuation till the February 17, 2016 Planning and Zoning meeting. The
applicant had discovered some issues with some off-site wetlands that are impacting his
proposal. The applicant is asking for more time to revise his plans. The public hearing
will be left open and it will come back before the Planning and Zoning at the February
17™ meeting. A secondary notice will not be sent and it will not appear in the paper
either.

Chairman Spinelli called a motion to continue the public hearing.
Commissioner Maher made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Sanderson to
continue the public hearing for Case 16-01 till the February 17, 2016 meeting.
A voice vote was taken:

Ayes: All

Nays: None

Motion passed

Kevin O’Conor, 13220 Silver Fox Drive, said he was here tonight for this case and was
wondering if there were any updates on it.

Chairman Spinelli stated the applicant had asked to post pone the meeting until
February due to some unexpected issues that has come up. He asked for more time to
evaluate it and redesign the site plan before he comes back.

Mr. O’Conor asked if they had a rough time when they might proceed.

Chairman Spinelli said the process is just now starting. If it comes before the Planning
and Zoning in February it should then go to the Village Board in March and after that
they would start their engineering process. He stated if he had to guess it would be in
the fall for Final PUD if the Preliminary PUD gets approved.

Mr. O’Conor asked if they knew what size lots they are proposing.

Chairman Spinelli stated he has not seen any plans at this time and cannot comment on
that.

Mr. O’Conor asked if it was going to part of Lemont.
Chairman Spinelli said it was annexed into Lemont in 2008.
Mr. O’Conor thanked the Commission for the update.

ACTION ITEMS



V.

VI

VII.

None
GENERAL DISCUSSION

A. Update from Village Board

Mrs. Valone stated the Wehn fence variation passed just after the November PZC
meeting. The 508 Illinois Street did get approved on December 14™ and Equestrian
Meadows did not appear before the Committee of the Whole but they did meet all the
requirements of the Planning and Zoning. The application went before the Village
Board on December 14™ and was approved.

Chairman Spinelli asked if the water main that went in along Bell Road was
Lemont’s.

Mrs. Valone said yes.
Chairman Spinelli asked if that was tying into the south end and bringing it north.
Trustee Stapleton stated yes.

Commissioner McGleam asked if there were any updates in regards to Palos Park
and annexations.

Trustee Stapleton said on Friday they had annexed Midiron and Glen Eagles without
any annexation agreement.

Discussion continued in regards to what properties might be effected in regards to the
Palos Park annexation and whether an annexation agreement is needed.

Mrs. Valone stated the Code Enforcement Officer has been out to see the Illinois Bar
and Grill sign during the day. He did time the sign to make sure it was stationary for
at least seven seconds and it was.

Chairman Spinelli said he went past it tonight and the lighting did not seem as bright
as it was.

AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION

None

ADJOURNMENT



Commissioner McGleam made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Sanderson to
adjourn the meeting. A roll call vote was taken:

Ayes: All

Nays: None

Motion passed

Minutes prepared by Peggy Halper



Village of Lemont
Planning & Economic Development Department

418 Main Street - Lemont, lllinois 60439
phone 630-257-1595 - fax 630-257-1598

TO: Planning & Zoning Commission
FROM: Heather Valone, Village Planner
THUR: Charity Jones, AICP, Planning & Economic Development Director

SUBJECT: Case 16-01 Fox Meadows Preliminary PUD and Rezoning

DATE: February 8, 2016

SUMMARY

Mike Ford of Tempo Development Inc., contract purchaser of the subject property, has
requested a rezoning from R-5 Single-Family Attached Residential District to R-4 Single-
Family Detached District and a preliminary planned unit development (PUD) approval for
a 28 single-family home subdivision. Staff recommends approval with conditions.
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PROPOSAL INFORMATION

Case No. 16-01

Project Name Fox Meadows Preliminary PUD and Rezoning

General Information

Applicant Mike Ford, Tempo Development Inc.

Status of Applicant Contract Purchaser

Requested Actions: Preliminary PUD Approval and rezoning from R-5 to R-4
Purpose for Requests 28 single family home subdivision

Site Location 13101 (PIN: 22-35-300-002-0000)

Existing Zoning R-5 Single-Family Attached Residential District

Size 11.99 acres

Existing Land Use Vacant/former farm land

Surrounding Land North: R-4 Unincorporated Cook County Single-Family Residence
Use/Zoning District (Fox Hills subdivision)

South: R-3 Unincorporated Cook County Single-Family Residence
District (Fox Chase Estates subdivision)

East: R-3 Unincorporated Cook County Single-Family Residence
District (Fox Chase Estates subdivision)

West: R-4 Single-Family Detached Residential (Kettering subdivision)

Lemont 2030 The Comprehensive Plan map designates this area Conventional
Comprehensive Plan Neighborhood (CONV)
BACKGROUND

Zoning History. The property was originally entitied for an assisted living/skilled care facility
known as Paradise Park in 2008. The property was annexed into the village with an
annexation agreement and a preliminary PUD was approved for the development. The
property was also rezoned R-5 single-family attached. The project never progressed
further and the PUD approval expired. However the annexation agreement is in effect
and restricts the type of R-5 development to senior assisted living. The annexation
agreement included the site plans for Paradise Park, meaning that only a senior living
facility with the same site plan as the depicted in the agreement could be developed on
the property. The agreement for the property also stipulates requirements for payment of
recapture fees per the Homewerks (Glens of Connemara) recapture agreement and
contribution of $20,000 toward the installation of a traffic light at 131st Street and Parker
Road.

Technical Review Committee. Prior to submitting a formal application, the applicant
submitted plans to the Technical Review Committee (TRC) on September 18, 2015. At
that time, the applicant presented a concept plan that included 30 single-family homes,
with two full access points along Parker Rd, similar to the proposed plan.

The TRC noted potential deviations from Village standards in the proposed right-of-way
width, average lot size, lot width, and interior side setbacks. The proposed average lot
size was 8,180 sf with reduced side setbacks. Staff recommended that developer
redesign the lot layout in order to place the largest lots abutting the existing single-family
homes to the south and east and the smaller lots on the interior of the development.
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The Village Engineer noted that the north entrance into the subdivision should likely be
restricted to right in/right out only. Staff additionally recommended that sidewalks should
be provided within the development, and along Parker to provide access to the
planned park site within the Kettering subdivision.

Application. Following the TRC, the applicant revised the development plans numerous
times to comply with staff recommendations.

DEPARTURES FROM ZONING STANDARDS

Section 17.08.010 of the Unified Development Ordinance [UDO] describes the purpose of
PUDs: “Within the framework of a PUD normal zoning standards may be modified. The
resulting flexibility is intended to encourage a development that is more environmentally
sensitive, economically viable, and aesthetically pleasing than might otherwise be
possible under strict adherence to the underlying zoning district’s standards.” The table
below illustrates how the application deviates from the current standards of the UDO.
Below is a summary of current UDO standards, how the proposed PUD differs from those

standards, and staff’s recommendations related to those deviations.

ubo UDO Standard Proposed PUD Staff Comments
Section
All PUDs with a No common Staff finds this deviation acceptable as the
17.08.030. | residential open space is provision of private open space is
D component must | proposed. consistent with the comprehensive plan.
include 15% open
space for the
benefit of
residents within
the PUD.
17.07.01 Minimum lot size Minimum lot size is | The proposed lot sizes and widths within
(Table) is 12,500 sf for R-4. | 8,976 sf. the subdivision vary significantly. For a
more detailed analysis of the proposed
Minimum lot Minimum lot width | dimensions, see the Site Design section of
widths is 90 ft for is 74.5 ft.. this report.
R-4 lots. The proposed interior side setback is
acceptable to staff, as it is consistent with
Interior side Interior side the Lemont 2030 Comprehensive Plan and
setback is 15 feet | setback proposed | past zoning approvals. For a more detailed
for R-4 districts. is 10 ft. analysis see, the Site Design section of this
report.
Appendix | 66 ft of Right-of- The applicant is Staff finds the deviation acceptable. The
G LS-10 Way, 30 ft street proposing a 60ft UDO actually contains conflicting
pavement width, | right-of way, 30 ft | requirements for road right of way. Since
and 12 ft street pavement, 2002, many developments in Lemont were
parkways. and 10 ft approved 60 ft rights of way, with minimal
parkway. negative impacts.

REZONING ANALYSIS

llinois courts have used an established set of criteria when evaluating the validity of
zoning changes. The criteria are known as the LaSalle factors, as they were established in
a 1957 lawsuit between LaSalle National Bank and Cook County. Additionally, the
“LaSalle factors” serve as a useful guide to planners and appointed and elected officials
who are contemplating zoning changes. The LaSalle factors that are not addressed
elsewhere in the report and accompanying analysis are as follows:
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2. The extent to which property values are diminished by the particular zoning;

Analysis: Rezoning would not diminish the property value of the subject parcel. The
previous plan for the site (2008) was a senior assisted living facility that only obtained
zoning entittements and never moved into the permitting phase. The surrounding
area is developed as primarily detached single-family. The current proposal for this
property indicates that the property is more marketable for single-family detached
homes.

3. The extent to which the destruction of property values of the complaining party
benefits the health, safety, or general welfare of the public;

Analysis: The contract purchaser/ owner of the property is requesting the zoning
change to allow the property to be developed; there is therefore, no complaining
party contending that the rezoning creates a destruction of the property value of
the subject site. Additionally, the majority of the neighboring properties are zoned
single family, and the proposed zoning is more consistent with the neighboring
properties that the senior assisted living facility previously approved in 2008.

4. The relative gain to the public as compared to the hardship imposed on the
individual property owner;

Analysis: The property has sat vacant and farmed for a number or years. The
applicant as the contract purchaser has initiated the request and therefore no
hardship is found; the rezoning is a gain to the current property owner to sell the
property and have it developed. The proposed R-4 zoning is more consistent with
the surrounding properties than the current R-5 zoning and is therefore a gain to the
public.

1. The public need for the proposed use;

Analysis: Lemont is a growing community with a number of subdivisions that are
seling out quickly. The proposal would allow for an additional single-family
detached subdivision to complement the current availabilities. The applicant’s last
subdivision, Birch Path, sold out all lots quickly after the zoning entitlements were
approved and before construction began.

REZONING CONCLUSION

Staff finds that the proposed R-4 zoning is more appropriate for the subject site than the
existing R-5 zoning.

PUD ANALYSIS

Compatibility with Existing Land Uses. The properties to the north, south, and east (Fox
Chase Estates and Fox Point) are large lot single-family homes, as the area is
unincorporated Cook County. As noted, the proposed lot sizes are smaller than the
neighboring properties to the north, south, and east; however, the proposed single-family
development is more consistent than the existing single-family attached zoning district
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and annexation agreement entittements. Additionally, the applicant has proposed
placing the development’s larger lots along the east and south boundaries of the
subject site. The property to the west of the subject site is Kettering, a 243 lot single-family
detached conservation style subdivision within the Village. The proposed development is
also more consistent with Kettering than the previously approved senior living facility.

Consistency with Lemont 2030. The Comprehensive Plan map designates this area as
Conventional Neighborhood. Per Lemont 2030, the Conventional Neighborhood is:

“Characterized by mostly single-family detached homes... Neighborhoods in this
district have a typical gross density of two to four dwelling units per acre. Although
some developments may feature common open spaces in their designs, most
open space will be private yards” in the conventional neighborhood district. “All
neighborhoods in this district will have a walkable site design with streets that
connect in a logical manner throughout the neighborhood and in seamless
transitions to adjacent developments.”

The proposed development is consistent with the Conventional Neighborhood future
land use district described in the Lemont 2030 Comprehensive Plan: its density is 2.88
dwelling units per acre, the open spaces are proposed to be private yards, and it
provides sidewalks for pedestrian circulation within the subdivision and connecting to
Kettering across Parker Road.

One of the guiding principles of the Our Homes chapter of Lemont 2030 is that housing
products with higher densities are interrelated with and supportive of many of the plan’s
other goals related to economic development and community vibrancy, so long as
developments do not detract from the aesthetics and small-town charm of the
community (p.61). Specifically, Lemont 2030 recommends that the Village “encourage
residential planned unit developments that contain a range of housing products or lot
sizes” (p.68). The proposed development contains a range of lot sizes, from 8,976 sf to
17,162 sf; the average lot size is 11,262 sf.

The proposed development is higher density than surrounding properties; it would be
inconsistent with Lemont 2030 to approve a development with the very low density seen
in the surrounding unincorporated subdivisions. The proposed development also has a
higher density than the typical R-4 standard would generate, but not substantially so; this
is consistent with Lemont 2030. Lemont 2030 seeks to attain incrementally higher densities
while maintaining aesthetic compatibility between new and existing development. The
proposed development achieves this compatibility in part by arranging the larger lots (1-
16) along the east and south edges of the development; the average size of lots 1-16 is
12,428 sf. Additional design considerations addressed in the Building Design section of this
report can further enhance aesthetic compatibility with existing development.

Consistency with PUD Objectives. UDO Section 17.08.010.C lists 11 different objectives to
be achieved through planned unit developments. Staff finds that the proposed PUD
supports objective #1, ensuring that future growth and development occurs in
accordance with policies and goals of the Village; the proposed development achieves
the vision of the Lemont 2030 Comprehensive Plan’s conventional neighborhood district.
The proposed PUD also supports objective #4, to stimulate economic development
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within the Village; the proposed subdivision increases the number of residential units, and
thus potential customers within the market area.

Wetlands. The applicant submitted a wetlands report that delineates the area of
wetlands on the subject property. There are two existing wetlands on the property;
wetland #1 is located on the northwest corner of the property and wetland #2 is located
near the south edge of the property, on the proposed lots 14-16. The wetlands report
indicates that the wetlands are poor quality and isolated. The preliminary site plan shows
the proposed detention pond overlapping wetland #1. The Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE) has claimed jurisdiction of wetland #1 and indicated there is high likelihood that
the applicant will be permitted to mitigate or “bank” the wetland off-site, thus enabling
him to use the wetland #1 area for on-site detention. Wetland # 2 has not yet been
reviewed for jurisdictional determination from either USACE or MWRD. However the
wetland report indicates that the wetland is low quality and less than 0.1 acre; therefore
wetland #2 will most likely be allowed to be modified per Section 604.5 of the MWRD
Watershed Management Ordinance (WMO).

Additionally, there are two off-site potential wetlands near lots 10-12 and 4-6. The
applicant has included a conservation easement along the rear of these lots to achieve
a 50 ft buffer from the high water mark of the wetlands. The off-site wetlands have not
been reviewed by USACE or MWRD; however, the inclusion of the easement should
satisfy any regulatory requirements if the wetlands are ruled jurisdictional by either
authority.

The property is located in the Long Run Creek Watershed. The Village, along with a
number of stakeholders, developed the Long Run Creek Watershed-Based Plan (LRCW-
BP) in March of 2014. The plan inventories the current land use and coverage conditions
within the watershed and makes recommendations to protect and restore the health of
the watershed. The LRCW-BP breaks the watershed into smaller planning areas. The
subject site is defined an area with 10% to 25% impervious land coverage and listed as a
low priority area. The plan does recommend, specific to the subject property, that the
site should be developed using conservation style or low impact development
techniques. However, as USACE has claimed jurisdiction of wetland #1, wetland #2 is less
than 0.1 acres, and the applicant has provided a buffer for the off-site wetlands, staff will
defer to guidance provided by USACE and MWRD.

Engineering Comments & Stormwater Management. The Village Engineer’s comments
are attached. The Village Engineer notes that at least 15 ft (total) easement is needed
along the storm sewer route behind lots 13-16, and between lots 16, 17, 20, 21, 28, and
29. Also, the street lights are still 100 feet east of the Parker right-of-way line. The street
lights need to be at the intersection, at midblock, and at the roadway bulbs.

Additionally, the applicant proposes storm sewer locations in the conservation (wetland
buffer) easement area. These utilities will need to be revised to avoid the easements on
lots 12-10 and 4-6. The drainage easements for these lots also need to be relocated
outside of the conservation easement.

Traffic & Site Access. The applicant did not submit a traffic study for the proposed
subdivision. The 2008 annexation agreement requires the property to contribute to a
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traffic light at the intersection of 1315t St. and Parker Rd. The applicant has confirmed that
they will comply with the annexation agreement.

Landscaping. The applicant submitted an existing tree survey that indicates only 31% of
the trees on the subject property are in average or good condition. Of those trees only
four are not being preserved. This requires the applicant to mitigate with 14 trees. The
applicant has provided a landscape plan that meets tree mitigation requirement and
the remaining landscape standards in the UDO. However, the engineering plans indicate
that a significant portion of the trees being preserved are located in the rear utility
easements of lots 9-4. Preservation of these trees will require the applicant to directional
bore the utilities. The applicant has not indicated how the utilities will be installed, thus the
applicant needs to submit additional information on the preservation efforts for these
trees or submit a plan to mitigate their removal.

The Village Arborist commented that there are inconsistencies in the existing tree survey.
Additionally the applicant should superimpose the proposed grading on the existing tree
plan. The applicant indicated on the landscape plan the existing trees that are being
preserved. The applicant should submit a separate plan noting the preservation trees
and the methods to protect the trees during construction. The applicant is also prosing to
keep a number of trees that are indicated as poor condition. Based on the size and
species of the tree the applicant should revise the plan to remove these trees.

Additionally there are inconsistencies between the site plan and landscape plan. The site
plan indicates that there will be a 20 ft landscape easement along the north section of
the detention pond continuing east along lots 1-4. The landscape easement should be
removed in the detention pond area and landscape easements should be indicated
along the west portion of lots 28, 17, and 16 to match the proposed landscaping plan.
The applicant should work with staff to finalize the plantings surrounding the detention
pond prior to final PUD approval. Full comments are attached.

Site Design. Overall the site design is logical and straightforward. The overall site is a
regular shape with no constraining surrounding uses. The detention pond acts as a buffer
between the proposed homes and the intersection of 131t St. and Parker Rd.; in fact,
only three lots are proposed to border the Parker Rd. right-of-way and only three lots
border 1315t Street in full. Two points of access are proposed, one right-in, right-out onto
Parker Rd. and one full access further south of first access point. Staff generally approves
of the road layout and street names; however, Wooded Path needs to be altered to a
more conventional street suffix such as Lane, Drive, Boulevard, etc.

The proposed interior side setbacks are consistent with previously approved
developments. The applicant is proposing interior side setbacks of 10ft. The Glens of
Connemara and Equestrian Meadows have minimum interior side setbacks of 10 ft and
the Estates of Montefiori has minimum interior side setbacks of nine feet. Older
subdivisions, such as Briarcliffe Estates and Covington Knolls, also have reduced side yard
setback allowances.

As noted, the applicant is proposing a range of lot sizes. The applicant is proposing nine
lots that are less than 10,000 sf. These lots are placed in the interior (lots 18-22 and 23-27)
of the subdivision rather than the exterior to avoid incompatibility with the larger
neighboring properties to the east and south. The majority of the proposed lots are 10,000
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sf to 12,499 sf (see table below); the development’s average lot size is 11,262 sf. While the
development’s minimum lot size is smaller than most other previously approved
developments, the development’s average lot size is similar to other recently approved
developments. The recently approved Equestrian Meadows has an average lot size of
11,934 sf.

Lot Size Number of lots proposed Lot numbers

12,500 sf or Larger 4 4,9,10, and 12

12,499 sf - 10,000 sf 15 1-3, 6-8, 11, 13, 14, 16, 17,
and 28.

9,999 sf — 8,800sf 9 18-22 and 23-27

Staff is concerned with the size of lot 5 due to the proposed 30 ft conservation (wetland
buffer) easement. Lot 5’s total lot size is 11,599 sf; however, the wetland conservation
easement covers 25% of the total lot. In addition to the conservation easement, a
required public drainage easement will cover an additional seven and a half feet of the
lot. Staff superimposed three of the four models on the lot to estimate the remaining rear
yard available for accessory structures or buildings, given the large area of the lot
covered by easements. The two largest models would have no remaining rear yard for a
future homeowner to use for accessory structures/ buildings, thus creating a hardship.
The largest model would not fit within the setbacks and easements. Therefore, staff
recommends that lot 5 be eliminated and lots 5-8 be redistributed accordingly.

Building Design. The applicant has proposed a product book containing four house
models. The models are the same as the models the applicant is constructing in the Birch
Path Subdivision. The applicant is also proposing that all models will have a minimum of
3ft of brick or stone on all first floor elevations. A product book with only four models in a
28-home subdivision will not meet the proximity standards of UDO §17.22.020.B. The
product book should also be revised to remove all models where the garage protrudes
more than 10 ft from the plane of the front elevation of the home as required by UDO
§17.22.050.G. Staff recommends that the applicant either withhold formal submittal of a
product book until final PUD application, or remove the product book from the PUD
entirely and simply comply with UDO requirements for anti-monotony.

As noted previously, Lemont 2030 seeks to achieve incrementally higher densities in new
development while remaining sensitive to the aesthetics and small-town character of
established development. Accordingly, staff finds that additional building design
requirements are appropriate to ensure better compatibility between the proposed
subdivision and the surrounding area. Staff proposes the following conditions within the
Preliminary PUD to regulate the appearance of the homes within the subdivision:

1. No more than 33% of the homes (10 homes) shall have three-car front
loaded garages. Three-car front loaded garages shall be prohibited on lots 17-21
and 24-28.

2. A minimum of 30% of the single family units shall have masonry extending
from grade to the top of first storey on all elevations. Note, Lemont 2030 encourages
the Village to “reduce the practice of incorporating provisions in development
approval that result in more expensive construction,” i.e. requiring first-floor brick on
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all homes (p.69). However, in this circumstance, the subject site is relatively small
and highly visible from 131st St and Parker Rd; as such staff concludes that the
development has a greater need to fit in with the existing character of the area
than a larger development would. The surrounding homes are generally facade-
only brick or non-masonry elevation construction and a third of the surrounding
homes have first floor brick on all elevations.

3. Single family detached units constructed with less than 25% masonry on all
elevations shall be subject to the following additional requirements:

a. All windows shall include trim that is at least 3” wide.

b. Window shutters shall be no less than half the width of the adjacent
window. Shutters of the same size, make, shape, and color must be
uniformly installed on both sides of the window.

C. When the front elevation of a home includes a cornice, trim board/belt
course, lintel, eave bracket, or other similar ornamentation, such
ornamentation shall be present on all elevations of the home, unless
determined by the Planning and Economic Development Director, in
writing, that such ornamentation need not be present.

4.  Brick and stone veneer shall be anchored veneer. Adhered brick and stone
veneer systems shall not be permitted, except adhered natural stone veneer shall be
permitted for porch columns.

5.  When a single family detached unit includes masonry on at least 40% of the front
elevation, such masonry shall be extended to all elevations of the single family
detached unit at the same height as is present on the front elevation.

6. Siding shall be cement fiber board, LP Smart Side® or a comparable product of
similar style and quality as approved by the Village Planning and Economic
Development Director.

Fire District Comments. The Fire Marshal generally approves of the plans. The majority of
comments made relate to items determined during site development permitting. The full
comments are attached.

CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS

The proposed development complies with most requirements of the Unified
Development Ordinance; it also conforms to the policy guidance of the Lemont 2030
Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, staff recommends approval with the following
conditions:
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1. Comply with the Building Design conditions noted above.

2. Revised plans to implement the cross walk across Parker Rd. for access to the park
site planned in Kettering.

3. Revise the existing tree survey and landscape plan as noted by the Village
Arborist.

4. Submit a tree preservation plan as noted by the Village Arborist.

5. Revise the storm sewer locations and drainage easement outside of the
conservation easements on lots 10-12 and 4-6.

6. Revise the street name Wooded Path to Wooded Lane or Wooded Drive.

7. Consolidate lot 5 into lots 6-8.

8. Revise the engineering plans to address the Village Engineer’s comments relating
the stormwater route easements for lots 13-17, 20, 21, 28, and 29.

9. Address any other remaining outstanding items as noted by the Village Arborist
and Engineer.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Site Photographs

2. Village Arborist review

3. Village Engineer review

4. Fire Marshal review

5. Application package
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Attachment 1: Site Photos

Figure 1 The view from 131st St. looking southeast.

Figure 2 The intersection of 131st St. and Parker Rd. looking northeast.



Figure 3 The furthest southwest corner of the subject property.



Attachment 2

Urban Forest Management, Inc.

February 11, 2016

Ms. Heather Valone

Village
Village

Planner
of Lemont

418 Main Street
Lemont, IL 60439

RE:

Fox Meadows Revised Rezoning and Preliminary PUD
PZC case 16-01 Review #3

Dear Heather:

As requested, | have reviewed the revised plans. The following comments summarize this

review:

1.

The tree protection fence as shown on the landscape plan along the north and east
property lines and 30’ inside the east property line and 45’ inside of the north property
line is not necessary. The few existing trees that are being saved can be individually
fenced or fenced in groups. The goal is to protect the critical root zone of the trees. The
critical root zone is a circle around the tree with one foot of radius for each one inch of
tree diameter as measured 4.5 feet above ground.

It is still not clear as to how the storm sewers and drainage swales along the east and
north property lines are to be constructed in a way that will not damage the trees to be
saved.

Any of the plan notes on the landscape plan that are not applicable to this site should be
removed from the landscape plan. Are all of the planting beds going to the bermed 12”
to 24” as required by note 25?

4. The proposed plantings in Outlot A comply with Village requirements in terms of species
selections. The Village will be maintaining the landscape in Outlot A. Prior to final
approval of the landscape plan, the project landscape architect should work with Village
staff to make sure that the arrangement of the plantings is compatible with The Village’s
maintenance program.

Sincerely,
URBAN FOREST MANAGEMENT, INC.

[

Vice-President

960 Route 22, Suite 207 Fox River Grove, Illinois 60021 847-516-9708 FAX 847-516-9716
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Page 2 (cont’d)
Proposed Fox Meadows
Rezoning and PUD

3)

4)

5)

6)

An approved water supply capable of supplying the required fire flow for fire protection
shall be provided to premises upon which facilities, buildings or portions of buildings are
hereafter constructed or moved into or within the jurisdiction in accordance with the 2006
International Fire Code, Section 508.1.

Fire hydrants shall be located along a fire apparatus access road so that no portion of a
building or facility will be more than 300 feet from any hydrant., Additional hydrants
and mains shall be provided where required by the code official. Lemont Fire Protection
District Ordinance #14-02 (Section 508.5.1).

NOTE: Hydrant spacing appears to have exceeded 300" within some areas of this
development.

Fire Hydrant Installation: Fire hydrants shall be installed so that:

1) Access: Access to fire hydrants shall be by any approved roadway as specified by
this code.

2) Distance to Roadways: Hydrants shall be located approximately ten (10) feet from
all-weather roadways.

3) Pumper Qutlet Direction: Each hydrant shall have the pumper (steamer) connection
facing the primary roadway and shall be accessible so that a connection can be made
between the hydrant and the apparatus located in the street with twenty (20) feet of
suction hose.

4) Hydrant Outlet Location: Fire hydrant outlets shall be a minimum of eighteen (18)
inches and no more than thirty-six (36) inches above the finished grade.

5) Hydrant Type: Fire hydrants used in conjunction with water supplies shall be of a
type acceptable to the Lemont Fire Protection District.

6) Cover/Cap: The larger steamer port on the hydrant is to be equipped with a five (5)
inch “storz” fitting with a cover/cap. This cover/cap shall be connected to the hydrant
with a 0.125” vinyl coated aircraft cable. If this type of connection cannot be used,
final determination shall be made by the fire code official. Lemont Fire Protection
District Ordinance #14-02 (Section 508.5.7).

When fire apparatus access roads or a water supply for fire protection is required to be
installed, such protection shall be installed and made serviceable prior to an during the time



Page 3 (cont’d)
Proposed Fox Meadows
Rezoning and PUD

of construction except when approved alternative methods of protection are provided.
Temporary street signs shall be installed at each street intersection when construction of
new roadways allows passage by vehicles in accordance with the International Fire Code,
2006 Edition, (Section 505.2).

7. Fire apparatus roads shall be designed and maintained to support the imposed loads of fire
apparatus and shall be surface so as to provide all weather driving capabilities in
accordance with the International Fire Code, 2006 Edition, (Section 503.2.3).

The review of these drawings does not relieve the contractor or building owner from designing
and installing and completing this project per all code and standard requirements. Fire code and
standard requirements not necessarily noted on these plans, in the plan review letter, or noted
during inspections are still required to be provided and installed in full compliance with all
adopted codes standards and ordinances. I will recommend approval of these plans with the
stipulation that the above items are addressed and complied with. This APPROVAL AS
NOTED with noted requirements of the Codes and Standards for the submitted project is not to
be construed as final approval. This can only be granted after construction and occupancy
inspections. If you should have any further questions please don’t hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Zbid

Daniel A. Tholotows
Fire Marshal

ce: File #112



 Attachment 5

Village of Lemont
Community Development Department
418 Main Street  Lemont, lllinois 60439

Rezoning Application Form phone (430) 257-1595
fax {630) 257-1598

APPLICANT INFORMATION J— —
TEnt 170 DEJELS PHEN] e To g i/ 1. fFor D

Applicant Name %

Company/Organization

/
(192, 3. MeBacT St fhtes Pk /¢ covcd
Applicant Address ’
7o&F 75/~ 20 70
Telephone & Fax
[orp, Japyw nvife e € GmriC , Com

E-mail

CHECK ONE OF THE FOLLOWING:
Applicant is the owner of the subject property and is the signer of this application.
A"Applicant is the contract purchaser of the subject property.
__Applicantis acting on behalf of the beneficiary of a trust.
Applicant is acting on behalf of the owner.

PROPERTY INFORMATON
SEC (30 ST ¥ Furek r 2 2D,
Address of Subject Property/Properties ’

LA~-38 FOo .02 - OO
Parcel Identification Number of Subject Property/Properties

/DL fAcrE S

Size of Subject Property/Properties

DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST
Requested Zoning: /?" y

REQUIRED DOCUMENTS

See Form 502-A, Rezoning Application Checklist of Required Materials, for items that must accompany this application.

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

Application received on: l?— Z 2 j { ZQlS ‘ By: -/«fﬂl/
App!icaﬁon deemed complete on: 1Z/29[201S By: W ‘

Current Zoning: 2"‘5 . : i e
Fee Amount Enclosed:mo Escrow Amount Enclosed: 5]; 50{2

Community Development Department
Rezoning Packet - Rezoning Application Form
Form 502, updated 03-26-08

Page1of2
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Rezoning Application Form Village of Lemont

APPLICATION FEE & ESCROW

Application Fee (based on size of property to be rezoned):
< 2 acres = $300 10 to < 20 acres = $1,000

2 to <5 acres = S500 20 acres or more = 51,250
5to <10 acres = $750

Fee is non-refundable.

Required Escrow = $500

At the time of application, the applicant shall submit a check for the establishment of an escrow account. The escrow
money shall be used to defray costs of public notice, consultants, or other direct costs incurred by the Village in
association with the rezoning application. Additionally, should the applicant fail to remove the required public notice
sign in a timely manner, the escrow account may be used to defray the costs of the sign’s removal. After completion of
the rezoning review process, any unused portion of the escrow account will be refunded upon request.

AFFIRMATION

I hereby affirm that | have full legal capacity to authorize the filing of this application and that all information and
exhibits herewith submitted are true and correct to the best of my knowledge. | permit Village representatives to make
all reasonable inspections and investigations of the subject property during the period of processing of this application.
I understand that as part of this application | am required to establish an escrow account to pay for direct costs
associated with the approval of this application, such as the fulfillment of public notice requirements, removal of the
public notice sign, taking of minutes at the public hearing and fees for consultants hired by the Village to evaluate this
application. | understand that the submitted fee is non-refundable and that any escrow amount leftover upon project
completion will be refunded upon request. | understand that | am responsible for the posting of a public hearing sign
and for the mailing of legal notice to all surrounding property owners as required by Village ordinances and state law.

% P2 P /2-//'27/ /s

Sigtiature of Applicant Date
re. . B0 k.
State ’ County

I, the undersigned, a Notar{ublic in and for the aforesaid County and State, do hereby certify that
Tehn M. Ford

name is subscribed to the foregoing instrument, and that said person signed, sealed and delivered the

is personally known to me to be the same person whose

above petition as a free and voluntary act for the uses and purposes set forth.

Notary Sign@ture
,EJ(V\ ) A A
Given under my hand and notary seal this «""'i\( day of D ¢ Cembiy A.D. 20 [ 5 .
~ . . .
My commission expires this DO% day of _J Ahni r;’}( A.D.20 /G )

L.

OFFICIAL SEAL
MARY E. LESNIESKI
NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF ILLINQIS
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES 1-30-2016.

Community Development Department
Rezoniong Packet - Rezoning Application Form
Form 502, updated 03-26-08

Page 2 of 2



Village of Lemont

PUD Prelminary Plan/Plat
Application Form

Planning & Economic Development Department
418 Main Street Lemont, lllinois 60439

phone (630) 257-1595

fax (630) 257-1598

APPLICANT INFORMATION
John (Michael) Ford

Applicant Name
Tempo Development, Inc.

Company/Organization
11921 S. Hobart Street, Palos Park, IL 60464

Applicant Address
708-751-2070

Telephone & Fax
ford.johnmike@gmail.com

E-mail

CHECK ONE OF THE FOLLOWING:

Applicant is the owner of the subject property and is the signer of this application.

X Applicant is the contract purchaser of the subject property.
Applicant is acting on behalf of the beneficiary of a trust.

Applicant is acting on behalf of the owner.

PROPERTY INFORMATON

13101 Parker Road, Lemont, IL 60439 (Southeast corner of 131st Street & Parker Road )

Address of Subject Property/Properties
22-35-300-002-0000

Parcel Identification Number of Subject Property/Properties

11.99 Ac.

Size of Subject Property/Properties

REQUIRED DOCUMENTS

See Form 507-A, PUD Preliminary Plan/Plat Application Checklist of Required Materials, for items that must accompany

this application.

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

Application received on:

Application deemed complete on:

Current Zoning:

Fee Amount Enclosed:

Planning & Economic Development Department

Escrow Amount Enclosed:

PUD Preliminary Plan/Plat Packet - PUD Preliminary Plan/Plat Application Form

Form 507, updated 11-16-09
Page 1 of 2
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Rezoning Application Form Village of Lemont

APPLICATION FEE & ESCROW

Application Fee (based on size of property to be rezoned}:
< 2 acres = $300 10 to < 20 acres = $1,000

2 to <5 acres = $500 20 acres or more = 51,250
5to <10 acres = $750

Fee is non-refundable.

Required Escrow = $500

At the time of application, the applicant shall submit a check for the establishment of an escrow account. The escrow
money shall be used to defray costs of public notice, consultants, or other direct costs incurred by the Village in
association with the rezoning application. Additionally, should the applicant fail to remove the required public notice
sign in a timely manner, the escrow account may be used to defray the costs of the sign’s removal. After completion of
the rezoning review process, any unused portion of the escrow account will be refunded upon request.

AFFIRMATION

I hereby affirm that | have full legal capacity to authorize the filing of this application and that all information and
exhibits herewith submitted are true and correct to the best of my knowledge. | permit Village representatives to make
all reasonable inspections and investigations of the subject property during the period of processing of this application.
l understand that as part of this application | am required to establish an escrow account to pay for direct costs
associated with the approval of this application, such as the fulfillment of public notice requirements, removal of the
public notice sign, taking of minutes at the public hearing and fees for consultants hired by the Village to evaluate this
application. | understand that the submitted fee is non-refundable and that any escrow amount leftover upon project
completion will be refunded upon request. | understand that | am responsible for the posting of a public hearing sign
and for the mailing of legal notice to all surrounding property owners as required by Village ordinances and state law.

% P2 P /2/27//;

Sigfiature of Applicant Date
re . Cwd k.
State County

I, the undersxgned a Notar@(Pubhc in and for the aforesaid County and State, do hereby certify that
TC )l} Fﬁ e is personally known to me to be the same person whose
name is subscrlbed to the foregoing instrument, and that said person signed, sealed and delivered the

above petition as a free and voluntary act for the uses and purposes set forth.
-~ 7 .

Notary Sigrfé}ture

Given under my hand and notary seal thlS Q day of ,ID 2¢ (.x’;'wvli)ti A.D. 20 I 5

/" .
> : .
My commission expires this Z‘)@% day of Janug ”‘;}( A.D.20 /G .
L

OFFICIAL SEAL
} MARY E. LESNIESKI

NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF ILLINOIS )
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES 1-30-2016

Community Development Department
Rezoniong Packet - Rezoning Application Form
Form 502, updated 03-26-08

Page 2 of 2



LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Southeast Corner of 131%t Street & Parker Road
PIN: 22-35-300-002-000

THE NORTH 720 FEET OF THE WEST 726 FEET OF THE WEST HALF
OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 35, TOWNSHIP 37
NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, IN
COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

EXCEPT THAT PART DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: THAT PART OF THE
WEST 2 OF THE SOUTHWEST 7 OF SECTION 35, TOWNSHIP 37
NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN,
BOUND AN DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: BEGINNING AT THE
INTERSECTION OF THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 83
FOOT 1315T STREET WITH THE EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF
66 FOOT PARKER ROAD; THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY
LINE 30 FEET; THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY TO A POINT ON SAID
EASTERLY LINE THAT IS 20 FEET SOUTH OF THE POINT OF
BEGINNING; THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EASTERLY LINE 20 FEET
TO THE PLACE OF BEGINNING, IN COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS.



COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

Chicago Title In§urance Company

CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY, a Nebraska corporation, herein called the Company, for valuable
consideration, commits to issue its policy or policies of title insurance, as identified in Schedule A, in favor of the
Proposed Insured named in Schedule A, as owner or mortgagee of the estate or interest in the Land described or
referred to in Schedule A, upon payment of the premiums and charges and compliance with the Requirements; all
subject to the provisions of Schedule A and B and to the Conditions of this Commitment.

This Commitment shall be effective only when the idtfzntity of the Proposed Insured and the amount of the policy
or policies committed for have been inserted in Schedule A by the Company.

All liability and obligation under this Commitment shall cease and terminate 8 months after the Effective Date or
when the policy or policies committed for shall issue, whichever first occurs, provided that the failure to issue the
policy or policies is not the fault of the Company. ‘

The Company will provide a sample of the policy fodn upon request.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Chicago Title Insurance% Company has caused its corporate name and seal to be
affixed by its duly authorized officers on the date shown in Schedule A.

CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY
Issued By:

CHI CAGO TITLE |NSURANCE COMPANY By

171 N. CLARK STREET .
CHI CAGO, IL 60601 /

Refer Inquiries To: i

(312223 3005 Authorized Signatory

Commitment No.: Fm 008894404 D2

Copyright Amerlcan Land Title Association. Al rights reserved. Tbe use of this Form is restricted to ALTA licensees and ALTA members e
in good standing as of the date of use. All other uses are prohibited. Reprinted under license from the American Land Title Association. LAND TITLE

ASSOCTATION

COMCVPOB  3/11ML REL ‘ 00/28/12 07:09:27




CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY
COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

SCHEDULE A
YOUR REFERENCE: MINUTES - 13101 PARKER ROADE ORDER NO.: 1401 008894404 D2

EFFECTIVEDATE: SEPTEMBER 7, 2012

1. POLICY OR POLICIES TO BE ISSUED: ‘
OWNER' S POLICY: ALTA OWNERS 2006?

AMOUNT: $10, 000. 00
PROPOSED INSURED: TO COME

2. THE ESTATE OR INTEREST IN THE LAND DESCRIBED OR REFERRED TO IN THIS COMMITMENT IS
FEE SIMPLE, UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.

3. TITLE TO THE ESTATE OR INTEREST IN THE LAND IS AT THE EFFECTIVE DATE VESTED IN:
PARADI SE PARK ASSISTED LIVING-LEMONT LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY, AN | LLINOIS LIMITED
LIABILITY COMPANY :

|

Copyright American Land Title Assoclation. All rights reservad. The use of this Form is restricted to ALTA licensees and ALTA members breryres
in good standing as of the date of use. All other uses are prohibited. Reprinted under license from the American Land Title Association. LAND TITLE

RSZOCIATION

COMA40S  3/11 ML REL . PAGE Al REL 09/28/12 07:08:27 %




CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE
SCHEDULE A (CONTINUED)
; ORDER NO.: 1401 008894404 D2

4A. LOAN POLICY 1 MORTGAGE OR TRUST DEED TO BE INSURED:

NONE

4B. LOAN POLICY 2 MORTGAGE OR TRUST DEED TO BE INSURED:

NONE
Copyright American Land Title Assoclation. Al vights reserved. The use of this Form is restricted to ALTA licensees and ALTA members Taemean
in good standing as of the date of use. All other uses are prohibited. Reprinted under license from the American Land Title Association. URETTLE

COMIMTGE 3711 ML REL . PAGE A1 REL 09/28/12 07:09:27 %




CHICAGO TITLE 1NSURAN CE COMPANY

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE
SCHEDULE A (CONTINUED)
: ORDER NO.: 1401 008894404 D2

5. THE LAND REFERRED TO IN THIS COMMIWW 1S DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

NORTH 720 FEET OF THE WEST 726 FEET OF THE WEST 1/2 OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF
SECTION 35, TOWNSHIP 37 NORTH, RANGE 11 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, IN
COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS ;

EXCEPT THAT PART DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

THAT PART OF THE WEST 1/2 OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 35, TOWNSHIP 37 NORTH,
RANGE 11 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERI DI AN, BOUNDED AND DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEG!INNING AT THE INTERSECTION OF THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 83 FOOT 131ST
STREET WITH THE EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF 66 FOOT PARKER ROAD; THENCE EAST
ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY LINE 30 FEET; THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY TO A POINT ON SAID
EASTERLY LINE THAT IS 20 FEET SOUTH OF THE POINT OF BEGI NNiING; THENCE NORTH ALONG
SAID EASTERLY LINE 20 FEET TO THE PLACE OF BEGINNING, 1IN COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

- emmtsororoesom—

Copyright American Land Title Association. Afl rights reserved. The use of this Form is restricted to ALTA licensees and ALTA msmbers bvrerered
in good standing as of the date of use. All other uses are prohibited. Reprinted under license from the American Land Title Association. GNp TITLE

COMLG0S  $/11ML REL . PAGEA2 REL  09/28/12 07:09:27 'ﬁ




CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

SCHEDULE B
: ORDER NO.: 1401 008894404 D2

SCHEDULE B OF THE POLICY OR POLICIES TO BE ISSUED WILL CONTAIN EXCEPTIONS TO THE FOLLOWING
MATTERS UNLESS THE SAME ARE DISPOSED OF TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE COMPANY.

GENERAL EXCEPT!ONS
1.
2.

RIGHTS OR CLAIMS OF PARTIES IN POSSESSION NOT SHOWN BY PUBLIC RECORDS.
ANY ENCROACHMENT, ENCUMBRANCE, VIOLATION, VARIATION, OR ADVERSE CI RCUMSTANCE

AFFECTING THE TITLE THAT WOULD BE DISCLOSED BY AN ACCURATE AND COMPLETE LAND SURVEY
QF THE LAND.

. EASEMENTS, OR CLAIMS OF EASEMENTS, NOT SHOWN BY PUBLIC RECORDS.
. ANY LIEN, OR RIGHT TO A LIEN, FOR SERVICES, LABOR OR MATERIAL HERETOFORE OR

HEREAFTER FURNISHED, IMPOSED BY LAW AND NOT SHOWN BY THE PUBLIC RECORDS.

. TAXES OR SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS WHICH%ARE NOT SHOWN AS EXISTING LIENS BY THE PUBLIC

RECORDS. :
|F EXTENDED COVERAGE OVER THE FIVE GENERAL EXCEPTIONS 1S REQUESTED, WE SHOULD BE

FURNISHED THE FOLLOWING: ;

A. A CURRENT ALTA/ACSM OR ILLéNOlS LAND TITLE SURVEY CERTIFIED TO CHICAGO
TITLE |1NSURANCE COMPANY;

B. A PROPERLY EXECUTED ALTA STATEMENT;
MATTERS DISCLOSED BY THE ABOVE DOCUMENTATION WILL BE SHOWN SPECI FI CALLY.
NOTE: THERE WILL BE AN ADDITIONAE CHARGE FOR THIS COVERAGE.

NOTE FOR )NFORMATION: THE COVERAQE AFFORDED BY THIS COMMITMENT AND ANY POLICY

I SSUED PURSUANT HERETO SHALL NOT COMMENCE PRIOR TO THE DATE ON WHICH ALL CHARGES
PROPERLY BILLED BY THE COMPANY HAVE BEEN FULLY PAID.

1. TAXES FOR THE YEAR(S) 2012
5012 TAXES ARE NOT YET DUE OR PAYABLE.

1A. NOTE: 2011 FIRST lNSTALLMENT WAS DUE MARCH 1, 2012
NOTE: 2011 FINAL INSTALLMENT WAS DUE AUGUST 1, 2012

PERM TAX# PCL YEAh 1ST INST STAT  2ND INST STAT
22.35-300-002-0000 1 OF 1 2011 $89.04 PAID  $102. 26 PAID
(AFFECST THE LAND AND OTHER PROPERTY)

MORTGAGE DATED SEPTEMBER 12, 2008 AND RECORDED SEPTEMBER 16, 2008 AS DOCUMENT
NO. 0826022105 MADE BY PARADISE PARK ASSISTED L1VING LEMONT LIMITED LIABILITY
COMPANY TO NEW CITY BANK TO SECURE AN | NDEBTEDNESS IN THE AMOUNT OF
$1, 365, 000. 00. *

Copyright American Land Title Association. All rights reserved. The use of this Form s restricled to ALTA licensees and ALTA members Thereas
in good standing es of the date of use. All ather uses are prohibited. Reprinted under ficense from the American Land Title Association. LAND TITLE

AYEOCIATION

COMBNROS  3/11 ML REL . PAGEBI1 REL  09/28/12 07:09:27 %




CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

SCHEDULE B (CONTINUED)
ﬁ ORDER NO.: 1401 008894404 D2

L 10
G 11
) 12
1 13
J 14
L] 15
b 16
N 17.

. ASSIGNMENT OF RENTS RECORDED SEPTEMBER 16, 2008 AS DOCUMENT NO. 0826022106

MADE BY PARADISE PARK ASSISTED LIVING LEMONT LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY TO NEW
CITY BANK. f

. TERMS AND PROVISIONS OF THE RECAPTURE AGREEMENT FOR 131ST STREET SANI TARY

SEWER AND WATER MAIN EXTENSION, Di SCLOSED BY ORDINANCE APPROVING SAID
AGREEMENT, RECORDED AUGUST 31, 2007 AS DOCUMENT 0724360071

. NOTE: DRAINAGE ASSESSSMENTS, DRAINAGE TAXES, WATER RENTALS AND WATER TAXES

ARE INCLUDED IN GENERAL EXCEPTION (5) HERE| NBEFORE SHOWN AND SHOULD BE
CONS!|DERED WHEN DEALING WiTH THE 'LAND.

_ EASEMENT OVER THE NORTH 33 FEET OF THE LAND FOR THE PURPOSE OF INSTALLING AND

MAINTAINING ALL EQUIPMENT NECESSARY TO SERVE THE SUBD!VISION AND OTHER LAND
Wi TH TELEPHONE AND ELECTRIC SERVI CE, TOGETHER WITH RIGHT TO OVERHANG AERIAL
SERVICE WIRES AND RIGHT OF ACCESS TO SUCH WIRES, AS CREATED BY GRANT TO THE
ILLINOIS BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY AND THEIR SUCCESSOR AND ASSIGNS AND AS SHOWN
ON THE PLAT OF SUBDIVISION RECORDED JULY 16, 1970 AS DOCUMENT 21212000.

. RIGHTS OF THE PUBLIC, THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, AND THE MUNi CI PALITY IN AND TO

THAT PART OF THE LAND, IF ANY, TAKEN OR USED FOR ROAD PURPOSES.

. TERMS, PROViSIONS AND CONDlTlONSéOF AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OoF

AN ANNEXATION AGREEMENT FOR AN APPROXIMATELY 12-ACRE PARCEL, LOCATED THE
SOUTHEAST CORNER OF 131ST STREET AND PARKER ROAD IN LEMONT, ILLINOIS RECORDED
JULY 15, 2008 AS DOCUMENT 0819718011 AND AN ORDINANCE ANNEXING TO THE VILLAGE
OF LEMONT AN APPROXIMATELY 12-ACRE PARCEL, LOCATED THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF
131ST STREET AND PARKER ROAD IN LEMONT, ILLINOIS RECORDED JULY 15, 2008 AS
DOCUMENT 0819718012 A I

. EXISTING UNRECORDED LEASES AND ALL RIGHTS THEREUNDER OF THE LESSEES AND OF ANY

PERSON OR PARTY CLAIMING BY, THROUGH OR UNDER THE LESSEES.

IN ORDER THAT WE MAY [NSURE TITLE AFTER COMPLETION OF ANY PROCEEDING BROUGHT
TO FORECLOSE THE LIEN RECORDED AS DOCUMENT 0826022105, WE NOTE THE FOLLO

(A) OUR POLICY, WHEN | SSUED, WfLL BE MADE SUBJECT TO DIRECT ATTACK UPON THE
JUDGMENTS AND ORDERS ENTERED IN THE CASE;

(B) UPON FILING OF THE COMPLA!NT, A PROPER NOTICE OF FORECLOSURE PURSUANT TO
SECTION 15-1503 OF THE ILLINOIS MORTGAGE FORECLOSURE LAW SHOULD BE
RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF THE RECORDER OF DEEDS;

(C) THE FOLLOWING NECESSARY OR%PERMISSlBLE PARTI ES SHOULD BE JOINED IN THE
CONTEMPLATED PROCEEDING 1IN ORDER THAT WE MAY INSURE THAT THEIR INTERESTS
WiLL BE AFFECTED: 3

Copyright American Land Title Association. All rights reserved. The use of this Form is restricted fo ALTA licensees and ALTA members Teseeen
in good standing as of the date of use. Al other uses are prohibited. Reprinted undegdicense from the American Land Title Association. LAND TITLE

ASSOCIATION
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CHICAGO TITLE mfISURANCE COMPANY

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

SCHEDULE B (CONTINUED)
5 ORDER NO.: 1401 008894404 D2

(1) ALL PERSONS ACQUIRING ﬁIGHTS IN THE LAND SUBSEQUENT TO THE DATE OF
THI'S COMMI TMENT AND PRIOR TO THE TIME A NOTICE OF FORECLOSURE HAS
BEEN RECORDED; ;

(2) ALL PERSONS, OTHER THA@ THOSE NAMED HEREIN, KNOWN BY PLAINTIFF OR
PLAINTIFF*S ATTORNEY TO HAVE OR CLAIM TO HAVE AN INTEREST IN THE
LAND; 1 .

(3) ALL PERSONS IN POSSESS@ON OF THE LAND;

(4) PARADISE PARK ASSISTED?L!VING-LEMONT LIMI TED LIABILITY COMPANY, AN
1LLINOIS LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY, RECORD OWNER

(5) TENANTS OR PARTIES IN POSSESSION, IF THE INTENTION IS TO AFFECT
THEIR I NTEREST ;

(6) |F THE PLAINTIFF INTENbS TO EVICT ANY RESIDENTIAL TENANT, SAID
TENANT MUST RECEIVE THE 90-DAY NOTICE REQUIRED IN THE FEDERAL STATUE
“PROTECTING TENANTS AT FORECLSURE ACT OF 2009

NOTE: |F THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA IS SHOWN HEREIN AS A NECESSARY OR
PERMI SSI BLE PARTY, YOUR ATTENTION IS DIRECTED TO THE PROVISIONS iN
SECTION 2410 OF THE UNITED 'STATES JUDICIAL CODE (28 U.S.C. SECTION 2410)
REQUIRING THAT ANY ACTION TO FORECLOSE A MORTGAGE NAMING THE UNI TED
STATES AS A PARTY UNDER THI'S SECTION "MUST SEEK A JUDICIAL SALE.“ IN THE
EVENT SUCH A SALE IS NOT SOUGHT IN THE CONTEMPLATED PROCEEDING, SUCH
PROCEEDI NG Wi LL NOT AFFECT [THE RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES, AND THE
UNITED STATES SHOULD NOT BE MADE A PARTY THERETO. IN ADDITION, WE NOTE
THE CONSEQUENCES OF LIENS, 1F ANY, IN FAVOR OF THE UNITED STATES WHICH
APPEAR OF RECORD AFTER THE DATE OF THE COMMI TMENT.

NOTE: IF IT IS KNOWN THAT 'ANY NECESSARY PARTY LJISTED HEREIN IS DECEASED, i
THE MORTGAGEE SHOULD TAKE APPROPRIATE STEPS TO HAVE A PERSONAL
REPRESENTATI VE APPOINTED EITHER UNDER THE PROBATE ACT OR UNDER SECTION
13-209 OF THE CODE OF CIVIL PRODEDURE. THE PERSONAL REPRESENTATI VE
SHOULD BE MADE A PARTY TO THE FORECLOSURE PROCEEDING BY NAME. IN ;
ADDI TION, PERSONS WHO WOULDH BE THE HEIRS OR LEGATEES OF A DECEASED

MORTGAGOR SHOULD BE MADE PARTIES TO THE FORECLOSURE PROCEEDING BY NAME, ?
IF KNOWN, OR OTHERWISE AS “UNKNOWN OWNERS".

NOTE: IF IT IS EITHER KNOWN OR CANNOT BE DETERMINED THAT ANY PERMI SSIBLE
PARTY LISTED HEREIN IS DECEASED, THEN THAT PERMISSIBLE PARTY SHOULD BE
MADE A PARTY TO THE FORECLOSURE PROCEEDING BY NAME. IN ADDITION, PERSONS
WHO WOULD BE THE HEIRS OR LEGATEES OF A DECEASED PERMISSiBLE PARTY SHOULD
BE MADE PARTIES TO THE FORECLOSURE PROCEEDING BY NAME, [F KNOWN, OR
OTHERWI SE AS “UNKNOWN OWNERS."
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CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

SCHEDULE B (CONTINUED)
ORDER NO.: 1401 008894404 D2

NOTE: REGARDING ALL "UNKNOWN OWNERS, " WE DIRECT YOUR ATTENTION TO
SECTION 2-413 OF THE CODE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE.

NOTE: IN THE EVENT THAT THERE ARE ANY PERSONS WHO ARE NECESSARY OR

PERMI SSIBLE PARTIES TO THE CONTEMPLATED PROCEEDING, BUT THE NAMES OF SUCH
PERSONS ARE UNKNOWN AND UNASCERTAINABLE, THEN, AND IN THAT EVENT ONLY,
SUCH PERSONS SHOULD BE MADE PARTIES UNDER THE DESCRI PTION OF “UNKNOWN
OWNERS, * UNLESS THE CONTRARY 1S HEREIN I NDI CATED.

NOTE: |F "UNKNOWN OWNERS" OR "UNKNOWN HEIRS OR LEGATEES" ARE TO BE MADE
DEFENDANTS, ANY CONTEMPLATED PROCEEDING SHOULD BE FILED IN STATE COURT
BEFORE THE COMPANY WiLL INSURE THAT THEIR I NTERESTS WILL BE AFFECTED.
ADDJ TI ONALLY, THE QUESTION OF THE COMPANY'S W! LLINGNESS TO RELY ON THE
DES| GNATION OF “UNKNOWN OWNERS" TO INSURE OVER THE INTEREST OF AN
UNRECORDED MECHANICS LIEN CLAIMANT, IF ANY, SHOULD BE SUBMITTED TO AN
UNDERWRI TER. ;

NOTE: ATTENTION 1S DIRECTED TO THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 15-1502(C) OF
THE |LLINOIS MORTGAGE FORCLOSURE LAW, PURSUANT TO WHICH THE RIGHTS OF
NONRECORD CLAIMANTS MAY BE TERMINATED BY COMPLIANCE WITH THE AFFIDAVIT
NOTI CE PROVISIONS SET FORTH IN SAID SECTION. HOWEVER, UNLESS PERSONS
WHOSE | NTERESTS APPEAR OF RECORD OR WHOSE | DENTITIES ARE KNOWN OR SHOULD
BE KNOWN TO THE PLAINTIFF ARE MADE PARTIES TO THE CONTEMPLATED
PROCEEDI NG, THE COMPANY WILL NOT INSURE THAT ANY SUCH PROCEEDING WiLL
AFFECT THEIR |NTERESTS. 4

NOTE: ATTENTION IS DIRECTED TO THé PROVISIONS OF THE SERVICE MEMBERS CIVIL
RELIEF ACT 108 P.L.189, 117 STAT. 2835, EFFECTIVE DECEMBER 19, 2003, RELATING TO
THE RIGHTS OF PERSON IN THE MILITARY SERVICE OF THE UNITED STATES.

(D) DEFECTS OR ADDITIONAL INFORﬂATION, IF ANY:

NONE

NOTE: THE CONTEMPLATED PROCEEDING: MAY AFFECT THE RIGHTS OF ONLY THOSE PARTIES
NAMED HEREIN 1IN PARAGRAPH "C" AS NECESSARY OR PERMI SSIBLE PARTIES. THE POLICY,
WHEN |SSUED, WiLL BE SUBJECT TO THE RIGHTS OF ALL OTHER PARTLES AND INTERESTS
SHOWN IN THI'S COMMI TMENT UNLESS SATI SFACTORY DI SPOSI TION THEREOF 1S OTHERWISE
MADE. ~ ,

I k% END **

T emrateera]
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CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY
COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

ORDER NO.: 1401 008894404 D2

CONDITIONS

The term mortgage, when used herein, shall include (ieed of trust, trust deed, or other security instrument.

1f the proposed Insured has or acquired actual knowledge of any defect, lien, encumbrance, adverse claim or other
matter affecting the estate or interest or morigage thereon covered by this Commitment other than those shown in
Schedule B hereof, and shall fail to disclose such knowledge to the Company in writing, the Company shall be
relieved from liability for any loss or damage resultin%from any act of reliance hereon to the extent the Company is
prejudiced by failure to so disclose such knowledge. If the proposed Insured shall disclose such knowledge to the
Company, or if the company otherwise acquires actual knowledge of any such defect, lien, encumbrance, adverse
claim or other matter, the Company at its option may amend Schedule B of this Commitment accordingly, but such
amendment shall not relieve the Company from liability previously incurred pursuant to paragraph 3 or these
Conditions. ‘7

Liability of the Company under this Commitment shall be only to the named propesed Insured and such parties
included under the definition of Insured in the form of policy or policies committed for and only for actual loss
incurred in reliance hereon in undertaking in good faith (a) te comply with the requirements hereof, or (b) to
eliminate exceptions shown in Schedule B, or (c) to acquire or create the estate or interest or morigage thereon
covered by this Commitment. In no event shall such liability exceed the amount stated in Schedule A for the policy or
policies committed for and such kability is subject to the insuring provisions and Conditions and the Exclusions from
Coverage of the form of policy or policies committed for in favor of the proposed Insured which are herehy

incorporated by reference and are made a part of this Commitment except as expressly modified herein.

This Commitment is a contract to issue one or more title insurance policies and is not an abstract of title or a report
of the condition of title. Any action or actions or rights of action that the proposed Insured may have or may bring
against the Company arising out of the status of the title to the estate or interest or the status of the mortgage
thereon covered by this Commitment must be based on and are subject to the provisions of this Commitment.

The policy to be issued contains an arbitration clausé. All arbitrable matters when the Amount of Insurance is
$2.000,000 or less shall be arbitrated at the option of either the Company or the Insured as the exclusive remedy of
the parties. You may review a copy of the arbitration rules at <http:/ /www.alta.org/>.
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CHICAGO TITLE INSljRANCE COMPANY

1031 EXCHANGE SERVICES

If your transaction involves a tax deferred exchange, we
offer this service through our 1031 division, IPX1031. As
the nation's largest 1031 company, IPX1031 offers
guidance and expertise. Security for Exchange funds
includes segregated bank accounts and a 100 million dollar
Fidelity Bond. Fidelity National Title Group also provides
a 50 million dollar Performance Guaranty for each
Exchange. For additional information or to set-up an
Exchange, please call Scott Nathanson at (312) 223-2178 or
Anna Barsky at (312) 223-2169.
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Effective Date: May 1, 2008

Fidelity National Financial, Inc.
Privacy Statement

Fidelity National Financial, Inc. and its subsidiaries ("FNEFY) respect the privacy and security of your non-public personal information ("Personal
Information”) and protecting your Personal Information is one of our top priorities. ‘This Privacy Statement explains FNF's privacy practices,
including how we use the Personal Information we receive from you and from other specified sources, and to whom it may be disclosed. ¥NF follows
the privacy practices described in this Privacy Statement and, depemiing on the husiness performed, FNF companies may share information as

described herein.

Personal Information Collected !
We may collect Personal Information about you from the following sources:

Information we receive from you on applications or other forms, such as your name, address, social security number, tax identification number,

asset information and income information;

Information we receive from you threugh our Iuternet websites, sich as your name, address, email address, Internet Protocol address, the website

links you used to get to our websites, and your activity while using or reviewing our websites;

Tuformation about your transactions with or services performed: by us, our affiliates, or others, such as information concerning your policy,
premiums, payment history, information about your home or other real property, information from lenders and other third parties involved in

such transactions, account balances, and credit card information; dnd
Information we receive from consumer or other reporting agencies and publicly recorded decuments.

Disclosure of Personal Information

We may provide your Personal Information {excluding informatioén we receive from consumer or other credit reporting agencies) to various
individuals and companies, as permitted by law, without obtaining your prior authorization. Such laws do not allow consumers to restrict these
disclosures. Disclosures may include, without limitation, the following:

To insurance agents, brokers, representatives, support organizations, or others to provide you with services you have requested, anl to enable us

to detect or prevent criminal activity, fraud, material misrepresentation, or nondisclosure in connections with an insurance transactions;

To third-party contractors or service providers for the purpose of determining your eligthility for an insurance benefit or payment and/or

providing you with services you have requested;

To an insurance regulatory authority, or law enforcement or othipr governmental authority, in a civil action, in connection with a subpaena or a

governmental investigaiion;

To companies that perform marketing services on our behalf or tcfo- other financial institutions with which we have had joint marketing agreements

and/or

To lenders, lien holders, judgement creditors, or other parties dﬂmg an encumbrance or an interest in title whose claim or interest must be

determined, settled, paid or released prior to a title or escrow closing.

‘We may also disclose your Personal Information to others when we beliigve, in good faith, that such disclosure is reasonably necessary to comply with
the law or to protect the safety of our customers, employees, or property and/or to comply with a judicial proceeding, court order or legal process.

Disclosure to Affiliated Companies - We are permitted by law to share your name, address and facts about your transaction with other FNF
Tompanies, Such s issurance companies, agents, and other real estate service providers to provide you with services you have requested, for
marketing or product development reseaxch, or to market products or services to you. We do not, however, disclose information we collect from

consumer or credit reporting agencies with our affiliates or others without your consent, in conformity with applicable law, unless such disclosure
is otherwise permitted by law. :

Disclosure to Nonaffiliated Third Parties - We do not disclose Personﬂ Information about our customers or former customers to uonaffiliated
third parties, except as outlined herein or as otherwise permitted by law.

Confidentiality and Security of Personal Information :
We restrict aceess to Personal Information about you to those employees who need to know that information to provide products or services to

you. We maintain physical, electronic, and procedural safeguards that comply with federal regulations to guard Personal Information.

Access to Personal Information/ ‘

Requests for Correction, Amendment, or Deletion of Personal Information

As required by applicable law, we will afford you the right to access your Personal Information,under certain circumstances to find out te whom

your Personal Information has been disclosed, and request correction or deletion of your Personal Information. However, FNF's current policy

is to maintain customers’ Personal Information for ne less than your state’s required record retention requirements for the purpose of handling

future coverage claims.

For vour protection, all requests made under this section must be in writing and must indlude your notarized signature to establish your identity.
Where permitted by law, we may charge a reasonable fee to cover the costs incurved in responding to such requests. Please send requests to:

Chiief Privacy Officer
Fidelity National Financial, Inc.
601 Riverside Avenue
Jacksonville, F1. 32204

Changes to this Privacy Statement

This Privacy Statement may be amended from time to time consistent with applicable privacy laws. When we amend this Privacy Statement, we
will post a notice of such changes on our wehsite. The effective date of this Privacy Statement, as stated above, indicates the last time this Privacy
Statement was revised or materially changed. :
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THIS AGREEMENT OF PURCHASE AND SALE ithe “Agreement ;) is made and
entered nto as of the day ami date wntien below and 15 by and between Owner of Record
icollectively, “Seller™), and Tempn ﬂé\\;epmu&. Inc.. an Bliness comoranion or its Nomines
{Parchaser™;

N CONSIDERATION of the mutum promises, covenants and agresments hereinaficr
set torth and comained herein and of other m@d and valuable conuideration. the reeaipt and
sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, ‘seikr and Purchaser agree as follows.

i SALE OF PROPERIY: Seller hx:reh\ A0TERS 10 n_; | &sst g and comver 1 Purchauser
and Purchaser agrees to purchase from Seller, df of Sc! s respechive right, H 5(*‘ and micrest m
tat certam vacant land consisting of apnm\xmatwu 10.4 net acres located uuth East
corner of 131 Swreet and Parker in Lemom, &,ook County, Hlinos and %eg cribed on

exhibit A attached hereto. {the “Property™).

i

s

@
=,
.;;:~
[=9
g .

2 ROHAS : The }}UI’ChdbL price for the Property shali be %ﬁ»&hen%i@aéﬂén
Wﬁ%—émﬁda&k MLM—M@W (81,030,000 003 1the “Purchase
Price’} The Purchase Poce, as adjusted by all ! prorations as provided for hersin, shall be paid to
Seller by Purchaser a1 closing by wire tr..mfer of immediatcly available federal funds or by
certified funds.

' Purchaser shall deposit the amount of $25000 00 a5 Farncs:
i\,mnev mthm busmess days following the daic the last party hereto executes this Agreement
The Earnest Money shall be held in escrow by Seiler's attomney, for the benefit of Purchaser and
Seller and be applied 10 the Purchase Price a1 © losing,

4, M& Closing shall ocour 0 dayvs after the condrmions of closing us
o7

described 10 Section 9 herein shall have been =u¥1 atistied or watved in writing by Purchaser,

Un

, A Possexsmn shall be granted 16 Purchaser a1 the time of
dosxm unless otherwise agreed in wniting by the parties Purchaser shall be permtted 1o siau

signage on the Property after the Effective L“' te mforming the public as w0 the Purchaser
mtended usage of the Property.

3] IHE DEED: Seller shall convey or cause 1o be conveyed o Purchaser or Purchaser’s
nominee by a recordable general \&arrant\ Jeed with release of homestead rights, good title w
the premises subject only to the following exceptions. if anv {21 General real estats 1axes not due
anid payable at time of closing: (b Special assessments confirmed afier this Comract da atel o
id} Easements for public utiities. {¢ Pubiic roads and highways and cas

asements perimmmy
thereto,

! X Withio 20 davs after the th.ctzw Date, Seller shail. at Selier's cxpense.
dc’n er 1o F’u.rv..hdser an ALTA survey of the nrapem dated m,-t more than 1 vear prior to

4
¢




o

the Effectve Date cerbified by a hecensed sur*’* VOT > having all comers

staked and showing any improvements, and all easements and buud;m Hnes existing as of the
dare of this Agreement.

3 SELLER'S REPRESENTATION: & cller represents and warranis 1o Purchaser that the
following are true and correct as of the Effec Uh Tate. and will be true and coreeet as of the
Closine Date.

A Seller now has and as of the Closing Date will have and will vomvey w0 Pure
good and markeiable title to the Property, free and clear of any and all Hens, leases. vascments.
sncumbrances, covenants and resirictions of cany kand and nafure, coxespt the Permitted
Fxceptions. !

B. Seller has no knowledge or reason o know of anv pending. cememplaed or
threatened (1) condemnation or sinular proceeding, {11) special fax or assessment affecting the
Property. or any part thereof, (iii) widemng, s.izgmge of grade or lumitauon on the use of any
streels abuthing the Property, ot tiv) change in ths. tax assessment of the Propoty

¢ Seller has full capacity, nght. power and authonty 1o execute. deliver and perft ;r‘r
this Agreement and all documents to be executed and delivered by Selier pursuant hereta, n af}
required acnons and approm!x of any persor, entity of =f0\=emmcnml ayency reguired therolur

have bDeen duly taken and obtained. The mdmdu*}i sipmng this Agreement and al: ather
documients exceuted o 10 be executed pursuant hereto on behalf of Seller are and shall be du‘fv
aunthorized to sign the same on Seller's behalf and 1o bind Seller thereto. This A greement and all

e

dotuments 1w be executed pursuant hercto i:;} Seller are and shall be binding upon ;—:.nd
-*—-morc:;aim, against Seller in accordance with their respective ferms, and the ifransaction

ontemplated hercby will not result in a breach or constitute & default o permnt acceleration o
znas.um} under any indenture, morigage. deed of rusi, loan agreement or other agrecment io

which Seller or the Property is subject or by w ‘mh Seller or the Property ishound.

D There are no persons i pucﬁcamm of the Property o1 am part | %cmr WY &e
there any persons who have possessory rights i respect to the Properny or any nart thereol other
thar as have been disclosed by Seller and all aut,h possessory rights shall be termimared b Scller

Gfl O pi"O!’ Hd "§GSH]

L. Na assessments for public improvements of otherwise have heen made Fupainst the
Property which remain unpaid; and none have h&‘:&?‘i proposed

F. No commitments or agreements h‘!’w.' been or will be made w any g) rnmenis!
agency, ushity company. school board, church or other relig ,g 0% "mdr or any home *'s.f:-i”; Gy
home Owners association, or 1 any other organization, group or indnedual relating t the

Property which would impose an obligation upon Purchaser of 18 SUCCSSSOMS 0F 4551€Ns 10 ¢ *ﬁw
any contributions or dedications of money or land or to pay for, constricy, instal! or mainiain are
improvements of public or private nature on or off the Property.




£ Seiler has not received notice of, and, to the best of Seller's knowledge, there are
no viotauons of any laws, statutes, ordinances, orders, regulations or requirements of any
governmental agency affecting the Property or any part thereof.

H. To the best of Seller's knowledge. the Property is not within an area determined
by the Department of Housing and Urban Development or the United States Department of
Agriculture 1o be flood prone or within 2 flood piain.

L From the date hereof through the closing dare, Seller will nerther exscute any new
lease or contract nor renew or modify any XISting confract without Purchaser's prior written

censent, except Seller may enter into contracts which will he canceled prior 1o the cloging date,

i There 13 no known exisung or proposed moralonuin On  CORSTUCTION or
TESINCHON upon water storage, sewage treament facihiy or waier and sewer iransmission
»

i

ines which would affect the development of the Property.

K. Seller will refrain from commitung any Waste of nuisance upon the Property. and
wilf not create any viclation of law. ordinance. regulation or restricuion affecung the Propeny or
its use. No soil shall be removed from or debris deposited on the Property.

L. Purchaser will verify any recapture agreements with Yillage of Lemont or any
other gevernmental agency,
i There are no hazardous wasies, woxic substances of related matenals "Hazandous

Materials”) located above, in, under or around the Propern. For the purposes of this
representation and warranty, Hazardous Materials shall mclude but shall not be limited to any
substance, material or waste which is or becomes regulated by any local governmenial authority,
the State of [llinois or the ('mited Siates of America. The werm "Hazardous Materials” also
mcludes without limitation any material or substance which is listed the Umted Sigies
Department of Transporiation Mazardous Materials Table (39 CFR 172101 as amended fram
Hime 10 tme. ‘

N All representations and warraoties of Seller set forth in this and amy other secuons
ot this Agreement are true and correct, shall survive Closimg and shall not mesge into any deed of
CONVEVANCS. '

53 Selter hereby agrees o indemnify, defend and hold Purchaser harmicss from and
againat any and all loss, damage, fiability and expense ! mcluding reasonable attornevs frees and
any liigation expenses) which Purchaser mav suffer, sustain or incur as a result of am
misrepresentation or breach of warranty or agicement v Seller under or in respect of this
Agreement of any document or instrument execuied or o be executed by or on behalt of Seller
pursuant to this Agreement or in furtherance of the transaciion contemplated hereby In the ever
such misrepresentation or breach of warganty 15 discovered prior to ciosing, Purchaser shall have

e
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the right to terminaie the Agreement, reccive the return of the Eamest Money, without wanver or
reiease, of any remedy Purchaser may have. Seller’s obligation hereunder shall survive C losing
and shall not merge into any deed of conveyance,

g
.

A The obligation of Purchaser to close the transaciion contemplated herchy s
unless waived in writing by Purchaser, subject to Purchaser's review and approval of the physical
condition of the Property, and Purchaser's review and approval of the following within odays

?

days {the “Due Diligence Peniod™) from the Bifective Date: )
5. Seller shall, within 10 dayvs of the deie of this Agreement, deliver

Purchaser any and all reports, studies, plats, uities, engineenng plans. survevs, approvals, Zoming
reyulations, recaplure agreements, and other title documents or studies. including environmental
reports that pertain to the Property and are in the possession of Seller.

in. Purchaser may conduct. a1 its own sxpense. any soH or site inspections.
and engineening iests, including without himitation, soil boring tests. and the like. and receine
satisfactory results of the same. Purchaser and his agents, employees or consultants shall have
access o the Property and every part thereof for the purpose of conducting such tesis and
mspections. in the event the results of the tests are not satisfactory to Purchuser in 15 sole
diseretion, Purchaser can elect to rescind this Agreement. Provided, however. Purchaser shail

resiore any damage in the event this Agreemnent 1 terminated through ne fault of Sebier

i Purchaser shall satisfv itself that sanitarv sewer. storm sewer. icicphone
and water, gas and electric wtiliues are available at o on the Property in volums and amount
satisfactory to Purchaser. :

e

n. Purchaser shall have obtained all annexation. zomng. plannmg. and phy
approvai, building and other permits and heenses necessary for the Purchaser's ntended vse of
the Property and in form and substance satistactory to Purchaser 1ssued by such vovernmental
authorities having junisdiction over the Property {the “Governmental Approvals Ty
o cooperate with Purchaser to obtain the Governmental A porovals.

[

elier agrees

% Purchaser shall have the right to cause an independent cnvitonvenial
consubtant chosen by Purchaser at s sole discretion, to i1 spect. audit and test the Property for
the existence of any and all environmental conditions angd any and all violations of environmental
aws {"Environmental Assessment”) and io detiver & report d eseribing the findings  and
conclusions of the Environmenial Asscssment The scope, sequence and Wwming of the
Lnvironmental Assessment shall be ar the sole diseretion of the Puchaser. and the
Lavironmental Assessment may be commenced bn the execution herzof. The cost and expense
o the Environmental Asscssment shall be horne by Purchaser If the Fmvvonmenial Assessment
reveals, or it at any ime prior (o closing Purchaser otherwise becomes aware of, the existence of

any saviroamental condition or violation of an emvironmental law which Puschaser s unwilling

435




to aceept. Purchaser shall have the night and op wn 1o terminate this Agreement and to declare 11
null and void

i, Purchaser in Purchaser’s sale discrenion, s Lf: sat sﬁed that all curb cuts
and sreet opening permits or licenses required for vehicular access o and from any part of the
Preperty to anv adjoining public street have been spprmed

ViL Purchaser shail have ﬂmamed fnancing necessann for the purchase and

uunsuuctmn of P‘un,haser mtelied use under terms and wmu:n:sn at;xm:_,im 0 %rnh%e* G T B o

?CJ agy 5 c?’ e ﬁa’fc. ﬁ‘iﬂéf‘édeﬁ‘ ‘VF',%‘J ﬁj’[ﬁ i)t .

B In the event all of the conditions are not satistied as specitied above or not waived

mowriting by Purchaser, or in the event Pum‘xaﬁer 13 pot satistied in Purchaser’'s sole and diwsaizm
discreuon with any analysis, study, report, plat or investigation, then Purchaser may ierminae

this Agreement by sending written notice to Seller on or before the expiration of the Due
Diligence Period in which event the Agreement shall terminate and be deemed null and void,
without liability of either parly (o the other: and Purchaser shall recerve the return of the Earnest
Money, with all accrued mterest thereon. \Ol\.ﬂfhﬂﬁﬂd!ﬁ" the foregoing. Purchaser shall have a
rght upon writien notice to Seller and the deposit of an additional $5.000.90 as non-retundaote
Larnest Money 1o a 30-day extension {the “First Extension Fes™). Purchaser shall have 5 nght w
a second 30 day exiension upon writien notice to Seller and the deposit of an additional, non-
refundable Earncst Monev $5.000.00 {the “Sceond Extension Fee™) In the event Purchaser
terrminates the contract duning the second extension, Purchaser shall receive the retum of the
Eamest Monev with any accrued interest and e%iu shail retain the First Cxtension Fee and the

SN

Second Exwension Fee. {n the svent the iransaction closes, then Purchaser shall rocerve s cradit

at closing fur ali Eamest Money and the First Extension Fee and the Second Extension Fee, it

applicable.
0 COMMISSION No commission
LR HITLE:
A Withan ten {107 davs alter the daté Effecnve Date, Scller shall furmish or cause 1o

m furnished to Purchaser, at Purchaser's expense, a commitment issued by Fidel iy MNational
Title Company an Owner's Title Insurance Policy on the current form of American Land Tule
’\:,soq.;atmn Owner's Pohicy {or equivalent ;:sohs.m mcluding coverage over General Scbedule B
Excoptions in the amount of the purchase price; covenng the date hercol, subject enly to; 11}
those excephons to utle set forth on Exhibat "A" attached hereto and incorporated herein {the
“Permitted Exceptions™y. {11} title exceptions pe,na‘mng to heos or encumbrances of a definite or
ascertainable amount which may be removed by the payment ol money at the sme of closing. in
which case an amount sufficient 1o secure the release of such title exceptions shall be deducted

£




from the proceeds of sale due Seller at closing: and {ii1) acis done or suifered by. or judgments
against Purchaser, or those claiming by, throucvh or under Purchasers.

B. {f the utle commitment discloses unpemnned exceptions. Selier shali have thirty
{30} days from the date of delivery thereof o have the said exceptions waived. or to have the title
msurer commit to insure against loss or damage that may he caused by such excepuons and the
dm*n& date shall be delaved, if necessary, during said 30-dav period to ailow seller trme to have
said exceptions waived if Seller fails 1o have unpermiited exceptions waived or, m fhe
alternative, 1o obtain a comunitment for tie insurance specified above as 1o such exceptions.
within the specified time, Purchaser may ierminate the Contract between the o parfies. or mav
elect, upon-notice to Seller within ten {107 days afier the expiration of the 30- da'» pesied. o lake
the title as it then is, with the right to deduct iu}m the purchase price, liens ur enc amhmimss uf a
d finite or asceriaimable amount. If Purchaser does not s elect, this Contract between the parlics

i} bewvm null and voud, without further action of the pam‘.,:a. and all monies paid by
aser hereunder shall be refunded. ‘

mdlj“‘
i:

: Seller shall mmmh o Purchaser at closmg an Affidavit of
Trtle, cove nnw the date of c!osmy, subject only to those permitted special excentions set forth in
Section 11, and unpermitied exceptions. if any, a5 to which the title insurer commits 1o evtend
surance in the manner specified in Paragraph a

i3 PRORATIONS & EXPENSES: Ln,nera? and special real estaie and other ad valorem
taxes and assessments affecting the Property shail be prorated as of the closing date on the basis
of 1053% of the most recent ascertainable amounis of or other reliable wmformation in [2RpULL 16
each such item, and the net eredit to Furchaser or Seller shall be paid in cash on the Closing
Date. All such tuxes prorations shall be finai as of the closing date The parties shall cach be

solelv responsible for the fees and disbursements of their respective counsel and other
professional advisers. ‘

R

{ At the election m Seller or Pu ﬂhasc’: . upos notce W the other
pa r"s not iey\ than five (‘h days prior to the closing date. the shall be closed through an
Fscrow with a title company licensed 0 do business in the :ta:e s.,:i Hhneis. m accordance with
the general provisions of a deed and money Num\ agreement consistent with the terms of ths
Agreement. Upon creation of such an Escrow, anv hing wn this Contract between the parties (o
the contrary notwithsianding, payment of the Purchase Price and del liveny of the Deed shall be
made through the Escrow, The cost of the Escrow shall be divided equativ between Seller and
Purchaser, except that Purchaser shall pay the money lender's cscrow charges.

i3 PERFORMANCE Time is of the ess;enc’-c of thus Contract
1o, DEFAVLT

iy

u

A In the event Purchaser should i:ﬁi w0 perform its oblhigations under the Contract,

then Seller shall have the right 1o cancel the Contract by giving notice to Purchaser and the
’i

Tl
Insurer and to receive the forthwith delivery of the Farnest Mone

and all accrued interest

&




thereon. as liquidated damages, and the Contract shail be deemed 1o be terminated as of the dase
of such notice. This shall be Seller's sole and exclusive remedy under this Agreement, 1t bemg
understood that Scller's actual damages in the event of such default are difficult 10 ascertain and
that the Earnest Money 1s the parties’ best curreat estimate of such damages

B. o the event the sale of the Property fails 1o close as a result of a defaul by Selier
Purchaser's remedy shall be to either: ia) enforce the terms hereot by action for specific
performance with 2 reduction against the Purchase Price equal o the cosis and fees ingurred
Purchaser in obtaiming such judicial relief, or th) erminate this Agrecment and receive a rewm
of the Eamest Money, and afl accrued interest thereon, the First Extension Fee and the Second
Extension Fee. Purchaser may also seek un action against Seller for all costs. fees and expenses
incurred by Purchaser.

17 R¥1V, 3 INE. All irt:preseﬁtations, WaTanies, agreements  and
obhgations of the parties shall notwithstanding any investigation made by any party hereto,
survive the closing, shall not merge into any desd of conveyance. and the same shall inwe i the
benetit of and be binding upon the respective sucoessors and assigns of the parties. Selter may
not assign all or any part of its interest under this Agreement without the express writien consent
of Purchaser. which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld,

I8 NOTICES: Al notees required to be given under this Coniract shall be construed ©
mean notice i writing signed by or on behalf of the party enving same, and served apon the
other party or their attorney personally or deposited propeny addiessed to such party at the
address herein set forth inthe U § mail, postage paid, certutied or registered mail, return receipe
requested, '

i9. IRANSKFER TAX STAMPS: Seller shall pay for the State of litinois and County

Real Estate Transfer Tax stamps, Any apphicable City or Village transfer 1ax shall be paid by the

party designated in the Ordinance of the Municipality imposing the tax, except if ne partv i3 so
esignated, then the City or Village transfer 1ax shall be paid by Purchaser

-
4. ;

: REEY This Agreement comains the enure agresment
between the parties hereto. All negotiations between the parties are merged i this Agrecment,

and there are no understandings or agreements other than those incorperated in this A areement,

N MEFIT. Al represeniations. warrannes, ayreemenis  and
obligations of the parties shall, notwithstanding any mvestigation made by anv party hereto,
survive the closing, shail not merge into any deed of conveyance, and the same shall wnure to the
henefnt of and be binding upon the respective successers and assigns of the parties. Seller may
not assign all or any part of its interest under this Agreemeni without the CRPILLR WELSn Tonsent
of Purchaser, whick consent shall not be unreasonabiy withheld.

[ It 13 understeod and agreed that Purchaser has the fight 10 assign sig
rights under this Agreement to eny other person. party or entity and that the assignee shall be in




and stand in the same place and stead as Purchaser with all of the Purchaser's rights and
privileges herein. :

23. PREVAILING PARTY: Should either party <mploy an aftorney 10 enforce any of the
provisions hereof, {whether before or afier clogi g, and including any claims or actions mvolving
amounts held in escrow), the non-prevailing party in anv final judgment agrees to pay the other

party’s reasonable expenses, including reasonable atiomneys’ fees and expenses m or out of

= Lz

litigation and, if in litigation, irial, appellate, benkruptey or other proceedings, expended or
incurred in connection therewith, as determined by a court of competent jurisdiction. The
provisions of this Section shall survive closing andfor any termination of thic A greement,

24, LOUNTE S This Agreement ma\ be executed in two or more counterpart
copies, all of which counterparts shall have the same force and effect as if all parties herete had
executed a single copy of this Agreement.

25 HEADINGS: The captions and headings herein are for convenience and reference anly
and in no way define or hmit the Scope or content of this Agreement or in any way affect its
PFOVISIONS, '

IN'WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have set their hands and seals on the days
and dates written below. E

Date™:
2L s
SELLER: . PURCHASER:

PARADISE PARK ASSISTED LIVING - LEMONT, LLC Tempo Development, Inc.

By:  JFB Entepprises, Inc., its Managing Member %
M\ ! B}' ' %}
B\’r: e : V
L hs: 2=

L R T
James F. Boris, its President

Address:
i& Lilac Avenye
Fox Lake, i1 60020




PROJECT SUMMARY

FOX MEADOWS

Southeast corner of 131°t Street & Parker Road —Lemont, lllinois
PIN: 22-35-300-002-0000

The property located at the southeast corner of 131°* and Parker Road totals 11.99 acres and is being
proposed as a 30 lotsingle family residential subdivision. A breakdown of the parcelis as follows:

GROSS AREA: 11.99 Ac.
131st St. & Parker Road R.O.W. Dedication: 1.60 Ac.
NET AREA: 10.39 Ac.
30Single Family Residential Lots: 6.66  Ac.
Detention & Greenspace: 1.72 Ac.
Internal Road R.O.W. Dedication: 2.01 Ac.
DENSITY (dwelling units / gross area) 2.50
Maximum Lot Coverage 65.0%
Impervious Lot Coverage Area (Max.) 433 Ac
Impervious Roadway Coverage Area (+/-) 0.80 Ac.

The site planfor the subdivision was submitted to the Lemont Technical Review Committee and the
revised site planthatis submitted herein has addressed those comments as follows:

Zoning: The developer/applicantisaware of the annexation agreement forthe property thatrequires
a payment contribution perthe recapture agreement toward the installation of a trafficsignal at the
1315t Streetand Parker Road intersection.

Engineering: The north entrance is now proposed as a right-in / right-out section. The proposed right of
way width isshown as 60 feet which deviates from the standard Village width of 66 feet. The developer
/ applicantwould like to ask for a variance from this typical section.

Planning: APUD is beingrequested by the developer/applicantsince deviations from the Village’s
minimum lotsizes and minimum lot setbacksis being proposed. Accordingtothe Village Ordinance a



PUD triggers a requirementto provide open space within the development which willbe accounted for
aroundthe detention area.

The site planwas analyzedin ordertofitthe widerlots around the perimeterand the smallerlotsin the
interior but because of the cornersideyard setbacks it did notyield the same amount of lots as the
currentsite layout.

A tree surveyisnow included as part of this submittal packet.

Lemont Park District: Sidewalks will be provided within the subdivision and crossings will be provided
across Parker Road inorderto provide access to the planned park site within the Kettering subdivision.

Lemont High School District: Most of the single family homes that will be built within the subject
subdivision will typically contain three bedrooms with some as many as four.

PhotometricPlan: The developerwillsubmitaphotometricplan priorto the final PUD Agreementthat
will meetthe Village of Lemont’s Unified Development Ordinance (UDO).

Building Elevation: The developerhascommittedtoabrick knee wall on all foursides of the proposed
homes that will be constructed within this subdivision.
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Fox Meadows Existing tree survey
by Tempo Development
Southeast corner of 131st Street and Parker Road - Lemont, lllinois

TREE SURVEY

completed by JGS Landscape

Tree No. Species Size Condition
39 elm 24 avg
40 ash 12,18 avg
41 ash 8 avg
42 osage orange 12 poor
43 cherry 12,8,12 avg
44 elm 36 poor
45 cherry 12 poor
46 cherry 24 poor
47 poplar 24 poor
48 cherry 24 poor
49 cherry 12 poor
50 cherry 12 poor
51 maple 24 good
52 maple 18 good
53 maple 12 good
54 maple 24 good
55 maple 12 good
56 maple 24 good
57 maple 12 good
58 maple 18 good
59 poplar 36 poor
60 maple 12 avg
61 poplar 28 avg
62 elm 12,12 poor
63 poplar 24 poor
64 maple 30 avg
65 ash 12 poor
66 elm 24 poor
67 boxelder 36 avg
68 boxelder 12 avg
69 elm 12,24 poor
70 elm 24,24 poor
71 elm 24 poor
72 elm 24 poor
73 elm 36 poor
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74 elm 24 poor
75 poplar 24 poor
76 cherry 18 poor
77 elm 18 poor
78 elm 24 poor
79 elm 24 poor
80 elm 48 avg

81 elm 18 poor
82 elm 12 poor
83 elm 12 poor
84 elm 12 poor
85 elm 12 poor
86 elm 12 poor
87 elm 18 poor
88 poplar 36 avg

89 elm 18,18,18 poor
90 boxelder 12 poor
91 cherry 8 poor
92 poplar 18 poor
93 ash 12 poor
94 boxelder 18 poor
95 boxelder 24 poor
96 maple 12 avg

97 boxelder 8 poor
98 boxelder 24 poor
99 boxelder 24 poor
100 maple 24 avg

101 cherry 12 poor
102 boxelder 18 poor
103 boxelder 30 poor
104 poplar 24 poor
105 boxelder 12 poor
106 juniper 12 good
107 poplar 18 poor
108 boxelder 18 poor
109 poplar 42 good
110 boxelder 12 avg

111 boxelder 12 poor
112 boxelder 12 poor
113 cottonwood 9 poor
114 boxelder 12 poor

Note: Size is trunk diameter at 5 feet above grade

L:\Engineering\2015 Projects\15-0031\Tree Survey\15_1213 JGS lemont site 131 & Parker tree list.xlsx
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WETLAND DELINEATION REPORT

Project Name and Client: Lemont Site / Mr. Mike Ford
Project Number: 15-1106C

Location: Hlinois, Cook County, Lemont Township, Lemont, T37N R11E, Section 34
Latitude 41.6493772 Longitude -87.9496511

Date of Site Visit: November 30, 2015

Field Investigators: K. McMahon / P. Meuer

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The project area (approximately 12 acres in size) is located in Lemont, Cook County, lllinois
(Exhibit A: Location Map). The project area, as presented in this report, represents the property
limits investigated by ENCAP, Inc. for the presence of regulated surface water resources.
These limits do not necessarily reflect the boundaries of any proposed development activities.
The project area is generally bounded by 131% Street to the north, Parker Road to the west, and
residential properties to the east and south. The project area is located within the Des Plaines
River watershed.

The majority of the project area consists of agricultural fields that appear to have most recently
been used for corn and soybean production. The south and east property boundaries feature
non-native scrub/shrub vegetation, some established trees, and few instances of native
vegetation. These boundaries also feature excavated drainage ditches that receive discharge
from two separate detention ponds that provide hydrology 1o the site. A fencerow of non-native
scrub/shrub vegetation that runs north and south and divides the project area. The topography
includes gently sloped hills, drainage depressions, and wetland depressions.

Two non-farmed wetlands totaling approximately 0.92 acres were identified within the project
area. Wetland boundaries were identified and staked using methods sanctioned by the United
States Army Corps of Engineers. Wetland acreages provided in this report are estimations; a
survey of the staked wetland boundaries must be performed in order to obtain exact size and
location information. The majority of the site has recently been farmed, therefore, ENCAP, Inc.
conducted a farmed wetland determination utilizing protocol established by the U.S. Department
of Agriculture (USDA). No farmed wetlands were identified on-site. The locations of both
wetlands are identified on the attached aerial photograph (Exhibit F).

Basic information regarding wetland regulations may be found in the Regulatory Statement
portion of this report. Briefly, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) regulates all Waters
of the United States that are currently or historically navigable and all wetlands that are
connected to or associated with these waterways. In Cook County, isolated wetlands are
regulated through implementation of the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District Cook County
Watershed Management Ordinance. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers took jurisdiction of
Wetland 1 on January 21, 2015 due to its close proximity to Long Run Tributary B, a regulated
waterway (LRC-2015-00034). It appears that Wetland 2 is isolated and therefore not regulated



by the USACE; however, a formal jurisdictional determination from the USACE for this wetland
is still forthcoming.

Based on a December 1, 2015 review of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) technical
assistance website, sensitive (federally threatened or endangered) plant or animal species
habitat are not located on or adjacent to the project area and the proposed project will have “ho
effect” on those species (see attached USFWS Review Summary). Further consultation with
this agency is not required for a Section 404 Permit from the USACE. According to the lllinois
Department of Natural Resources (IDNR), sensitive (threatened or endangered) plant or animal
species are not known to exist within the vicinity of the project area (see attached IDNR
EcoCAT Results Report).

At the time of this wetland delineation report, current regulations state that this delineation is
valid for 3 years from the date of site visit.

PROJECT PURPOSE

The purpose of the site visit was to identify regulated surface water resources on, or within 100
feet of the project area. A floodplain determination was not included as part of our investigation.
On-site wetland areas encountered were delineated using standard methods sanctioned by the
United States Army Corps of Engineers in the Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual
(1987) and 2010 Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual:
Midwest Region and the United States Department of Agriculture National Food Security Act
Manual (1994 and 1996). Plant observations were made for calculating the Coefficient of
Conservatism (¢) and Floristic Quality Index (FQI) for each wetland plant community using the
Wilhelm method (Swink and Wilhelm, 1994). Observed wildlife and evaluation of resource
quality are also reported as required by the Chicago District USACE.




METHODS

1987 USACE Wetland Delineation Manual and 2010 Midwest Regional Supplement.

Prior to the site visit, a preliminary site evaluation is performed using aerial photography and
natural resource mapping. Potential wetland areas identified by these resources are evaluated
in the field to determine if they meet the requirements for a wetland based on the USACE
parameters of vegetation, hydrology, and soils. In general, positive indication of each of the
three parameters must be demonstrated to classify an area as wetland. Each of these
parameters is discussed below.

Vegetation — Three vegetative indicators are applied to plant communities in order to
determine if the hydrophytic vegetation criterion is met.

1.

More than 50% of the dominant plant species across all strata must be hydrophytic
(water tolerant). The U.S. Fish Wildlife Service has prepared a regional list of plants
occurring in wetlands which assigns the plant species different indicators. Wetland
plants fall into three indicator classes based on differing tolerances to water level and
soil saturation. These indicators are rated obligate wetland (OBL), facultative
wetland (FACW), or facuitative (FAC). Dominant plant species are recorded at
sample points within investigated areas. ,

The prevalence index is 3.0 or less. The prevalence index is a weighted-average
wetland indicator status of all plant species in a sampling plot. Each indicator status
category is given a numeric value (OBL = 1, FACW = 2, FAC = 3, FACU = 4, and
UPL = 5) and weighting is by abundance. A prevalence index of 3.0 or less indicates
that hydrophytic vegetation is present. The prevalence index is used to determine
whether hydrophytic vegetation is present on sites where indicators of hydric soil and
wetland hydrology are present but the vegetation initially fails the dominance test.
The plant community passes either the dominance test (Indictor 1) or the prevalence
index (Indicator 2) after reconsideration of the indicator status of certain plant
species that exhibit morphoiogicali adaptations for life in wetlands. Common
morphological adaptations include but are not limited to adventitious roots, multi-
stemmed trunks, shallow root systems developed on or near the soil surface, and
buttressing in tree species. To apply this indicator, these morphological features
must be observed on more than 50% of the individuals of a FACU species living in
an area where indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology are present.

Hydrology — To be considered a wetland, an area must have 14 or more consecutive
days of flooding or ponding, or a water table 12 inches or less below the soil surface,
during the growing season at a minimum frequency of 5 years in 10. Wetland hydrology
indicators are divided into four groups as described below:

o Group A - indicators are based on the direct observation of surface water or
groundwater during a site visit.

o Group B — consists of evidence that the site is subject to flooding or ponding,
although it may not be inundated currently. These indicators include water
marks, drift deposits, sediment deposits, and similar features.

o Group C - consists of other evidence that the soil is saturated currently or was
saturated recently. Some of these indicators, such as oxidized rhizopheres
surrounding living roots and the presence of reduced iron or sulfur in the soil
profile, indicate that the soil has been saturated for an extended period.



o Group D — consists of landscape and vegetation characteristics that indicate
contemporary rather than historical wet conditions. These indicators include
stunted or stressed plants, geomorphic position, and the FAC-neutral test.

Wetland hydrology indicators are intended as one-time observations of site conditions
that are sufficient evidence of wetland hydrology. Within each group, indicators are
divided into two categories — primary and secondary. One primary indicator from any
group is sufficient to conclude that wetland hydrology is present. In the absence of a
primary indicator, two or more secondary indicators from any group are required to
conclude that wetland hydrology is present.

e Soils - To be considered a wetland, an area must contain hydric soil. Hydric soils are
formed under conditions of saturation, flooding, or ponding long enough during the
growing season to develop anaerobic (lacking oxygen) conditions in the upper part.
Soils generally, but not always, will develop indicators that are formed predominantly by
the accumulation or loss of iron, manganese, sulfur, or carbon compounds in a saturated
and anaerobic environment. The most current edition of the United States Department
of Agriculture, Natural Resource Conservation Service Field Indicators of Hydric Soils in
the United States is used for identification of hydric soils. Field indicators of hydric soils
include but are not limited to the presence of any of the following: histic epipedon,
sulfidic odor, at least 2 centimeters of muck, depleted matrix, and/or redoximorphic
features. Field indicators are usually examined in the top 20 inches of the soil. Soil
colors are determined using Munsell Soil Color Charts.

Areas meeting these three criteria are staked in the field for surveying purposes. Boundaries
are demarcated in the field with pink flagged pin stakes labeled “WETLAND DELINEATION.”
Staked boundaries are mapped on an aerial photograph included in this report. Approximate
off-site wetland boundaries are identified on the aerial photograph and were determined using
available aerial photographs, wetland maps, and field observation.

Farmed Wetland Determinations.

ENCAP, Inc. conducted a wetland determination on the farmed portion of the project area using
National Food Security Act Manual (NFSAM) methodology. Aerial photographs are reviewed in
order to identify potential farmed wetland signatures. The identified suspect areas are then field
investigated to confirm that the areas are in fact wetlands. Copies of the aerial photographs
used in identifying farmed wetlands are included in this report.



MAP REVIEW

e The National Wetlands Inventory identifies an Excavated Palustrine
Unconsolidated Bottom Intermittently Exposed Wetland (PUBGx) within the
southeastern portion of the site (Exhibit B).

+ The Soil Map identifies the following soils within the project area: Ashkum silty clay
loam (232A), Symerton silt loam (294B), and Markham silt loam (531B, 531C2).
Ashkum silty clay loam (232A) is considered hydric in Cook County (Exhibit C).

e The 2015 United States Geologic Survey (USGS) Topographic Map does not
identify any surface drainage within the project area; however, two open water ponds
are identified adjacent to the eastern and southern property boundaries (Exhibit D).

» The Flood Insurance Rate Map identifies the project area outside the 500-year
floodplain (Exhibit E).



SPECIFIC DESCRIPTION OF IDENTIFIED WATER RESOURCES

Wetland 1. This wetland (approximately 0.89 acres in total size) is located within the northwest
portion of the project area. The wetland is situated at the lowest elevation point within the
project area and receives overland flow from the surrounding agricultural fields and roadside
ditches. Surface water was contained in small pockets throughout the wetland during the field
investigation. The wetland is comprised mostly of low-quality, non-native grasses and scrub-
shrub vegetation with few instances of native vegetation. Small birds and a variety of insects
were observed during the field investigation.

The buffer surrounding the wetland is comprised primarily of Reed Canary Grass (Phalaris
arundinacea), Kentucky Bluegrass (Poa pratensis), and agricultural land. The U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers took jurisdiction of Wetland 1 on January 21, 2015 due to its close proximity to
Long Run Tributary B, a regulated waterway (LRC-2015-00034). Based on the definition of a
high-quality aquatic resource noted in Appendix A of the Chicago District Regional Permit
Program, Wetland 1 would not be considered a high quality aquatic resource.

Four sample points were established within and adjacent to Wetland 1 to characterize the
vegetation, soils, and hydrology at various plant communities within the wetland (Exhibit F:
Aerial Photograph). The on-site wetland boundaries were demarcated with 22 pink flagged pin
stakes.

Wetland 1 was primarily vegetated by Reed Canary Grass, Cattails (Typha spp.) and Kentucky
Blue Grass. The mapped soil series is Ashkum silty clay loam (232A) and Symerton silt loam
(294B). Ashkum silty clay loam (232A) is considered a hydric soil in Cook County. USDA field
indicators A10: 2 cm Muck and F6: Redox Dark Surface provided evidence of hydric soil.
Surface water, high water table, saturation, drainage patterns, crayfish burrows, geomorphic
position, and the FAC-neutral test provided evidence of persistent hydrology (See Wetland
Determination Data Forms).

The native mean Coefficient of Conservatism (¢) for Wetland 1 was 1.95, and the native Floristic
Quality Index (FQI) of Wetland 1 was 8.49 (see attached Floristic Quality Data). These values
indicate a low quality plant community.

Wetland 2. This wetland (approximately 0.03 acres in total size) is located within the
southcentral portion of the project area. The wetland features a drainage depression that
receives discharge from an off-site pond that is located outside the southeast portion of the
project area. Water flows to the west within the drainage depression where it eventually
infiltrates into the soil. The wetland area is comprised mostly of low-quality and non-native
scrub-shrub vegetation with few instances of native vegetation. Small birds and a variety of
insects were observed during the field investigation.

The buffer surrounding the wetland is comprised of European Buckthorn (Rhamnus cathartica),
Honeysuckle (Lonicera tatarica), and few native forbs. Wetland 2 appears to be isolated and
therefore, not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; however, the wetland
is regulated by Cook County/MWRD through implementation of the County Stormwater
Ordinance. Based on the definition of a high-quality aquatic resource noted in Appendix A of
the Chicago District Regional Permit Program, Wetland 2 would not be considered a high quality
aquatic resource.



Two sample points were established within and adjacent to Wetland 2 to characterize the
vegetation, soils, and hydrology (Exhibit F: Aerial Photograph). Wetland 2 was primarily
vegetated by European Buckthorn, Cottonwood (Populus deltoides), Panicled Aster
(Symphyotrichum lanceolatum) and Riverbank Grape (Vitis riparia). The mapped soil series is
Ashkum silty clay loam (232A), a hydric soil. USDA field indicator F6: Redox Dark Surface
provided evidence of hydric soil. Surface water, high water table, saturation, watermarks, drift
deposits, water-stained leaves, drainage patterns, and geomorphic position provided evidence
of persistent hydrology (See Wetland Determination Data Forms).

The native mean Coefficient of Conservatism (¢) for Wetland 2 was 1.44, and the native Floristic
Quality Index (FQI) of Wetland 2 was 4.33 (see attached Floristic Quality Data). These values
indicate a low quality plant community.

Off-site Stormwater Pond 1. This stormwater pond is located south of the project area. The
pond features a naturalized stormwater pond that receives discharge from a subdivision
southeast of the project area as well as overland flows from the surrounding area. The National
Wetlands Inventory identifies the pond as an Excavated Palustrine Unconsolidated Bottom
Intermittently Exposed Wetland (PUBGx). Discharge from the pond flows through a constructed
culvert and drains into the drainage depression that Wetland 2 has developed around. The
wetland fringe surrounding the pond is comprised mostly of low-quality and non-native grasses
and scrub-shrub vegetation with few instances of native vegetation. Small birds and a variety of
insects were observed during the field investigation. This off-site pond was identified
approximately 10-20 feet south of the project area.

The buffer surrounding the pond is comprised of Reed Canary Grass, Kentucky Bluegrass turf
grass areas, non-native, scrub-shrub vegetation dominated by European Buckthorn, Willows
(Salix spp.), and few instances of native forbs including Panicled Aster and Blue Vervain
(Verbena hastata). Off-site Stormwater Pond 1 appears to be isolated and therefore, not under
the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. The pond should be exempt from MWRD
wetland regulations since it is a created stormwater feature. Based on the definition of a high-
quality aquatic resource noted in Appendix A of the Chicago District Regional Permit Program,
Off-site Stormwater Pond 1 would not be considered a high quality aguatic resource.

Two sample points were established within and adjacent to Off-site Stormwater Pond 1 to
characterize the vegetation, soils, and hydrology (Exhibit F: Aerial Photograph). Off-site
Stormwater Pond 1 was primarily vegetated by Reed Canary Grass and Kentucky Bluegrass.
The mapped soil series is Ashkum silty clay loam (232A), a hydric soil and Markham silt loam, a
non-hydric soil. USDA field indicators A10: 2 cm Muck and A11: Depleted Below Dark Surface
provided evidence of hydric soil. Surface water, high water table, saturation, geomorphic
position, and the FAC-neutral test provided evidence of persistent hydrology (See Wetland
Determination Data Forms).

The native mean Coefficient of Conservatism (&) for Off-site Stormwater Pond 1 was 2.08, and
the native Floristic Quality Index (FQI) of Off-site Stormwater Pond 1 was 7.22 (see attached
Floristic Quality Data). These values indicate a low quality plant community.

Off-site Stormwater Pond 2. This pond is located east of the project area. The pond features
a naturalized stormwater pond that receives discharge from the surrounding subdivision as well
as overland flows from the surrounding area. The National Wetlands Inventory identifies the
pond as an Excavated Palustrine Unconsolidated Bottom Intermittently Exposed Wetland
(PUBGXx). Discharge from the pond flows through a constructed culvert and drains into an




excavated drainage ditch that eventually connects to the 131% Street roadside drainage ditch.
The wetland fringe surrounding the pond is comprised mostly of low-quality and non-native
grasses and scrub-shrub vegetation with few instances of native vegetation. Small birds and a
variety of insects were observed during the field investigation. This off-site pond was identified
approximately 10-20 feet east of the project area.

The buffer surrounding the pond is comprised of Reed Canary Grass, Kentucky Bluegrass turf
grass areas, non-native, scrub-shrub vegetation dominated by European Buckthorn, Willows
(Salix spp.), and few instances of native forbs including Panicled Aster. Off-site Stormwater
Pond 2 appears to be isolated and therefore, not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers. The pond should be exempt from MWRD wetland regulations since it is a created
stormwater feature. Based on the definition of a high-quality aquatic resource noted in
Appendix A of the Chicago District Regional Permit Program, Off-site Stormwater Pond 2 would
not be considered a high quality aquatic resource.

Two sample points were established within and adjacent to Off-site Stormwater Pond 2 to
characterize the vegetation, soils, and hydrology (Exhibit F: Aerial Photograph). Off-site
Stormwater Pond 2 was primarily vegetated by Reed Canary Grass and Kentucky Bluegrass.
The mapped soil series is Ashkum silty clay loam (232A), a hydric soil and Markham silt loam, a
non-hydric soil. USDA field indicator A11: Depleted Below Dark Surface provided evidence of
hydric soil. Surface water, high water table, saturation, water-stained leaves, true aquatic
plants, and geomorphic position provided evidence of persistent hydrology (See Wetland
Determination Data Forms).

The native mean Coefficient of Conservatism (¢) for Off-site Stormwater Pond 2 was 2.00, and
the native Floristic Quality Index (FQI) of Off-site Stormwater Pond 2 was 5.29 (see attached
Floristic Quality Data). These values indicate a low quality plant community.



INVESTIGATION OF FARMED AREAS

During the field investigation, the majority of the site consisted of agricultural land. ENCAP, Inc.
evaluated Farm Service Agency (FSA) aerial photographs (slides) year by year using NRCS
wetland signature criteria. See the attached aerial photographs for years reviewed and wetland
signatures observed. WETS Station data from Joliet Brandon Road Dam, lllincis {closest
location available) is also attached. No persistent wetiand signatures were observed in 50% or
more of the reviewed years with normal precipitation. Therefore, no areas on-site meet the
hydrology criterion of a farmed wetland.

Table 1. Slide Analysis Summary
Mr. Mike Ford / Lemont Site

Sample Points
Year FSA Slide #: Precipitation Type of ASignature / Corresponding Number
1998 F25-5600026 Normal N D/3
2000 F25-7600110 Wet D/7 D/6
2001 F25-1020002 Normal N D/3
2002 F9-7-1034 Normal N D/2
2003 (G13-2200057 Normal N N
Percent wetland signatures present in 0% 75%
years with normal precipitation
Hydric soil present based on filed Yes No
inspection
Identified as wetland on the NWI No No
Qualifies as Farmed Wetland No No

D=Discoloration
N=No Wetland Signatures Observed
Y= Yes / ldentified



ADDITIONAL AREAS INVESTIGATED FOR WETLAND STATUS

Three additional vegetated sites located within the project area were examined to determine if
they satisfied wetland criteria. None of these sites so qualified; therefore, they are referred to as
Investigated Areas in this report. Each area is briefly described herein and USACE data forms
are provided to support our negative findings (See USACE data forms).

Investigated Area 1. This investigated area is located in the south central portion of the project
area (Exhibit F: Aerial Photograph — Sample Point A). It consists of a depression on the edge of
an agricultural field. The area was investigated because it contained a mixture of hydrophytic
and upland vegetation.

Investigated Area 1 was primarily vegetated by Corn. The mapped soil series is Ashkum silty
clay loam (232A), a hydric soil. USDA field indicator F6: Redox Dark Surface provided evidence
of hydric soil. Drainage patterns and geomorphic position provided some evidence of persistent
hydrology (See Wetland Determination Data Forms).

Based on the dominance of upland plant species; Investigated Area 1 does not qualify as
wetland.

Investigated Area 2. This investigated area is located within the central portion of the project
area (Exhibit F: Aerial Photograph — Sample Point D). It consists of a field currently used for
agricultural production. The area was investigated because it appeared as a wetland signature
in 75% of historical aerials with normal precipitation.

Investigated Area 2 was primarily vegetated by Corn. The mapped soil series is Ozaukee silt
loam (531C2), a non-hydric soil. The field investigated soils did not exhibit hydric
characteristics. The review of historic aerial photographs provided evidence of farmed wetland
hydrology (See Wetland Determination Data Forms).

Based on the presence of non-hydric soil, Investigated Area 2 does not qualify as farmed
wetland.

Investigated Area 3. This investigated area is located just east of the eastern property
boundary in the northeast portion of the project area (Exhibit F: Aerial Photograph — Sample
Point 1). It consists of an excavated stormwater drainage ditch. The area was investigated
because of the presence of flowing water and its ability to support some hydrophytic vegetation.

Investigated Area 3 was primarily vegetated by Reed Canary Grass and Kentucky Blue Grass.
The mapped soil series is Ashkum silty clay loam (232A), hydric soil. USDA field indicators A11:
Depleted Below Dark Surface and F6: Redox Dark Surface provided evidence of hydric soil.
Surface water, high water table and saturation provided evidence of persistent hydrology (See
Wetland Determination Data Forms).

Investigated Area 3 does qualify as wetland based on the three parameters, however this
feature should not be regulated by the MWRD or USACE because it is a result of artificial
hydrology and creation due to a culvert connection to a stormwater basin. It appears that if
artificial hydrology were to cease, the area would revert back to upland conditions.
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REGULATORY STATEMENT

Federal Requlations: The deposition of dredge or fill materials into federally jurisdictional
wetlands or Waters of the United States is regulated by the USACE under Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act.

The Chicago District USACE has implemented a Regional Permit Program (RPP), replacing the
previous Nationwide Permit Program. Generally, the RPP authorizes up to 0.10 acre of low
quality wetland to be filled without mitigation. Low quality wetland impacts totaling between 0.10
acre and 1.0 acres may qualify for a Regional Permit with compensatory wetland mitigation.
Under the RPP, total wetland impacts in excess of 1.0 acre or any single crossing greater than
0.25 acre will not qualify for a Regional Permit and will require an Individual Permit.

Projects qualifying for a Regional Permit must also establish and/or enhance an upland buffer of
native plants (or other appropriate vegetation approved by the District) adjacent to all created,
restored, enhanced or preserved waters of the U.S., including wetlands. Created buffers should
be established on 6:1 or gentler slopes. Minimum buffer widths are as follows:

e For any waters of the U.S. that do not qualify as wetland (e.g., lakes, rivers, ponds,
etc.) the buffer shall be a minimum of 50 feet from the Ordinary High water Mark
(OHWM);

® For any jurisdictional wetland from 0.25 acres and up to 0.50 acre, the buffer shall be
a minimum of 30 feet;

® For any jurisdictional wetland over 0.50 acre, the buffer shall be a minimum of 50
feet; and

e For any waters of the U.S. determined to be a high-quality aquatic resource, the
buffer shall be a minimum of 100 feet.

The District may allow buffer widths below the above-required minimums. It shall be incumbent
on the applicant to demonstrate that no practicable alternatives are available that would not
impact the required buffer widths.

Under the regulations, secondary impacts (both on-site and off-site) from filling also must be
evaluated. Mitigation may be required at a higher rate if a project will significantly alter wetland
functions such as stormwater detention, water filtration, sediment trapping, and/or wildlife
habitat.

Before mitigation will be approved, reasonable proof that avoidance or minimization of wetland
impacts has been attempted must be provided to the USACE.

A USACE permit is not required if the wetlands are avoided and construction erosion near a
wetland is controlled.

Cook County Watershed Management Ordinance: The Cook County Watershed
Management Ordinance, administrated by the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District
(MWRD), regulates development of areas in or near isolated wetlands within Cook County. If
wetlands on-site are found to be isolated and non-jurisdictional by the Chicago District USACE,
a County Watershed Management Permit must be obtained as a separate submittal to the
MWRD.
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Under the ordinance, wetlands are classified as either Standard or High-Quality according to the
functional and biological value of the wetland. High-quality wetlands are those which have a
Floristic Quality Index value (FQI) greater than 20 and/or are known to contain federal or state-
listed threatened or endangered species (Section 603.8). Wetlands not meeting these criteria
are assigned Standard status. Impacts to isolated wetland areas regulated through the Cook
County Watershed Management Ordinance shall be mitigated according to the ratios detailed in
the below table.

Wetland High-Quality Isolated Standard Isolated Standard Isolated
Classification Wetland Wetland >0.1 acre Wetland <0.1 acre
Mitigation Ratio 3:1 1.5:1 none

Before a permit to fill a wetland is granted, a site plan must be issued documenting impacts to
the wetlands both on and off-site. Direct and indirect impacts must be assessed. Information
indicating that no practicable alternative exists to wetland modification must be submitted for
impacts to High-quality Isolated Wetlands and Standard Isolated Wetlands 0.1 acre in size or
greater. Mitigation must replace or duplicate lost values. Emphasis is placed on mitigating
within the same watershed as the lost acreage.

Development within 50 feet of a Standard Isolated Wetland and 100 feet of a High-Quality
Isolated Wetland shall not, without mitigation, cause adverse changes in flows entering the
wetland, damage vegetation, or adversely affect any ground water infiltration functions.

lllinois Department of Natural Resources Adency Action Plans for Interagency Wetlands
Policy Act of 1989: The lllinois Interagency Wetlands Policy Act of 1989 is intended to ensure
that there is no overall net loss of the State’s existing wetland acres or their functional values
resulting from State-supported activities. The Act charges State agencies with a further duty to
“preserve, enhance and create wetlands where necessary to increase the quality and quantity of
the State’s wetland resource base.”

The Interagency Wetlands Policy Act of 1988 states that any construction, land management or
other activity performed by, or for which financial assistance is administered or provided by, a
State agency that will result in an adverse impact to a wetland shall be subject to compliance.
This includes, but is not limited to the following:

= The alteration, removal, excavation, or dredging of soil, sand, gravel, minerals, organic
matter, vegetation, or naturally occurring minerals of any kind from a wetland;

» The discharge or deposit of fill material or dredged material in a wetland;

= The alteration of existing drainage characteristics, sedimentation patterns, or flood
retention characteristics of a wetland;

= The disturbance of water level or water table of a wetland;

= The destruction or removal of plant life that would alter the character of a wetland,
except for activities undertaken in accordance with the lllinois Noxious Weed Act;

» The transfer of State owned wetlands to any entity other than another state agency; and

= Other actions that cause or may cause adverse wetland impacts.

The Act is to be implemented through a State Wetland Mitigation Policy. The State Wetland
Mitigation Policy requires preservation of wetlands as the primary objective. Where adverse
wetland impacts are unavoidable, progressive levels of compensation based upon the level of
impact to the existing wetland and the location of compensation wetlands are required.
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RECOMMENDATIONS

Two wetlands totaling approximately 0.92 acres were identified on the project area. Two off-site
stormwater ponds were identified approximately 10-20 feet south and east of the project area.
The off-site ponds should be exempt from local requirements. The U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers has the final authority in determining the jurisdictional status of the wetlands identified
on site. Wetland 1 was determined to be jurisdictional by the USACE on January 21, 2015
(LRC-2015-00034). A request for jurisdictional determination of Wetland 2 has been sent to the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers by ENCAP, Inc. Its status is still pending.

Any impacts to jurisdictional wetland, Waters of the U.S., or associated buffers will require U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers and Cook County/MWRD notification. ENCAP, Inc. can assist you
with the request for jurisdictional determination, permit applications, agency negotiations,
wetland design plans, and mitigation plans which may be applicable to your project. The
wetland consultant should be involved during the planning and design stages of the project to
avoid complications with the agencies after the plan has been drafted. Proper planning
regarding wetlands can reduce delays caused by the permitting process and costly changes in
site plans.

The Corps of Engineers will not perform wetland boundary verifications during the winter
season. If an application for a wetland permit will be submitted to the Corps of Engineers during
the winter months, we recommend that a request for concurrence of jurisdictional boundaries be
sent to the Corps during the growing season. This will prevent a delay in the permitting
process. ENCAP, Inc. is available to assist you with obtaining Corps concurrence.
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Archaeological Survey Requirements: An archaeological survey may be required before a
Section 404 permit will be issued for wetland impacts. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers will
make this determination as part of the permit application review. The archaeological survey
must cover all areas of the project area, not wetlands only. If you already have a letter from the
llinois Historic Preservation Agency (IHPA) stating an archaeological survey is required, you
should act on it because the USACE will support this notification.
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SOIL Sampting Paint F

Profile Description: {Describe the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(Inches) Color (Moist) % Color (Moist) % Type' Log? Texture Remarks

0-6 10YR 3/2 100 - L _ SiC

614 10YR 3/2 23 10YR 6/2 5 b M Sic

10YR 4/6 3 c M
"Type: C = Concentration, D= Depletion, RM = Reduced Matrix, CS = Covered or Coated Sand Grains ?Locaton: PL =Pore Lining, M = Matrix
Hydric Soil Indicators Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®
[] Histosol (A1) [0 sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) [ Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
[ Histic Epipedon (A2) [ sandy Redox (S5) [ Dark Surface (S7)
(] Biack Histic (A3) [ Stripped Matrix (S6) 7 Iron- Manganese Masses (F12)
[ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) O Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) [ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
[ Stratified Layers (A5) [ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)
[1 2 em Muck (A10) [ Depleted Matrix (F3)
[ Depleted below Dark Surface (A11) [ Redox Dark Surface (F6)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12) [ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) 3indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
[ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) [ Redox Depressions (F8) hydrology must be present unless disturbed or
[ 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (§3) problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed)
Type:

Depth: Hydric Soil Present? Yes[] No[X
Remarks:
HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (Minimum of one is required: check all that apply) Secondary Indicators {minimum of two required)
] Surface Water (A1) ] Water Stained Leaves (B9) ] Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
{1 High Water Table (A2) [0 Aquatic Fauna (B 3) (] Drainage Patterns (B10)
[ Saturation (A3) [ True Aquatic Plants (B14) [] Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
[ water Marks (B1) [1 Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
[ Sediment Deposits (B2) [ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) [ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
[ Drift Deposits (B3) [ Presence of Reduced iron (C4) [ Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
[ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) [ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) (O Geomorphic Position (D2)
[ iron Deposits (B5) [3 Thin Muck Surface (C7) CJFAC-Neutrat Test (D5)

[ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) [ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
[] Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (88)  [] Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes ] Nold Depth (inches) _N/A
Water Table Present? Yes ] Nol® Depth (inches) N/A
Saturation Present? Yes [] No[XI Depth (inches) N/A Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes[] No [}
(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM -- Midwest Region

Project/Site: _Lemont Site

Applicant/Owner: _Mike Ford

City/County:

Lemont / Cook Sampling Date: _11/30/2015

State: L Sampling Point: G

Investigator(s) K. McMahon / P. Meuer

Landform (hilisiope, terrace, etc.):

Section, Township, Range:

Naturalized Stormwater Pond

Section 34, T37N, R11E

Local Relief (concave, convex, none):  None

Slope (%): 0 Lat:  41.6493772

Long:

-87.9496511 Datum: Off-Site Stormwater Pond 2

Soil Map Unit Name: Ashkum silty clay loam (232A)

NWI classification: PUBGx

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? ~ Yes I No [ (If no explain in remarks)

1 Soil
O soil

3 Hydrology O

O Hydrology D

Are vegetation

Are vegetation

significantly disturbed?

naturally problematic?

Yes 4 No (]

Are normal circumstances present?

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No []
Hydric Soils Present ? Yes {X] No [] Is the Sampled Area Within a Wetland? YesX No[]
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No []
Remarks:
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30’ ) % Cover Species? Status
1. Number of Dominant Species
2. That are OBL,FACW, or FAC: _3_(A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4, Species Across All Strata: 4 (B)
5.
0 = Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15 ) That are OBL,FACW, or FAC _ 75% _ (A/B)
1. _Rhamnus cathartica 20 Y FAC Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Populus deltoides 5 Y FAC Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species: x1=
4, FACW species: X2=
5. FAC species: x3=
FACU species: x4=
25 =Total Cover UPL species: x5=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) Column Totals (A)
1.  Phalaris arundinacea 70 Y FACW
2. “Solidago aftissima 20 Y FACU Prevalence Index =B/A =
3. _ Symphyotrichum lanceolatum 5 N FAC
4.  Epilobium coloratum 2 N OBL Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5.  Cirsium arvense 2 N FACU
6. Persicaria pensylvanica 1 N FACW [ Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
7. X Dominance Test is >50%
8. {d Prevalence Index is < 3.0
9. [ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
100 =Total Cover !:I Ffroblematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: 30’ ) Indicators of hydric §0|l and wetland hydrglogy must
1. be present, unless disturbed or problematic
2.
0 =Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes[X No (]

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet)
Photograph 20
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SOIL Sampling Point___ G

Profile Description: (Describe the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(Inches) Color (Moist) % Color (Moist) % Texture Remarks
0-5 10YR 3/2 95 10YR 5/2 5 SicL
512 10YR 5/2 28 10YR 5/6 2 SiCL

|

<

l I I l IO o5
‘D.-t

-

I=ZI=3

8

Type: C = Concentration, D= Depletion, RM = Reduced Matrix, CS = Covered or Coated Sand Grains L ocaton: PL =Pore Lining, M = Matrix

Hydric Soil Indicators Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®

[_1 Histosol (A1) [1 Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) [1 Coast Prairie Redox (A16)

[] Histic Epipedon (A2) [ sandy Redox (S5) 1 Dark Surface (S7)

{1 Black Histic (A3) {3 stripped Matrix (S6) [ Iron- Manganese Masses (F12)

[1 Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) 1 Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) [ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)

[ Stratified Layers (A5) ] Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)

1 2 em Muck (A10) 1 Depleted Matrix (F3)

B4 Depleted below Dark Surface (A11) [1 Redox Dark Surface (F6)

[ Thick Dark Surface (A12) [1 Depleted Dark Surface (F7) 3ndicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
[0 sandy Mucky Minerat (S1) [] Redox Depressions (F8) hydrology must be present uniess disturbed or
(] 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed)
Type: Gravel

Depth: 12 Hydric Soil Present? Yes [ No[]
Remarks:
HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (Minimum of one is required: check all that apply) Secondary Indicators {minimum of two required)
B4 Surface Water (A1) B4 Water Stained Leaves (B9) [ Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
[ High Water Table (A2) [ Aquatic Fauna (B 3) [J Drainage Patterns (B10)
Saturation (A3) & True Aquatic Plants (B14) [] Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
[ Water Marks (B1) [ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
[ Sediment Deposits (B2) [0 Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) [] Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
[ Drift Deposits (B3) [ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) [ Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
[ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) [ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (CB) & Geomorphic Position (D2)
[ Iron Deposits (B5) [ Thin Muck Surface (C7) [JFAC-Neutral Test (D5)

[] inundation Visible on Aerial imagery (B7) [] Gauge or Well Data (D9)
] Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No[] Depth (inches) _2"

Water Table Present? Yes &J No[[] Depth (inches) _0"
Saturation Present? Yes [X] No[] Depth (inches) Q" Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes[X] No []

(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
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2585 Wagner Ct.
DeKalb, IL 60115
Phone: 815.748.4500
Fax: 815.748.4255
www.encapinc.net

December 1, 2015

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Chicago lllinois Field Office

1250 S. Grove Avenue, Suite 103
Barrington, IL 60010

Re: USFWS Review Summary - Section 7 Endangered Species Act Consultation
Project: Lemont Site, located in lllinois, Cook County, Lemont Township, T37N
R11E Section 34; Latitude 41.6493772 N; Longitude -87.9496511 W
ENCARP, Inc. project # 15-1106C
Client: Mr. Mike Ford

The project area (approximately 12 acres) consists primarily of agricultural fields that appear to
have most recently been used for Corn (Zea mays) and Soybean (Glycine max) production.
The project area is generally bounded by 131 Street to the north, Parker Road to the west, and
residential properties to the east and south. The proposed project area is a residential
subdivision development.

ENCAP, Inc. carefully reviewed the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) technical
assistance website on December 1, 2015, for federally listed threatened and endangered
species. According to the website, 10 species are listed and may be present in Cook County:
the Northern Long-Eared Bat, Piping Plover, Easter Massasauga, Rufa Red Knot, Hine's
Emerald Dragonfly, Rattlesnake-Master Borer Moth, Eastern Prairie Fringed Orchid, Leafy-
Prairie Clover, Mead’s Milkweed, and the Prairie Bush Clover.

Two low-quality wetlands totaling approximately 0.92 acres were identified within the project
area. Wetland 1 consists of a wetland depression that receives drainage from the surrounding
agricultural fields. The native mean C-value is 1.95 and the native FQI value is 8.49. Wetland 2
consists of a wooded depression that receives discharge from an off-site pond and overland
flow. The native mean C-value is 1.44 and the native FQI value is 4.33. Neither wetland
contains caves, lakeshore beaches, sedge meadows, coastal areas, wet meadows, woodland
openings, tallgrass prairie, or mesic prairie habitats that would support the above listed species.

No areas on-site contain suitable habitats for the above listed species. Therefore, ENCAP, Inc.
concludes that the Lemont Site does not contain the aforementioned listed species, their
habitats, or designated critical habitat and will have “no effect” on the aforementioned species.

i

Yooy, N
)

Kathryn McMahon
Ecological Consultant
ENCAP, Inc.
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Ecological Compliance ssment T

Applicant:  ENCAP, Inc IDNR Project Number: 1605294
Contact: Susan Rowley Date: 12/01/2015
Address: 2585 Wagner Court Alternate Number: 15-1106C

DeKalb, IL 60115

Project: Lemont Site
Address: SEC of 131st Street and Parker Road, Lemont

Description: Wetland Delineation

Natural Resource Review Results
This project was submitted for information only. It is not a consultation under Part 1075.

The IHlinois Natural Heritage Database contains no record of State-listed threatened or endangered species,
lllinois Natural Area Inventory sites, dedicated illinois Nature Preserves, or registered Land and Water
Reserves in the vicinity of the project location.

Location

The applicant is responsible for the
accuracy of the location submitted
for the project.

County: Cook

Township, Range, Section:
37N, 11E, 35

IL Department of Natural Resources
Contact

Impact Assessment Section
217-785-5500

Division of Ecosystems & Environment

Disclaimer

The lllinois Natural Heritage Database cannot provide a conclusive statement on the presence, absence, or
condition of natural resources in lllinois. This review reflects the information existing in the Database at the time
of this inquiry, and should not be regarded as a final statement on the site being considered, nor should it be a
substitute for detailed site surveys or field surveys required for environmental assessments. If additional
protected resources are encountered during the project’s implementation, compliance with applicable statutes
and regulations is required.

Terms of Use

By using this website, you acknowledge that you have read and agree to these terms. These terms may be
revised by IDNR as necessary. If you continue to use the ECoCAT application after we post changes to these
terms, it will mean that you accept such changes. If at any time you do not accept the Terms of Use, you may not
continue to use the website.
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IDNR Project Number: 1605294

1. The IDNR EcoCAT website was developed so that units of local government, state agencies and the public
could request information or begin natural resource consultations on-line for the llinois Endangered Species
Protection Act, lllinois Natural Areas Preservation Act, and lllinois Interagency Wetland Policy Act. EcoCAT uses
databases, Geographic Information System mapping, and a set of programmed decision rules to determine if
proposed actions are in the vicinity of protected natural resources. By indicating your agreement to the Terms of
Use for this application, you warrant that you will not use this web site for any other purpose.

2. Unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information on this website are strictly prohibited and
may be punishable under the Computer Fraud and Abuse Act of 1986 and/or the National Information
Infrastructure Protection Act.

3. IDNR reserves the right to enhance, modify, alter, or suspend the website at any time without notice, or to
terminate or restrict access.

Security

EcoCAT operates on a state of lllinois computer system. We may use software to monitor traffic and to identify
unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information, to cause harm or otherwise to damage this
site. Unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information on this server is strictly prohibited by law,

Unauthorized use, tampering with or modification of this system, including supporting hardware or software, may
subject the violator to criminal and civil penalties. In the event of unauthorized intrusion, all relevant information
regarding possible violation of law may be provided to law enforcement officials.

Privacy

EcoCAT generates a public record subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act. Otherwise, IDNR
uses the information submitted to EcoCAT solely for internal tracking purposes.
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SITE:
LOCALE:

BY:
NOTES:

CONSERVATISM-
BASED
METRICS

MEAN C

(NATIVE SPECIES)
MEAN C

(ALL SPECIES)
MEAN C

(NATIVE TREES)
MEAN C

(NATIVE SHRUBS)
MEAN C

(NATIVE
HERBACEOUS)
FQAI

(NATIVE SPECIES)
FQAI

(ALL SPECIES)
ADIUSTED FQAI
% C VALUE 0

%o C VALUE 1-3

% C VALUE 4-6

% C VALUE 7-10

SPECIES
ACRONYM

abuthe

aceneg

ambart
ambtri
arcmin
branig
breatrv
chealb
cirarv
daucar
dipful
elycan
elyvir
epicol
erican
glehed
glymax
lemmio
lontat

oenbie

Lemont Site
Wetland 1

K. McMahon &
P. Meuer
11/30/2015

1,95

0.88

1.00

1.50

2,15

8.49
5.71
13,10
0.69
0.19
0.12
0.00

SPECIES NAME
(NWPL/
MOHLENBROCK)

Abutilon
theophrasti

Acer negundo

Ambrosia
artemistifolia

Ambrosia trifida
Arctium minus
Brassica nigra
Bromus arvensis
Chenepodium
album

Cirsium arvense
Daucus carota
Dipsacus fultonum
Elymus canadensis
Elymus virginicus
Epiiobium
coloratum
Erigeron
canadensis
Glechoma
hederacea

Glycine max
Lemna minor

Lonicera tatarica

Oenothera biennis

SPECIES
(SYNONYM)
ABUTILON
THEOPHRAST
1

Acer negundo
var,
violaceum
Ambrosia
artemisiifolia
elatior
Ambrosia
trifida
ARCTIUM
MINUS
BRASSICA
NIGRA
BROMUS
JAPONICUS
CHENOPODIU
M ALBUM
CIRSIUM
ARVENSE
DAUCUS
CAROTA
DIPSACUS
SYLVESTRIS
Elymus
canadensis
Elymus
virginicus
Epilobium
coloratum
Erigeron
canadensis
GLECHOMA
HEDERACEA
GLYCINE
MAX

Lemna minor
LONICERA
TATARICA
Oenothera
biennis

ADDITIONAL

METRICS
SPECIES RICHNESS
(ALL) 42
SPECIES RICHNESS
(NATIVE) 19
% NON-NATIVE 0.55
WET INDICATOR
(ALL) 0.33
WET INDICATOR
(NATIVE) -0.16
% HYDROPHYTE
(MIDWEST) 0.50
% NATIVE
PERENNIAL 0.31
% NATIVE ANNUAL 0.12
% ANNUAL 0.29
% PERENNIAL 0.60

MIDWEST

COMMON WET
NAME C VALUE INDICATOR
Velvetieaf 0 FACU
Ash-Leaf Maple 0 FAC
Annual Ragweed 0 FACU
Great Ragweed 0 FAC
Lesser Burrdock 0 FACU
Black Mustard 0 UPL
Field Brome 0 FACU
Lamb's-Quarters 0 FACU
Canadian Thistle 0 FACU
Queen Anne’s Lace 0 UPL
Fuller's Teasel 0 FACU
Nodding Wild Rye 4 FACU
Virginia Wild Rye 4 FACW
Purpie-Leaf
Willowherb 3 OBL
Canadian
Horseweed 0 FACU
Groundivy 0 FACU
Soybean 0 UPL
Common Duckweed 5 OBL
Twinsisters 0 FACU
King's-Cureall 0 FACU

WET
NC-NE WET INDICATOR
INDICATOR (NUMERIC)

FACU

FAC

FACU

FAC

FACU

UPL

FACU

FACU

FACU

UPL

FACU

FACU

FACW -
OBL -
FACU

FACU

UPL

OBL -
FACU

FACU

HABIT

1 Forb

0 Tree

1 Forb

0 Forb

1 Forb

2 Forb

1 Grass

1 Forb

1 Forb

2 Forb

1 Forb

1 Grass

1 Grass

2 Forb

1 Forb

1 Forb

2 Forb

2 Forb

1 Shrub

1 Forb

DURATION NATIVITY

Annuai

Perennial

Annual
Annual
Biennial
Annual
Annuat
Annuat
Perennial
Biennial
Biennial
Perennial
Perennial
Perennial
Annual
Perennial
Annual
Annual
Perennial

Bienniai

Adventive

Native

Native

Native

Adventive

Adventive

Adventive

Adventive

Adventive

Adventive

Adventive

Native

Native

Native

Native

Adventive

Adventive

Native

Adventive

Native



passat

perpen

phaaru

phrausu
plamaj
poapra
popdel
rhacat
rubocc

rumecri
salint

corvar
setgla
solalt
solgig
astsim
toxrad
tripra
typang

verhas
vitrip

zeamay

Pastinaca sativa

Persicaria
pensylvanica

Phaiaris
arundinacea
Phragmites
austraiis ssp.
australis

Plantago major

Poa pratensis
Populus deltoides
Rhamnus cathartica

Rubus occidentalis

Rumex crispus
Salix interior

Securigera varia
Setaria pumila
Solidago altissima
Solidago gigantea
Symphyotrichum
fanceolatum
Toxicodendron
radicans

Trifolium pratense

Typha angustifolia

Verbena hastata
Vitis riparia

Zea mays

PASTINACA
SATIVA
Polygonum
pensyivanicu
m

PHALARIS
ARUNDINACE
A

Phragmites
australis
PLANTAGO
MAJOR

POA
PRATENSIS
Populus
deltoides
RHAMNUS
CATHARTICA
Rubus
occidentalis
RUMEX
CRISPUS
Salix interior
CORONILLA
VARIA
SETARIA
GLAUCA
Solidago
altissima
Solidago
gigantea

Aster simplex
Rhus
radicans
TRIFOLIUM
PRATENSE
Typha
angustifolia
Verbena
hastata

Vitis riparia

ZEA MAYS

Parsnip

Pinkweed

Reed Canary Grass

Common Reed

Great Plantain
Kentucky Blue
Grass

Eastern
Cottonwood
European
Buckthorn

Biack Raspbetty

Curly Dock
Sandbar Willow

Crown Vetch
Yellow Bristle Grass
Tall Goldenrod

Late Goldenrod
White Panicled
American-Aster
Eastern Poison-Ivy
Red Clover
Narrow-Leaf Cat-
Tail

Simpler’s-Joy
River-Bank Grape

Corn

0 UPL

0 FACW

0 FACW

0 FACW

0 FAC

0 FAC

2 FAC

0 FAC

2 Upt

0 FAC
1 FACW

0 UPL

0 FAC

1 FACU

4 FACW

3 FAC

2 FAC

0 FACU

0 OBL

4 FACW
2 FACW

0 UPL

UPL

FACW

FACW

FACW

FACU

FACU

FAC

FAC

upL

FAC
FACW

UPL

FAC

FACU

FACW

FACW

FAC

FACU

OBL

FACW
FAC

UPL

2 Forb

-1 Forb

-1 Grass

-1 Grass

0 Forb

0 Grass

0 Tree

0 Shrub

2 Shrub

0 Forb
-1 Shrub

2 Forb

0 Grass

1 Forb

-1 Forb

0 Forb

0 Vine

1 Forb

-2 Forb

-1 Forb
-1 Vine

2 Grass

Biennial

Annual

Perennial

Perenntal
Perennial
Perennial
Perennial
Perennial
Perennial

Perennial
Perennial

Perennial
Annual

Perennial
Perennial
Perennial
Perennial
Perennial
Perennial

Perennial
Perennial

Annual

Adventive

Native

Adventive

Adventive

Adventive

Adventive

Native

Adventive

Native

Adventive
Native

Adventive

Adventive

Native

Native

Native

Native

Adventive

Adventive

Native
Native

Adventive



SITE:
LOCALE:

BY:
NOTES:

CONSERVATISM-
BASED
METRICS

MEAN C

(NATIVE SPECIES)
MEAN C

(ALL SPECIES)
MEAN C

(NATIVE TREES)
MEAN C

(NATIVE SHRUBS)
MEAN C

(NATIVE
HERBACEOUS)
FQAL

(NATIVE SPECIES)
FQAL

(ALL SPECIES)
ADIUSTED FQAI
% C VALUE 0

Y € VALUE 1-3

% C VALUE 4-6
% C VALUE 7-10

SPECIES
ACRONYM

acesai
Allpet
branig
geucan
glehed

lontat

perpen
popdel
rhacat
rumecri
senhie
sofalt
astsim

toxrad
vitrip

Lemont Site
Wetland 2

K. McMahon &
P. Meuer
11/30/2015

1.44

0.87

1.00

0.00

1.40

3.36
11,19
0.53
0.47
0.00
0.00

SPECIES NAME
(NWPL/
MOHLENBROCK)

Acer saccharinum
Alliaria petiolata
Brassica nigra
Geum canadense
Glechoma
hederacea

Lonicera tatarica

Persicaria
pensylvanica

Populus deltoides
Rhamnus cathartica

Rumex crispus
Senecio
hieraciifolius

Solidago altissima
Symphyotrichum
lanceolatum
Toxicodendron
radicans

Vitis riparia

SPECIES
{SYNONYM)
Acer
saccharinum
ALLIARIA
PETIOLATA
BRASSICA
NIGRA
Geum
canadense
GLECHOMA
HEDERACEA
LONICERA
TATARICA
Potygonum
pensyivanicu
m

Popuius
deltoides
RHAMNUS
CATHARTICA
RUMEX
CRISPUS
Erechtites
hieracifolia
Solidago
altissima

Aster simplex
Rhus
radicans

Vitis riparia

SPECIES RICHNESS
(ALL)

SPECIES RICHNESS
(NATIVE)

% NON-NATIVE

WET INDICATOR
(ALL)

WET INDICATOR
(NATIVE)

2% HYDROPHYTE
(MIDWEST)

% NATIVE
PERENNIAL

% NATIVE ANNUAL
% ANNUAL

% PERENNIAL

COMMON
NAME

Silver Maple
Garlic-Mustard
Black Mustard
White Avens
Graundivy
Twinsisters
Pinkweed
Eastern
Cottonwood
European

Buckthotn

Curly Dock

American Burnweed

Tall Goldenrod
White Panicied
American-Aster

Eastern Poison-lvy
River-Bank Grape

ADDITIONAL
METRICS

15

0.40

0.13

-0.22

0.73
0.47
0.13

0.20
0.73

MIDWEST
WET
INDICATOR

C VALUE
0 FACW
0 FAC
0 UPL
1 FAC
0 FACU

0 FACU

0 FACW

2 FAC

0 FAC

0 FAC

2 FAC

1 FACU

3 FAC

2 FAC
2 FACW

WET

NC-NE WET INDICATOR
INDICATOR (NUMERIC) HABIT
FACW -1 Tree
FACU 0 Forb
UPL 2 Forb
FAC 0 Forb
FACU 1 Forb
FACU 1 Shrub
FACW -1 Forb
FAC 0 Tree
FAC 0 Shrub
FAC 0 Forb
FACU 0 Forb
FACU 1 Forb
FACW 0 Forb
FAC 0 Vine
FAC -1 Vine

DURATION NATIVITY

Perennial

Biennial

Annual

Perennial

Perenniat

Perennial

Annual

Perennial

Perennial

Perenniai

Annual

Perenniai

Perenniat

Perennial
Perennial

Native
Adventive
Adventive
Native
Adventive

Adventive

Native

Native

Adventive

Adventive

Native

Native

Native

Native
Native
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: _Lemont Site

Applicant/Owner: _Mike Ford

City/County:

Lemont / Cook Sampling Date: _ 11/30/2015

State: 1L Sampling Point: _A

Investigator(s) K. McMahon / P. Meuer

Section, Township, Range:  Section 34, T37N, R11E

Landform (hillsiope, terrace, etc.): Depression

Slope (%): 0 Lat:

41.8493772

Local Relief (concave, convex, none): None

Long: -87.9496511 Datum: Investigated Area 1

Soil Map Unit Name: Ashkum silty clay loam (232A)

NWI classification:  None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?  Yes B No [J (If no explain in remarks)

Arevegetation [ Soit [J Hydrology

Are vegetation [J Soil [0 Hydrology

X
a

significantly disturbed?

naturally probiematic?

Are normal circumstances present? Yes (X No [

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes [1No ¥

Hydric Soils Present ? Yes X No [ Is the Sampled Area Within a Wetland? Yes[J NolX
Woetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No []
Remarks: Field tilled for agricultural use.
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30° ) % Cover Species? Status
1. Number of Dominant Species
2. That are OBL,FACW, or FAC: _0__{A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: ~ _1__ (B)
5.

0 = Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Piot size: 15" ) That are OBL,FACW, or FAC _0%_(A/B)
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species: x1=
4. FACW species: Xx2=
5. FAC species: x3=

FACUspecies: _ = x4=___

0 =Total Cover UPL species: x5=
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: 5 ) Column Totals A) (B)
1. Zeamays 80 Y UPL
2. “Poa pratensis 10 N FAC Prevalence Index =B/A =
3. _Setaria virdis 5 N UPL
4,  Phalaris arundinacea 3 N FACW Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5.  Persicaria pensylvanica 2 N FACW
6. [ Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
7. [ Dominance Test is >50%
8. [ Prevalence Index is < 3.0'
9. [ Morphological Adaptations® (Provide supporting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

100 =Total Cover [ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

Waoody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: 30') "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
1. = be present, unless disturbed or problematic
2.

0 =Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes[] No [X

Photograph 26

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet)
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SOIL Sampling Point ____A

Profile Description: (Describe the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(Inches)  Color (Moist) % Color (Maist} Type' Texture Remarks
0-4 10YR 3/1 100 SiL
410 10YR 3/1 95 10YR 4/6 sicl
10-16 10YR 3/1 95 10YR 6/6 sicl

|

] ] ] e

|11 Pkl

(=]
-4 4 o
(Y]

Type: C = Congentration, D= Depletion, RM = Reduced Matrix, CS = Covered or Coated Sand Grains ?Locaton: PL =Pore Lining, M = Matrix

Hydric Soil Indicators Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®
[ Histosol (A1) [ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (54) [ Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
1 Histic Epipedon (A2) [ sandy Redox (S5) [ Dark Surface (S7)
[ Biack Histic (A3) [ Stripped Matrix (S6) [ Iron- Manganese Masses (F12)
[ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) [ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) [ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
[ Stratified Layers (A5) [ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)
[ 2 cm Muck (A10) [ Depleted Matrix (F3)
[ Depleted below Dark Surface (A11) X Redox Dark Surface (F6)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12) [ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) 3 Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
[ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) [ Redox Depressions (F8) hydrology must be present unless disturbed or
[ 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed)
Type:
Depth: Hydric Soil Present? Yes ] No[]
Remarks:
HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (Minimum of one is required: check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
[1 Surface Water (A1) 1 Water Stained Leaves (B9) [ Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
{71 High Water Table (A2) {1 Aquatic Fauna (B 3) ] Drainage Patterns (B10)
[ Saturation (A3) [ True Aquatic Plants (B14) [ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
[] water Marks (B1) [ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
[ Sediment Deposits (B2) [ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) [ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
[] Drift Deposits (B3) [] Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) [ stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
[ Aigal Mat or Crust (B4) [ Recent Iron Reductiort in Tilled Soils (C6) & Geomorphic Position (D2)
[ Iron Deposits (B85) [ Thin Muck Surface (C7) [FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

O Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) [ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
] Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) __[[] Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes [ Nol Depth (inches) _N/A
Water Table Present? Yes [] NofX] Depth (inches) N/A
Saturation Present? Yes [1 NolX] Depth (inches) _N/A Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes[X} No []
(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

Project/Site: _Lemont Site City/County: _Lemont / Cook Sampling Date:  11/30/2015
Applicant/Owner: _Mike Ford State: IL Sampling Point: B
Investigator(s) K. McMahon / P. Meuer Section, Township, Range:  Section 34, T37N, R11E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Depression Local Relief (concave, convex, none):  None

Siope (%): 0 Lat:  41.6493772 Long: -87.9496511 Datum: Wetland 2

Soil Map Unit Name: Ashkum silty clay loam (232A) NWI classification:  None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?  Yes B No [ (If no explain in remarks)
Are vegetation [ Soil [ Hydrology ] significantly disturbed? Are nomal circumstances present? Yes (X} No []

Are vegetation [1 Soil [d Hydrology [0 naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?  Yes D4 No [

Hydric Soils Present ? Yes X No (] Is the Sampled Area Within a Wetland? YesX] No[]
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes [X] No [}
Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30°) % Cover Species? Status
1 Populus deltoides 20 Y FAC Number of Dominant Species
2. That are OBL,FACW, or FAC: _4 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4 Species Across All Strata: 6 (B)
5
20 = Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' ) That are OBL,FACW, or FAC _87% __(A/B)
1 Rhamnus cathartica 20 Y FAC Prevalence Index worksheet:
2 Lonicera tatarica 5 Y FACU Total % Cover of: Multtiply by:
3. OBL species: x1=
4 FACW species: x2=
5 FAC species: X3 =
FACU species: x4 =
25 =Total Cover UPL species: X35 =
Column Totals (A)

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5°)

1.  Glechoma hederacea 15 Y FACU
2.  Symphyotrichum lanceolatum 5 N FAC Prevalence Index =B/A =
3.  Senecio hieraciifolius 5 N FAC
4, Geum canadense 3 N FAC Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5.
6. [ Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
7. {J Dominance Test is >50%
3. [ Prevalence Index is < 3.0
o {1 Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
58 —Total Cover [ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: 30’ ) e — 'Indicators of hydric fsoil and wetland hydrglogy must
1. Toxicodendron radicans 5 Y FAC be present, unless disturbed or problematic
2. \Vitis riparia 5 Y FACW
10 =Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes[X] No (]

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet)
Photograph 14

Data Form Page 3 of 26



|

SOIL Sampling Point __ B
Profile Description: (Describe the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators
Depth Matrix Redox Features
(Inches)  Color {Moist} % Color (Moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 3/1 100 o — - SiL
6-14 10YR 3/ 20 10YR 3/6 10 c M Clay

Type: C = Concentration, D= Depletion, RM = Reduced Matrix, CS = Covered or Coated Sand Grains

?Locaton: PL =Pore Lining, M = Matrix

Hydric Soil Indicators

[] Histosol (A1)

[1 Histic Epipedon (A2)

{1 Black Histic (A3)

[ Hydrogen Suffide (A4)

[ Stratified Layers (A5)

[ 2 ecm Muck (A10)

{7 Depleted below Dark Surface (A11)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12)

[ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)

[C1 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

[ sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
[0 sandy Redox (S5)

{7 Stripped Matrix (S6)

(1 Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
[ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
[ Depleted Matrix (F3)

Xl Redox Dark Surface (F6)
[ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
[ Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®
[ Coast Prairie Redox (A16)

[ Dark Surface (S7)

{1 Iron- Manganese Masses (F12)

[ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)

[ Other (Explain in Remarks)

3 Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
hydrology must be present unless disturbed or
problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if ohserved)
Type:
Depth:

Yes X No [

Hydric Soil Present?

Remarks:

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (Minimum of one is reguired: check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators {minimum of two required)

Surface Water (A1)

X High Water Tabie (A2)

[X] Saturation (A3)

[ water Marks (B1)

[ Sediment Deposits (B2)

X1 Drift Deposits (B3)

[ Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

[ Iron Deposits (B5)

[J Inundation Visible on Aerial imagery (B7)
[] Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)

Dd Water Stained Leaves (B9)
{1 Aguatic Fauna (B 3)

{0 True Aquatic Plants (B14)
{71 Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

[[] Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

[J Presence of Reduced iron (C4)

[ Recent iron Reduction in Tilied Soils (C6)
[ Thin Muck Surface (C7)

[1 Gauge or Well Data (D9)

[ Other (Explain in Remarks)

O Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

[X Drainage Patterns (B10)

{7 Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

{7 Crayfish Burrows (C8)

[ saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
{] Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)

X Geomorphic Position (D2)
[JFAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Yes X No(d
Yes X No[
Yes X} No[

Surface Water Present?
Water Table Present?
Saturation Present?
(includes capillary fringe)

Depth (inches) _2"
Depth (inches) _0"
Depth (inches) _0”

Wettand Hydrology Present? Yes[X] No []

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: _Lemont Site City/County: _Lemont / Cook

Sampling Date:  11/30/2015

Applicant/Owner:

Investigator(s) K. McMahon / P, Meuer Section, Township, Range:

Mike Ford State:

iL Sampling Point: _C

Section 34, T37N, R11E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Hillslope

Siope (%) 0 Lat:  41.8493772 Long:  -87.9496511

Local Relief (concave, convex, none):

Convex

Datum: Wetland 2 - Upland

Soil Map Unit Name: Ashkum silty clay loam (232A)

NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?  Yes 3 No [ (if no explain in remarks)

0 soil
O soil

O Hydrology O

[J Hydrology a

Are vegetation significantly disturbed?

Are vegetation naturally problematic?

Are normal circumstances present?

Yes & No [J

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Yes [ I No
Yes (I No X
Yes [] No

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present?
Hydric Soils Present ?
Wetland Hydrology Present?

Is the Sampled Area Within a Wetland?

Yes (1 No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30’ ) % Cover Species? Status
1. Number of Dominant Species
2. That are OBL,FACW, or FAC: _1_(A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 3 (B)
5.
0 = Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15’ ) That are OBL,FACW, or FAC _33% __(A/B)
1 Lonicera tatarica 30 Y FACU Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Populus deltoides 5 N FAC Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. Rhamnus cathartica 5 N FAC OBL species: x1=
4. FACW species: x2=
5 FAC species: x3=
FACU species: x4 =
40 =Total Cover UPL species: x5=
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: 5 ) Column Totals A)
1.  Glechoma hederacea 30 Y FACU
2. _Geum canadense 5 N FAC Prevalence Index =B/A =
3.
4, Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5.
6. [J Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
7. [ Dominance Test is >50%
8. [ Prevalence Index is < 3.0
9. O Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
3E =Total Cover !:I F"roblematic Hydroghytic Vegetation® (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: 30' ) —_— Indicators of hydric _soﬂ and wetland hydrplogy must
*““‘L——“‘L Toxicodendron radicans 5 v FAC be present, unless disturbed or problematic
2.
5 =Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes[] No[X]

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet)
Photograph 15

Data Form Page 5 of 26




SOIL Sampling Point o)

Profile Description: (Describe the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators

|

Depth Matrix Redox Features
{Inches) Color (Moist} % Color (Moist) %, Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 3/2 100 o SiCL
6-16 10YR 3/2 20 10YR 4/3 10 c M sicL

Type: C = Concentration, D= Depletion, RM = Reduced Matrix, CS = Covered or Coated Sand Grains ?Locaton: PL =Pore Lining, M = Matrix

Hydric Soil Indicators Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®
[] Histosol (A1) [0 Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) [0 Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
[ Histic Epipedon (A2) [ Sandy Redox (S5) [ Dark Surface (S7)
(J Biack Histic (A3) [ Stripped Matrix (S6) [0 tron- Manganese Masses (F12)
[ Hydrogen Suifide (A4) [ Loamy Mucky Mineral {(F1) [ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
[ Stratified Layers (A5) [ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ other (Explain in Remarks)
[ 2 em Muck (A10) [ Depleted Matrix (F3)
[ Depleted below Dark Surface (A11) [0 Redox Dark Surface (F6)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12) [ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
[ sandy Mucky Minerat (S1) [0 Redox Depressions (F8) hydrology must be present unless disturbed or
{1 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (53) problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if chserved)
Type:
Depth: Hydric Soil Present? Yes[[] No[X
Remarks:
HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary indicators (Minimum of one is required: check all that apply) Secondary Indicators {minimum of two required)
(] Surface Water (A1) [] Water Stained Leaves (B9) [C] Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
(7] High Water Table (A2) [ Aquatic Fauna (B 3) [ Drainage Patterns (B10)
[ Saturation (A3) [ True Aquatic Plants (814) [ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
[ water Marks (B1) [0 Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
[ Sediment Deposits (B2) [] Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) [ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
[ Drift Deposits (B3) [ Presence of Reduced iron (C4) [ Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
[ Algat Mat or Crust (B4) [l Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) [0 Geomorphic Position (D2)
[ Iron Deposits (B5) (1 Thin Muck Surface (C7) JFAC-Neutral Test (D5)

[ Inundation Visible on Aerial iImagery (B7) (] Gauge or Well Data (D9)
[] Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)  [[] Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes [ Nold Depth (inches) N/A

Water Table Present? Yes [] NoPJ Depth (inches) _N/A
Saturation Present? Yes [J No[X] Depth (inches) _N/A Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes[] No [

(includes capiflary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: _Lemont Site City/County: _Lemont / Cook Sampling Date: _ 11/30/2015
Applicant/Owner: _Mike Ford State: _IL Sampling Point: D
investigator(s) K. McMahon / P. Meuer Section, Township, Range:  Section 34, T37N, R11E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Hillslope Local Relief (concave, convex, none):  Convex

Slope (%): 0 Lat:  41.6493772 Long: -87.9496511 Datum:; Investigated Area 2

Soil Map Unit Name: Ozaukee silt loam (531C2) NWi classification:  None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? ~ Yes [X] No [ (If no explain in remarks)

Are vegetation ] Soil [ Hydrology Bd  significantly disturbed? Are normal circumstances present? Yes &I No [J

Are vegetation [J Soil [ Hydrology O naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes [] No X
Hydric Soils Present ? Yes [[] No Is the Sampled Area Within a Wetland? Yes[J No[X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes (& No []
Remarks: Field tilled for agricultural use.
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30" ) % Cover Species? Status
1. Number of Dominant Species
2. That are OBL,FACW, or FAC: _0__(A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata:  _ 1 (B)
5.
0 = Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15’ ) That are OBL,FACW, or FAC _0% (A/B)
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species: x1=
4. FACW species: X2=
5, FAC species: x3=
FACU species: x4 =
0 =Total Cover UPL species: x5=
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: 5 ) Column Totals A)
1. Zeamays 80 Y UPL
2. Prevalence Index =B/A =
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5.
6. [T1 Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
7. J Dominance Test is >50%
8 [ Prevalence Index is < 3.0
Q. 3 Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
a0 ~Fotal Cover ] Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
; e 30 'Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30’ ) ; :
1, be present, unless disturbed or problematic
2.
0 =Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes[] No X
Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet)
Photograph 27
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SOIL

Sampling Point D

Profile Description: (Describe the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators

Depth Matrix Redox Features
{Inches) Color {Moist) % Color (Moist} % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 31 100 SiCL
6-12 10YR 4/4 a3 10YR 4/6 SicL
10YR 3/6

| ] el

| 1] el

"Type: C = Congentration, D= Depletion, RM = Reduced Matrix, CS = Covered or Coated Sand Grains

|

2| ocaton: PL =Pore Lining, M = Matrix

Hydric Soil Indicators
[ Histosol (A1)

{3 Histic Epipedon (A2)
(] Black Histic (A3)

[ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
O stratified Layers (A5)
[3 2 cm Muck (A10)

[ Depleted below Dark Surface (A11)

{3 Thick Dark Surface (A12)
{1 sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)

(] sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
{30 sandy Redox (S5)

{1 stripped Matrix (S6)

(O Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
O Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
[ Depleted Matrix (F3)

[0 Redox Dark Surface (F6)
O Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
[ Redox Depressions (F8)

] 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®
{1 Coast Prairie Redox (A16)

{7 Dark Surface (87)

{1 Iron- Manganese Masses (F12)

[ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)

O Other (Explain in Remarks)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
hydrology must be present uniess disturbed or
problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed)

Type:

Depth:

Hydric Soil Present? Yes[] No X

Remarks:

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (Minimum of one is required: check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators {minimum of two required)

O Surface Water (A1)

[ High Water Table (A2)

[ Saturation (A3)

O water Marks (B1)

[ Sediment Deposits (B2)
[3 Drift Deposits (B3)

{0 Aigal Mat or Crust (B4)
O tron Deposits {B5)

3 Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)
[ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)

O Water Stained Leaves (B9)
[ Aquatic Fauna (B 3)

[ True Aquatic Piants (B14)
[ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

[ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

[7] Presence of Reduced iron (C4)

{7 Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

(3 Thin Muck Surface (C7)
(] Gauge or Well Data (D9)
Other (Explain in Remarks)

O Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

[ Drainage Patterns (B10)

[ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

[3 Crayfish Burrows (C8)

{7 saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
[ Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)

{0 Geomorphic Pasition (D2)
{JFAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present?
Water Table Present?
Saturation Present?
(includes capillary fringe)

Yes [J NolXd Depth (inches) _N/A
Yes [0 NofXl Depth (inches) N/A
Yes [ NofX Depth (inches) N/A

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yesl No []

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks: This area was identified in 3 out of 4 historic aerial photographs with normal precipitation; this meets farmed wetland

hydrology criterion.
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: _Lemont Site City/County: _Lemont / Cook

Sampling Date: _11/30/2015

Applicant/Owner:

investigator(s) K. McMahon / P, Meuer Section, Township, Range:

Mike Ford State:

IL Sampling Point: _E

Section 34, T37N, R11E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Naturalized Stormwater Pond

Slope (%): 0 Lat:  41.6493772 Long: -87.9496511

Local Relief (concave, convex, none):  None

Datum: Off-Site Stormwater Pond 1

Soil Map Unit Name: Ashkum silty clay loam (232A)

NWI classification:  PUBGXx

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?  Yes X No [ (If no explain in remarks)

[0 Hydrology d

O Hydrology d

significantly disturbed?

O soil
O sSoi

Are vegetation

Are vegetation naturally problematic?

Are normal circumstances present?

Yes X No []

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes BJ No []
Hydric Soils Present ? Yes X No [] Is the Sampled Area Within a Wetland? Yesd No[l
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No []

Remarks:

VEGETATION ~ Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30’ ) % Cover Species? Status )
1. Number of Dominant Species
2. That are OBL,FACW, or FAC: _3 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4, Species Across All Strata: _4__ (B)
5.
0 = Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15 ) That are OBL,FACW, or FAC _75%_ _(A/B)
1. Salixinterior 20 Y FACW Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Populus deltoides 5 N FAC Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. Rhamnus cathartica 5 N FAC OBL species: Xx1=
4, FACW species: X2=
5. FAC species: X3 =
FACU species: x4 =
30 =Total Cover UPL species: X3 =
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: 5') Column Totals A)
1.  Phalaris arundinacea 70 Y FACW
2. ~Verbena hastata 20 Y FACW Prevalence Index =B/A =
3. _ Symphyotrichum lanceolatum 5 N FAC
4.  Setaria pumila 5 N FAC Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5.
6. [J Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
7. £ Dominance Test is >50%
8. [ Prevalence Index is < 3.0
9. O Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
100 Total Cover [0 Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
. e AUV — ndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30') : .
1. Rubus occidentalis 5 Y UPL be present, unless disturbed or problematic
2.
5 =Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes{X] No []

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet)
Photograph 17
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SOIL Sampling Point ___E

Profile Description: (Describe the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators

Depth Matrix Redox Features
{inches) Color (Maist) % Color (Moist) % Type' Log? Texture Remarks
0-2 10YR 3/1 100 . — —_— Muck fibric
2-4 10YR 3/1 100 - c M SiCL
410 N 5/0 85 10YR 7/3 15 c M Clay
5GY 5/1 10 D M
Type: C = Concentration, D= Depletion, RM = Reduced Matrix, CS = Covered or Coated Sand Grains 2Locaton: PL =Pore Lining, M = Matrix
Hydric Soil Indicators Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®
[] Histosol (A1) [ sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) [ Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
[ Histic Epipedon (A2) [J Sandy Redox (S5) [ Dark Surface (S7)
] Biack Histic (A3) ] Stripped Matrix (S6) I fron- Manganese Masses (F12)
[] Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) [ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) [] Very Shaltow Dark Surface (TF12)
[ Stratified Layers (A5) [] Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)
& 2 em Muck (A10) [] Depleted Matrix (F3)
X Depleted below Dark Surface (A11) [J Redox Dark Surface (F6)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12) [ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
[ sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) [] Redox Depressions (F8) hydrology must be present unless disturbed or
[ 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if cbserved)
Type:
Depth: Hydric Soil Present? Yes [ No[]
Remarks:
HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (Minimum of one is required: check all that apply) Secondary Indicators {minimum of two reguired)
X Surface Water (A1) ] Water Stained Leaves (B9) [] Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
[ High Water Table (A2) [ Aquatic Fauna (B 3) (1 Drainage Patterns (B10)
B Saturation (A3) {3 True Aquatic Plants (B14) (1 Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
[J Water Marks (B1) 3 Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) I Crayfish Burrows (C8)
[] Sediment Deposits (B2) [ oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)  [] Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
[ Drift Deposits (B3) [] Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) [ Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
[] Algal Mat or Crust (B4) [ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) < Geomorphic Position (D2)
[ Iron Deposits (B5) [ Thin Muck Surface (C7) BAFAC-Neutral Test (D5)

[ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) [ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
] Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes B No[] Depth (inches) _2"

Water Table Present? Yes & No[] Depth (inches) Q"
Saturation Present? Yes No[] Depth (inches)_Q" Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes{X] No [

(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: _Lemont Site

Applicant/Owner: _Mike Ford

City/County:

Lemont / Cook Sampling Date: _11/30/2015

State: 1L Sampling Point: _F

Investigator(s) K. McMahon / P. Meuer

Section, Township, Range:

Section 34, T37N, R11E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Hillslope Local Relief (concave, convex, none):  None

Slope (%) 0 Lat:  41.6493772 Long: -87.9496511 Datum: Off-Site Stormwater Pond 1 - Upland
Soil Map Unit Name: Ashkum silty clay loam (232A) NWI classification:.  PUBGx

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? ~ Yes B No [ (If no explain in remarks)

Are vegetation §J Soil [J Hydrology {3  significantly disturbed? Are normatl circumstances present? Yes B4 No (3

Are vegetation [ Soil [J Hydrology {7 naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No []

Hydric Soils Present ? Yes (1 No X Is the Sampled Area Within a Wetland? Yes (] No ¥
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes [] No X
Remarks: Mowed area
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30') % Cover Species? Status
1. Number of Dominant Species
2. That are OBL,FACW, or FAC: _1__(A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4, Species Across All Strata: ~ _1_ (B)
5.
0 = Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: 15’ ) That are OBL,FACW, or FAC 100% __(A/B)
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species: x1=
4. FACW species: X2=
5. FAC species: ___ x3=__
FACU species: x4=
0 =Total Cover UPL species: x5=
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: 5') Column Totals (A)
1.  Poa pratensis 70 Y FAC
2. _Securigera varia 10 N UPL Prevalence Index =B/A =
3. Cirsium arvense 5 N FACU
4,  Trifolium pratense 5 N FACU Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5.
6. [ Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
7. X Dominance Test is >50%
B. [ Prevalence Index is < 3.0"
9. [ Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
50 Total Cover [ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: 30 ) ‘Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
—-—y—**—*—m = be present, unless disturbed or problematic
2.
0 =Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes{] No []

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet)
Photegraph 18
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: _Lemont Site

Applicant/Owner: _Mike Ford

City/County:

Lemont / Cook Sampling Date: _ 11/30/2015

State: _IL Sampling Point: _H

Investigator(s) K. McMahon / P, Meuer Section, Township, Range:  Section 34, T37N, R11E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Hillslope Local Relief (concave, convex, none):  None

Slope (%): 0 Lat:  41.6493772 Long: -87.9496511 Datum: Off-Site Stormwater Pond2 - Upland
Soil Map Unit Name: Ashkum silty clay loam (232A) NWI classification: _ None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?  Yes & No [0 (if no exptain in remarks)

Arevegetation [J Soil [J Hydrology O significantly disturbed? Are normal circumstances present? Yes X No [J

Are vegetation [] Soil [ Hydrology O naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No []
Hydric Soils Present ? Yes [1No (X Is the Sampled Area Within a Wetland? Yes[] NolX
Whetland Hydrology Present? Yes (I No X
Remarks:
VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30’ ) % Cover Species? Status
1. Number of Dominant Species
2, That are OBL,FACW, or FAC: __1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4, Species Across All Strata: 1_(B)
5.
0 = Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15° ) That are OBL,FACW, or FAC _100% _ (A/B)
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species: x1=
4. FACW species: x2=
5. FAC species: x3=
FACU species: x4=
=Total Cover UPL species: xb=
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: 5’ ) Column Totals (A)
1. Poa pratensis 95 Y FAC e
2. Taraxacum officinale 5 N FACU Prevalence Index =B/A =
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5.
6. [ Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
7. & Dominance Test is >50%
8. (1 Prevalence Index is < 3.0’
9. (1 Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
100 =Total Cover [ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
b A
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: 30° ) Indicators of hydric gorl and wetland hydrplogy must
1 be present, unless disturbed or problematic
2.
0 =Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes[X] No (]
Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet)
Photograph 21
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SOIL Sampling Point H

Profile Description: (Describe the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(Inches)  Color (Moist) % Color (Moist) % Type' Log? Texture Remarks

0-9 10YR 3/2 100 - _ . sicL

g1 10YR 5/4 98 10YR 46 2 c M SicL

11-14 10YR 3/3 98 10YR 5/6 2 c M SicL
"Type: C = Concentration, D= Depletion, RM = Reduced Matrix, CS = Covered or Coated Sand Grains “Locaton: PL =Pore Lining, M = Matrix
Hydric Soil Indicators Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®
[ Histosol (A1) {71 Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) {7 Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
[ Histic Epipedon (A2) {1 Sandy Redox (S5) {1 Dark Surface (S7)
[ Biack Histic {A3) [ Stripped Matrix (S6) 3 tron- Manganese Masses (F12)
[ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) [ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) [ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
[ stratified Layers (A5) [ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)
{3 2 cm Muck (A10) {1 Depleted Matrix (F3)
{71 Depleted below Dark Surface (A11) (] Redox Dark Surface (F6)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12) {1 Depleted Dark Surface (F7) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
[0 sandy Mucky Mineral {(S1) [ Redox Depressions (F8) hydrology must be present unless disturbed or
{71 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed)

Type:

Depth: Hydric Soil Present? Yes[] No[X
Remarks:
HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (Minimum of one is required: check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
[ Surface Water (A1) {1 Water Stained Leaves (B9) {1 Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
[ High Water Table (A2) [0 Aquatic Fauna (B 3) [ Drainage Pattems (B10)
[] saturation (A3) [ True Aquatic Plants (B14) [ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
[ water Marks (B1) [0 Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
{1 Sediment Deposits (B2) [ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) [ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
{1 Drift Deposits (B3) O Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) [] Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
{1 Algal Mat or Crust (B4) [ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) [0 Geomorphic Position (D2)
[ iron Deposits (B5) [ Thin Muck Surface (C7) [OJFAC-Neutral Test (D5)

[ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) {1 Gauge or Well Data (D9)
] Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes ] NoJ Depth (inches) _N/A
Water Table Present? Yes [0 NolX] Depth (inches) N/A
Saturation Present? Yes [ NoX Depth (inches) _N/A Wetiand Hydrology Present? Yes[] No X
(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Regdion

Project/Site: _Lemont Site City/County: _Lemont / Cook

Sampling Date:  11/30/2015

Applicant/Owner:

investigator(s) K. McMahon / P. Meuer Section, Township, Range:

Mike Ford State:

IL Sampling Point: 1

Section 34, T37N, R11E

Landform (hilislope, terrace, etc.): Excavated Stormwater Drainage Ditch

Slope (%) 0 Lat  41.6493772 Long:  -87.9496511

Local Relief (concave, convex, none):  None

Datum: Investigated Area 3

Soil Map Unit Name: Ashkum silty clay loam (232A)

NW!I classification:  None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?  Yes X No ] (if no explain in remarks)

{1 soil
O Soit

[ Hydrology Cl

O Hydrology O

Are vegetation significantly disturbed?

Are vegetation naturally problematic?

Are nomnal circumstances present?

Yes X No {]

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No []
Hydric Soils Present ? Yes [XI No [] Is the Sampled Area Within a Wetland? Yes[] NoX
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes [ No []

Remarks: This feature should not be regulated by MWRD or USACE because it is a result of artificial hydrology and creation due to a cuivert
connection to a stormwater basin. It appears that if artificial hydrology were to cease, the area would revert back to upland conditions.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30°) % Cover Species? Status
1. Number of Dominant Species
2. That are OBL,FACW, or FAC: _2 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4, Species Across All Strata: _3 (B
5.
0 = Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: 15 ) That are OBL,FACW, or FAC _66% _(A/B)
1. Rhamnus cathartica 10 Y FAC Prevalence index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species: x1=
4. FACW species: x2=
5. FAC species: x3=
FACU species: x4 =
10 =Total Cover UPL species: x5 =
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: & ) - Column Totals (A)
1. Phalaris arundinacea 80 Y FACW
2. Glechoma hederacea 10 N FACU Prevalence Index =B/A =
3. Cirsium arvense 5 N FACU
4,  Setaria pumila 5 N FAC Hydrophytic Vegetation indicators:
5.
6. (] Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
7. B Dominance Test is >50%
8. [ Prevalence Index is < 3.0
9. [ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
10. 0 (:)alta in R«i‘mzrks or on \7 separate: sheelt) )
o Prablematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain
Waoody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: 30’ ) 100 =Total Cover Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
“—l—“’““.‘_ Rubus occidentalis - 10 Y UPL be present, uniess disturbed or prablematic
2.
10 =Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes[X] No (]

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet)
Photograph 28
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SOIL Sampling Point I

Profile Description: (Describe the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(Inches) Color (Moist) % Color (Moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 3/2 90 10YR 5/6 10 [ M SiCL
6-12 10YR 4/2 85 10YR 4/6 15 c M cL
Type: C = Congentration, D= Depletion, RM = Reduced Matrix, CS = Covered or Coated Sand Grains Locaton: PL =Pore Lining, M = Matrix
Hydric Soil Indicators Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®
[ Histosol (A1) {1 sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) {1 Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
{3 Histic Epipedon (A2) [ Sandy Redox (S5) {3 Dark Surface (S7)
[ Black Histic (A3) [ Stripped Matrix (S6) [ iron- Manganese Masses (F12)
{1 Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) [0 Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) {1 Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
[ Stratified Layers (A5) [ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)
[ 2 em Muck (A10) [0 Depleted Matrix (F3)
B Depleted below Dark Surface (A11) X Redox Dark Surface (F6)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12) [ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) 3{ndicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetiand
[ sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) [ Redox Depressions (F8) hydrology must be present unless disturbed or
] 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed)
Type:
Depth: Hydric Soil Present? Yes[X] No[]
Remarks:
HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (Minimum of one is required: check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two reguired)
B Surface Water (A1) [ Water Stained Leaves (B9) [[] Surface Soit Cracks (B6)
High Water Table (A2) [ Aquatic Fauna (B 3) [ Drainage Pattemns (B10)
Saturation (A3) [ True Aquatic Plants (B14) [ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
O water Marks (B1) [ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
[ Sediment Deposits (B2) {0 Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) [ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C8)
[7] Drift Deposits (B3) [ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) [ Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
[ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) {1 Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) [0 Geomorphic Pasition (D2)
[.] Iron Deposits (B5) [ Thin Muck Surface (C7) [OFAC-Neutral Test (D5)

1 Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) [ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
[[] Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) [T Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes B4 No[[] Depth (inches) _2"
Water Table Present? Yes B No[] Depth (inches) Q"
Saturation Present? Yes d No[T] Depth (inches) 0" Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes[X] No []
(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site:  Lemont Site City/County: _Lemont / Cook Sampling Date:  11/30/2015
Applicant/Owner: _Mike Ford State: L Sampling Point: _J
investigator(s) K. McMahon / P. Meuer Section, Township, Range:  Section 34, T37N, R11E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Wetland Depression Local Relief (concave, convex, noneg):  None

Slope (%): 0 Lat:  41.6493772 Long: -87.9496511 Datum: Wetland 1

Soil Map Unit Name: Ashkum silty clay loam (232A) NWI classification: _None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?  Yes [X] No [ (If no explain in remarks)
Are vegetation [ Soil [J Hydrology [0 significantly disturbed? Are nommal circumstances present? Yes (X No (]

Are vegetation [J Soit [] Hydrology O naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No [}

Hydric Soils Present ? Yes [X] No [] Is the Sampled Area Within a Wetland? Yes(X] No[]
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No [}
Remarks:

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominarit Indicator Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30’ ) % Cover Species? Status

Number of Dominant Species

1.
2. That are OBL,FACW, or FAC: _1_(A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 1.8
5.

0 = Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species

That are OBL,FACW, or FAC _100% _(A/B)

Prevalence Index worksheet:
Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

OBL species: x1=
FACW species: X2=
FAC species: x3=
FACU species: x4=
0 =Total Cover UPL species: xb=
Column Totals (A)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: 15 )
1.

ahwn

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5')
Phalaris arundinacea 100 Y FACW

Prevalence index =B/A =

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

[} Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

X Dominance Test is >50%

[ Prevalence Index is < 3.0°

1 Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

0 “Total Cover F] Ffroblematic Hy.drop‘hytic Vegetation' (Explain)

Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: 30’ ) —— Indicators of hydric _sou and wetland hydrplogy must

¥ioogy. vine olratiim be present, unless disturbed or problematic

COoNIOEBNA

—
o

1.
2.

0 =Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes{X] No []]

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet)
Photograph 1
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SOIL

Sampling Point J

Profile Description: (Describe the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(Inches) Color {Moist) % Color (Moist) % Type! Log? Texture Remarks
0-2 10YR 3/1 100 L - - Muck fibric
2-16 10YR 31 20 10YR 4/6 10 [ PL SicL
16-24 10YR 3/2 98 10YR 5/4 2 c_ M SicL

Type: C = Concentration, D= Depletion, RM = Reduced Matrix, CS = Covered or Coated Sand Grains 2L ocaton: PL =Pore Lining, M = Matrix

Hydric Soil Indicators

[] Histosol (A1)

[ Histic Epipedon (A2)

[ Biack Histic (A3)

[ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)

[ stratified Layers (A5)

X 2 cm Muck (A10)

[ Depleted below Dark Surface (A11)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12)

[ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)

[ 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (83)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®

[ sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) [ Coast Prairie Redox (A16)

[ Sandy Redox (S5) [ Dark Surface (S7)

[J Stripped Matrix (S6) [J Iron- Manganese Masses (F12)
[ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) [ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
[ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)

[] Depleted Matrix (F3)
X Redox Dark Surface (F6)

[ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) 3{ndicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetiand
[] Redox Depressions (F8) hydrology must be present unless disturbed or
problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed)
Type:
Depth:

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No []

Remarks:

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Surface Water (A1)

B High Water Table (A2)
X Saturation (A3)

[ water Marks (B1)

[ Sediment Deposits (B2)
[ Drift Deposits (B3)

[ Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

Primary Indicators (Minimum of one is required: check all that apply) Secondary Indicators {minimum of two reguired)
[ Water Stained Leaves (B9) [ Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
[.] Aquatic Fauna (B 3) X Drainage Patterns (B10)
[ True Aquatic Plants (B14) [ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
[J Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) (XI Crayfish Burrows (C8)
[ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) [ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
[ Presence of Reduced ron (C4) [ Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
[0 Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) X Geomorphic Position (D2)
[ Thin Muck Surface (C7) XIFAC-Neutral Test (D5)

[ Iron Deposits (B5)
[ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)
[ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)

[[] Gauge or Well Data (D9)
[7] Other {Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes X No[
Water Table Present? Yes & No[]
Saturation Present? Yes X No[]
(includes capillary fringe)

Depth (inches) _2”
Depth (inches) _0”
Depth (inches) _0” Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes[X] No []

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: _Lemont Site

Applicant/Owner: _Mike Ford

City/County:

Lemont / Cook

Sampling Date:  11/30/2015

State: 1L Sampling Point: K

Investigator(s) K. McMahon / P. Meuer

Section, Township, Range:

Section 34, T37N, R11E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Hillslope Local Relief (concave, convex, none):  None

Slope (%): 0 Lat:  41.8493772 Long: -87.9496511 Datum: Wetland 1 - Upland

Soil Map Unit Name: Ashkum silty clay loam (232A) NWI classification:  None
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? ~ Yes & No [J (If no explain in remarks)

Are vegetation [] Soil [0 Hydrology (O significantly disturbed? Are normal circumstances present? Yes X No [
Are Vegetation O soil [OJ Hydrology O naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes DJ No [J
Hydric Soils Present ? Yes [ No Is the Sampled Area Within a Wetland? Yes[] NolX
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes [] No X

Remarks:

VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute
% Cover

Dominant
Species?

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30’ )

Indicator Dominance Test worksheet:
Status

Number of Dominant Species

That are OBL,FACW, or FAC: _1 _(A)

Total Number of Dominant

Species Across All Strata: 1._(B)

oA wh =

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15’ )

= Total Cover

Percent of Dominant Species
That are OBL,FACW, or FAC _100% (A/B)

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

OBL species: Xx1=

FACW species: x2=

Grwp s

FAC species: X3 =

FACU species: x4 =

Herb Stratum (Plotsize: §')
Poa pratensis 100

=Total Cover

Y

UPL species: x5=
Column Totals (A)

FAC

Prevalence Index =B/A =

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

[ Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

X Dominance Test is >50%

(3 Prevalence Index is < 3.0'

©ENDO R LN

[ Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting

-
=

data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

100
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30’ )

=Total Cover

[ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
‘Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic

1.
2.

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes[X] No []

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet)
Photograph 2

Data Form Page 21 of 26




SOIL Sampling Point K

Profile Description: (Describe the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (Moist) % Color (Moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 3/2 95 10YR 3/4 5 [ M SiL

6-14 10YR 3/2 95 10YR 4/6 5 c M SiL
Type: C = Congentration, D= Depletion, RM = Reduced Matrix, CS = Covered or Coated Sand Grains 2Locaton: PL =Pore Lining, M = Matrix
Hydric Soil Indicators Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®
[ Histosol (A1) [3 Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) [ Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
[ Histic Epipedon (A2) [3 sandy Redox (S5) 3 Dark Surface (S7)
{7 Black Histic (A3) [ stripped Matrix (S6) O tron- Manganese Masses (F12)
[ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) [0 Loamy Mucky Minerat (F1) [ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
[ Stratified Layers (A5) [ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [3 Other (Explain in Remarks)
3 2 cm Muck (A10) [ Depleted Matrix (F3)
[0 Depleted below Dark Surface (A11) D Redox Dark Surface (F6)
3 Thick Dark Surface (A12) [ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) 3indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
(3 sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) [ Redox Depressions (F8) hydrology must be present unless disturbed or
[T 5 em Mucky Peat or Peat (§3) problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed)

Type:

Depth: Hydric Soil Present? Yes[] No[X
Remarks:
HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary indicators (Minimum of one is required: check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum _of two required)
[ Surface Water (A1) [1 Water Stained Leaves (B9) [1 Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
{7 High Water Table (A2) (] Aquatic Fauna (B 3) [ Drainage Pattems (B10)
(] Saturation (A3) 1 True Aquatic Plants (B14) [ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
[ water Marks (B1) {77 Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) [ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
[3 Sediment Deposits (B2) [0 oOxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)  [] Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
7 Drift Deposits (B3) ] Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) [ Stunted or Stressed Piants (D1)
[ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) [ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Scils (C6) [O Geomorphic Position (D2)
3 Iron Deposits (B5) 3 Thin Muck Surface (C7) [OFAC-Neutral Test (D5)

[ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) [J Gauge or Well Data (D9)
{1 Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (88)  [[] Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes (1 NofX Depth {inches) _N/A

Water Table Present? Yes ] Nol¥] Depth (inches)_N/A
Saturation Present? Yes (0 NofX] Depth (inches) N/A Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes[] No X

(includes capiliary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

Project/Site: _Lemont Site City/County:

Applicant/Owner: _Mike Ford

Lemont / Cook

Sampling Date:  11/30/2015

State:

IL Sampling Point: L

Datum: Wetland 1

NWiI classification: None

Investigator(s) K. McMahon / P. Meuer Section, Township, Range:  Section 34, T37N, R11E
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Wetland Depression Local Relief (concave, convex, none):  None
Slope (%) 0 Lat:  41.6483772 Long: -87.9496511

Soil Map Unit Name: Symerton silt loam (294B)

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? ~ Yes B No [ (If no explain in remarks)

Are vegetation [J Soil [ Hydrology [0 significantly disturbed?

Are vegetation [J Soil {J Hydrology O naturally problematic?

Are nommal circumstances present? Yes X No (J

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS — Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes [XI No [}
Hydric Soils Present ? Yes X No [} Is the Sampled Area Within a Wetland? YesX] No[]
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes [ No [}
Remarks:
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30’) % Cover Species? Status
1. Number of Dominant Species
2. That are OBL,FACW, or FAC: _3 _ (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 3 (B)
5.
0 = Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: 15’ ) That are OBL,FACW, or FAC __100% _(A/B)
1. Rhamnus cathartica 20 Y FAC Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species: X1=
4. FACW species: X2=
5. FAC species: x3=
FACU species: x4=
20 =Total Cover UPL species: X5 =
Herb Stratum  (Plot size: 5’ ) Column Totals (A
1. Typha angustifolia 40 Y OBL
2. “Phalaris arundinacea 40 Y FACW Prevalence Index =B/A =
3. Persicaria pensylvanica 10 N FACW
4.  Epilobium coloratum 5 N OBL Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. Rumex crispus 5 N FAC
6. [ Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
7. X Dominance Test is >50%
8. O Prevalence Index is < 3.0
0. {d Morphological Adaptations' (Provide suppotting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
160 —Total Cover [ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30’ ) Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
—_L_—L = be present, uniess disturbed or problematic
2.
0 =Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes[Xl No (]
Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet)
Photograph 3
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SOIL Sampling Point L

Profile Description: {(Describe the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators

Depth Matrix Redox Features
{Inches) Color {Moist) %, Color (Moist) % Type! Loc? Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 3/2 100 - sicL
6-12 10YR 3/2 20 10YR 4/6 10 c M SicL

}

Type: C = Concentration, D= Depletion, RM = Reduced Matrix, CS = Covered or Coated Sand Grains 2Locaton: PL =Pore Lining, M = Matrix

Hydric Soil indicators Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®
[ Histosol (A1) [ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) [ Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
[ Histic Epipedon (A2) [ Sandy Redox (S5) [ Dark Surface (S7)
[ Black Histic (A3) [ Stripped Matrix (S6) [ iron- Manganese Masses (F12)
[ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) [ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) [ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
[ stratified Layers (A5) [ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) [ Other (Explain in Remarks)
[ 2 cm Muck (A10) [ Depleted Matrix (F3)
[ Depleted below Dark Surface (A11) [ Redox Dark Surface (F6)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12) [ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
[ Sandy Mucky Minerat (S1) [ Redox Depressions (F8) hydrology must be present unless disturbed or
1 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed)
Type:
Depth: Hydric Soil Present? Yes[X No []
Remarks:
HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (Minimum of one is required: check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
X Surface Water (A1) ] Water Stained Leaves (B9) [ Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
(X] High Water Table (A2) ] Aquatic Fauna (B 3) X] Drainage Patterns (B10)
X] Saturation (A3) [ True Aquatic Plants (B14) [ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
[ water Marks (B1) [ Hydrogen Suifide Odor (C1) X Crayfish Burrows (C8)
{1 Sediment Deposits (B2) [ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)  [[] Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
{1 Drift Deposits (B3) [ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) [ Stunted or Stressed Piants (D1)
[J Algal Mat or Crust (B4) [ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) (X Geomorphic Position (D2)
[ tron Deposits (B5) [ Thin Muck Surface (C7) BJFAC-Neutral Test (D5)

[ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) [ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
[ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)  [[] Other (Explain in Remarks)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes X No[Z] Depth (inches)_2"
Water Table Present? Yes [X] No[] Depth (inches) 0"
Saturation Present? Yes X No[] Depth (inches) 0" Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes[X] No []
(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Midwest Region

Project/Site: Lemont Site City/County: _Lemont / Cook

Applicant/Owner:  Mike Ford

Sampling Date:  11/30/2015

State:

IL Sampling Point: M

Datum: Wetland 1 - Upland

Investigator(s) K. McMahon / P. Meuer Section, Township, Range: _ Section 34, T37N, R11E
Landform (hillsiope, terrace, etc.): Agricuttural Field Local Relief (concave, convex, none);  None
Slope (%): 0 Lat:  41.6493772 Long: -87.9496511

Soil Map Unit Name: Symerton silt loam (294B)

NW]| classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? ~ Yes ] No [[] (If no explain in remarks)

Are vegetation [J Soit [ Hydrology B3 significantly disturbed?

Are vegetation [] Soil [0 Hydrology O naturally problematic?

Are nomal circumstances present? Yes (4 No [

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes [ No X

Hydric Soils Present ? Yes [] No ¥ Is the Sampled Area Within a Wetland? Yes[] NoflX
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes [] No
Remarks: Filed tilled for agricultural use.
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominance Test worksheet:
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30') % Cover Species? Status
1. Number of Dominant Species
2. That are OBL,FACW, or FAC: _0__(A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 1 B
5.
0 = Total Cover Percent of Dominant Species
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15’ ) That are OBL,FACW, or FAC _ 0% (A/B)
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species: x1=
4. FACW species: X2=
5. FAC species: Xx3=
FACU species: X4 =
0 =Total Cover UPL species: x5=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5) Column Totals M)
1. Glycine max 80 Y UPL
2 Prevaience Index =B/A =
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation indicators:
5.
6. ] Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
7. [ Dominance Test is >50%
8. [ Prevatence Index is < 3.0'
9. [ Morphological Adaptations® (Provide suppotrting
10. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
00 —Total Cover !:I Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
Woody Vine Stratum  (Plot size: 30’ ) Indicators of hydric :s.o;l and wetland hydrplogy must
___\1_______.___1. be present, unless disturbed or problematic
2.
0 =Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes[] No

Remarks: (include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet}
Photograph 4
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SOIL

Profile Description: (Describe the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators

Sampling Point M

Depth Matrix Redox Features
{inches) Color (Moist) % Color (Moist) % Type! Log? Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 3/2 100 L Sic
6-14 10YR 3/4 95 10YR 4/6 5 Sic

[T
RERE

"Type: C = Concentration, D= Depletion, RM = Reduced Matrix, CS = Covered or Coated Sand Crains

Hydric Soil Indicators

[ Histosol (A1)

[ Histic Epipedon (A2)

(] Black Histic (A3)

[ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)

[ Stratified Layers (A5)

[ 2 cm Muck (A10)

[ Depleted below Dark Surface (A11)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12)

O Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)

1 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

O Coast Prairie Redox (A16)

[0 Dark Surface (S7)

[ Iron- Manganese Masses (F12)
[ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
O Other (Explain in Remarks)

[ sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)

(O sandy Redox (S5)

[ Stripped Matrix (S6)

[O Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)

[0 Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)

[0 Depleted Matrix (F3)

[0 Redox Dark Surface (F6)

[ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)

[0 Redox Depressions (F8)
problematic.

?Locaton: PL =Pore Lining, M = Matrix
Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®

3 Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
hydrology must be present unless disturbed or

Restrictive Layer (if observed)
Type:
Depth:

Hydric Soil Present? Yes[] No[X

Remarks:

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary indicators (Minimum of one is required: check all that apply)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

] Surface Water (A1)

{0 High Water Table (A2)

[ Saturation (A3)

[ water Marks (B1)

O Sediment Deposits (B2)

O Drift Deposits (B3)

[ Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

3 tron Deposits (B5)

O Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)
[T] Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)

{71 Water Stained Leaves (B9)

[ Aquatic Fauna (B 3)

[ True Aquatic Plants (B14)

[0 Hydrogen Suifide Odor (C1)

[0 oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
[0 Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

[ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
[ Thin Muck Surface (C7)

[ Gauge or Weli Data (D9)

[7] Other (Explain in Remarks)

[ Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

] Drainage Pattemns (B10)

[ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

[0 Crayfish Burrows (C8)

[ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
O Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)

[ Geomorphic Position (D2)
[OFAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present?
Water Table Present?
Saturation Present?
(includes capillary fringe)

Yes [ NoX Depth (inches)
Yes [] NoX] Depth (inches)
Yes ] NoXl Depth (inches)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes[] No [X]

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
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Site Photographs



PHOTOGRAPH 1

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Wetland 1
— Sample Point J

Facing Southeast

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 2

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Wetland 1 — Upland
— Sample Point K

Facing North

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 3

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Wetland 1
— Sample Point L

Facing North

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 4

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Wetland 1 — Upland
— Sample Point M

Facing East

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 5

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Wetland 1 Overview

Facing Southeast

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 6

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Wetland 1 Overview

Facing South

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 7

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Wetland 1 Overview

Facing South

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 8

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Wetland 1 Overview

Facing Southwest

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 9

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Wetland 1 Overview

Facing Northwest

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 10

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Wetland 1 Overview

Facing East

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 11

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Wetland 1 Overview —
Culvert

Facing West

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 12

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Wetland 1 Overview —
Culvert

Facing North

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 13

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Wetland 1 Overview —
Culvert

Facing West

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 14

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Wetland 2 — Sample
Point B

Facing West

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 15

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Fard

Wetland 2 — Upland —
Sample Point C

Facing South

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 16

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Wetland 2 — Overview

Facing West

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 17

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Off-Site Stormwater
Pond 1 — Sample Point
E

Facing Southeast

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 18

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Off-Site Stormwater
Pond 1 — Upland -
Sample Point F

Facing North

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 19

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Off-Site Stormwater
Pond 1 - Overview

Facing Southwest

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 20

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Off-Site Stormwater
Pond 2
— Sample Point G

Facing Northeast

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 21

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Off-Site Stormwater
Pond 2 - Upland
- Sample Point H

Facing Northeast

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 22

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Off-Site Stormwater
Pond 2 Overview

Facing North

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 23

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Off-Site Stormwater
Pond 2 Overview

Facing East

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 24

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Off-Site Stormwater
Pond 2 Overview —
Culvert connection to
Excavated Stormwater
Drainage Ditch

Facing Northwest

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 25

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Off-Site Stormwater
Pond 2 Overview —
Concrete Spillway

Facing Southeast

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 26

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Investigated Area 1 —
Sample Point A

Facing South

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 27

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Investigated Area 2 —
Sample Point D

Facing North

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 28

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Investigated Area 3 —
Sample Point | -
Excavated Stormwater
Drainage Ditch

Facing North

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 29

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Investigated Area 3 -
Excavated Drainage
Ditch Overview — Pipe
Connection to Off-Site
Stormwater Pond 2

Facing Southeast

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 30

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Investigated Area 3 —
Excavated Stormwater
Drainage Ditch
Overview

Facing North

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 31

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Investigated Area 3 —
Excavated Stormwater
Drainage Ditch
Overview

Facing South

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 32

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Constructed Roadside
Drainage Ditch
Overview

Facing West

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 33

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Site Overview

Facing Southeast

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 34

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Site Overview

Facing Northeast

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 35

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr, Mike
Ford

Site Overview

Facing North

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 36

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Site Overview

Facing Northwest

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 37

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Site Overview

Facing North

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 38

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Site Overview

Facing East

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




PHOTOGRAPH 39

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr, Mike
Ford

Off-Site Drainage Ditch

Facing North

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

PHOTOGRAPH 40

DESCRIPTION:

Lemont Site / Mr. Mike
Ford

Off-Site Detention Pond
(west of site)

Facing West

DATE PHOTO TAKEN:

November 30, 2015

ENCAP, Inc.




WETS Station Data



WETS Station:

Average
Aprit 3.75
May 3.85
June 4.25
April
Percip-
Year itation
1980 2.40
1981 6.55
1982 2.97
1983 6.80
1984 4,22
1985 222
1986 1.17
1987 3.04
1988 1.62
1989 1.58
1990** IR 1.53
1991* 4.43
1992 1.66
1933% 451
1994 2.39
1995** 5.33
1996 3.94
1997 1.58
1998* 4.24
1999 5.48
2000" 4.41
2001* 3.08
2002* 4.82
2003* 2.60
2004 1.62
2005 2.05
SCORE
Dry =
Normal =
Wet =

COMMENTS:

Joliet Brandon Road Dam, [1.4530

<30%
2.51
2.61
2.56

Type of
Month
Dry
Wet
Normal
Wet
Normal
Dry
Dry
Normal
Dry
Dry
Dry
Normal
Dry
Normal
Dry
Wet
Normal
Dry
Normal
Wet
Normai
Normal
Wet
Normal
Dry
Dry

W N =

>30%

4.69
4.71
5.32

May

Percip-

itation
417
4.54

5.66
3.25
1.80
2.57
3.57
1.51
2.84
714
7.33
0.67
2,90
1.52
4.65
4.77
2.56
2.88
417
5.32
3.15
6.34
5.64
7.52
3.64

CLIMATIC EVALUATION OF PRECIPITATION
3 MONTHS BEFORE AERIAL CROP
HISTORY SLIDES

June
Type of  Percip-
Month itation

Normal 3.22
Normal 11.18
2.42

Wet 5.01
Normal 2.23
Dry 1.48
Dry 2.99
Normal 2.39
Dry 0.38

Normal

Wet 4,94
Wet 1.32
Dry 1.73
Normal 11.69
Dry 4.85
Normal 1.68
Wet 4.61
Dry 1.73

Normal 3.88
Normal 6.47

Wet 6.02
Normal 2.72
Wet 1.B4
Wet 1.54
Wet 5.86
Normal 1.15
TYPE OF YEAR
Dry = 6to9
Normal = 10to 14
Wet = 1410 18

Type of
Month

Normal
Wet
Dry

Normal
Dry
Dry

Normal
Dry
Dry

Normal
Dry
Dry
Wet
Normal
Dry
Normat
Dry
Normal
Wet
Wet
Normal
Dry
Dry
Wet
Dry

S LA NWNN ONARNWaSN 2NN 22 SN2 NWN W

May June

4
4

WWHWWwD WO

2O BIMNOIANBENOIODPAPNDRRNNDD

WO WWRO MWD WHO WwWwD

* Preferred NORMAL slide years
** Alternate NORMAL slide years
W - Preferred WET slide vears

IR - Infrared slides

Score for
Score 1X Score 2X Score 3X Year

11
16

DATE:

COUNTY:

LANDOWNER:

TRACT NO.

PREPARED BY:

No precip data for May

No precip data for June
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CHICAGO DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
231 SOUTH LA SALLE STREET
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604-1437
REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF: January 2 1 , 20 1 5
Technical Services Division
Regulatory Branch
LRC-2015-00034

SUBJECT: Wetland Determination for the Proposed Paradise Park Assisted Living Complex
Located at the Southeast Corner of Parker & 131st in Lemont, Cook County, Illinois

James Boris

Paradise Park Assisted Living
16 Lilac Avenue

Fox Lake, Illinois 60020

Dear Mr. Boris:

This is in response to your request that the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers complete a
jurisdictional determination for the above-referenced site submitted on your behalf by Gary R.
Weber Associates, Inc. The subject project has been assigned number LRC-2015-00034. Please
reference this number in all future correspondence concerning this project.

Following a review of the information you submitted, this office has determined that the
subject property contains "waters of the United States". Wetland 1 is jurisdictional. For a
detailed description of our determination please refer to the enclosed decision document. This
determination covers only your project as depicted in the Wetland Determination Report dated
December 3, 2014, prepared by Gary R. Weber Associates, Inc.

Although this determination provides a notification of the presence of waters of the U.S.,
this determination does not finalize the wetland boundary. In the event an application is
submitted for work within jurisdictional areas, wetland delineation will need to be prepared and
submitted to this office.

This determination is valid for a period of five (5) years from the date of the letter, unless
new information warrants revision of the determination before the expiration date or a District
Commander has identified, after public notice and comment, that specific geographic areas with
rapidly changing environmental conditions merit re-verification on a more frequent basis.

This letter is considered an approved jurisdictional determination for your subject site. If
you object to this determination, you may appeal, according to 33 CFR Part 331. Enclosed you
will find a Notification of Appeal Process (NAP) fact sheet and a Request for Appeal (RFA)
form. If you request to appeal the above determination, you must submit a completed RFA form
to the Great Lakes/Ohio River Division Office at the following address:



US Army Corps of Engineers

Great Lakes and Ohio River Division
550 Main Street, Room 10524
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202-3222
Regulatory Appeals Review Officer
(513) 684-6212

In order to be accepted, your RFA must be complete, meet the criteria for appeal and be
received by the Division Office within sixty (60) days of the date of the NAP. If you concur with
the determination in this letter, submittal of the RFA form to the Division office is not necessary.

This determination has been conducted to identify the limits of the Corps Clean Water
Act jurisdiction for the particular site identified in this request. This determination may not be
valid for the wetland conservation provisions of the Food Security Act of 1985, as amended. If
you or your tenant are USDA program participants, or anticipate participation in USDA
programs, you should request a certified wetland determination from the local office of the
Natural Resources Conservation Service prior to starting work.

It is your responsibility to obtain any required state, county, or local approvals for impacts
to wetland areas not under the Department of the Army jurisdiction.

Pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
regulates the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the United States, including
wetlands. A Department of the Army permit is required for any proposed work involving the
discharge of dredged or fill material within the jurisdiction of this office. To initiate the permit
process, please submit a joint permit application form along with detailed plans of the proposed
work. Information concerning our program, including the application form and an application
checklist, can be found at and downloaded from our website: http://www.lrc.usace.army.mil/co-r.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Mike Machalek of my staff by telephone at
312-846-5534 or email at Mike.J.Machalek@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

Kathleen G. Chernich
Chief, East Section
Regulatory Branch

Enclosures
Copy Furnished w/out Enclosures

Cook County Building and Zoning (Donald Wlodarski)
Gary R. Weber Associates, Inc. (Carl Peterson)



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

SECTION I: BACKGROUND INFORMATION
A. REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): January 6, 2015

B. DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER: Chicago District, Paradise Park Assisted Living, LRC-2015-34

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: SE Corner of 131 and Parker
State: Illinois County/parish/borough: Cook City: Lemont
Center coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decimal format): Lat. 41.65007°N, Long. -87.95045° W

Universal Transverse Mercator: NAD 83
Name of nearest waterbody: Long Run Creek
Narne of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which th aq atlc resource flows: b
Name of watershed or Hydlologlc Unit Code (HUC): Des P 4)
Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potentlal jur isdictional areas 1s/axe available upon request.
Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc...) are associated with this action and are recorded on a
different JD form.

D. REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):
Office (Desk) Determination. Date: January 21, 2015
Xl Field Determination. Date(s): January 20, 2015

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS
A. RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION.

There A“ e o “navigable waters of the U.S.” within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the
review area. [Required]
1 Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide.
Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce.
Explain: Defined in People of State of IlI. ex rel. Scott v. Hoffiman, No. P-CIV-76-45, slip op. at 7 (S.D.IL Jan. 20, 1979).

B. CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION.
There Are “waters of the U.S.” within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [ Required]

1. Waters of the U.S.
a. Indlcate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): '
= TNWs, including territorial seas
]  Wetlands adjacent to TNWs
E]l  Relatively permanent waters® (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNW's
B Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW's

b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area:
Non-wetland waters: linear feet: width (ft) and/or acres.
Wetlands: 0.65 acres.

¢. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: 198 7 Del
Elevation of established OHWM (if known):

SECTION III: CWA ANALYSIS
A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs. If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete
Section IIL.A.1 and Section IILD.1. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections IIL.A.1 and 2
and Section IIL.D.1.; otherwise, see Section IIL.B below.

1. TNW
Identify TNW: Pick Li
Summarize rationale suppomng determination: As defined in People of State of Iil. ex rel. Scott v. Hoffman, No. P-CIV-76-45,
slip op. at 7 (S.D.I1. Jan. 20, 1979).

2. Wetland adjacent to TNW
Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is “adjacent™:

' Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section I1I below.
? For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least “seasonally”
(e.g., typically 3 months).

1



D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL
THAT APPLY):

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area:
CITNWs: linear feet width (ft), Or, acres.
(] Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres.

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs,
X Tributaries of TN'Ws where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that
tributary is perennial: Long Run Creek is 5 feet wide and 1 feet deep, and is mapped as a blue-line stream on USGS map.
{1 Tributaries of TNW where tributaries have continuous flow “seasonally” (e.g., typically thtee months each year) are
jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section IIl.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows
seasonally:

Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply):
] Tributary waters: linear feet width (ft).
"] Other non-wetland waters: acres.

Identify type(s) of waters:

4. Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indircctly into TNWs.
Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands.
Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round. Provide data and rationale
indicating that tributary is perennial in Section II1.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is
directly abutting an RPW: This wetland has a direct flow connection to the creek about 100 yards away via a
tributary that was flowing even during winter.

7] Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow “seasonally.” Provide data indicating that tributary is
seasonal in Section [II.B and rationale in Section 111.).2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly
abutting an RPW:

Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: acres.
SECTION1V: DATA SOURCES.

A. SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply - checked iteins shall be included in case file and, where checked
and requested, appropriately reference sources below):
Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant: Gary R. Weber Associates, Inc.
Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant.
1 Office concurs with data sheets/delincation report.
{] Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report.
Data sheets prepared by the Corps:
Corps navigable waters’ study:
U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas Sag Bridge HA 149, 1966,
(] USGS NHD data.
X1 USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps.
U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: Sag Bridge 7.5", 1993, Pick List, Pick List, Pick List,
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: Soil Survey of DuPage and Part of Cook (1979).
National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: Sag Bridge,
State/Local wetland inventory map(s): Pick List, Pick List,
FEMA/FIRM maps:
100-year Floodplain Elevatlon is: (National Geodetic Vertical Datum of 1929)
Photographs: [X] Aerial (Name & Date):
or [:I Other (Name & Date):
Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter:
Applicable/supporting case law: People of State of Ill. ex rel. Scott v. Hoffman, No. P-CIV-76-45, (S.D.IIL Jan. 20, 1979)
Applicable/supporting scientific literature:
Other information (please specify):

ﬂDD
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B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: Site visit on January 20, 2015 to document flow route to creek.



Tempo Development, Inc.

(708)-751-2070
ford.johnmike@gmail.com

The Right Decision at the Right Time

RE: SE corner of Parker and 131% Street

Addressing Village of Lemont’s Comment letter of 1/26/16

ieu of a meeting with USACE I had a conversation with Keith Wozniak, Chief of West
—><Section of USACE, Keith supported that this low quality wetland would probably be mitigated
off site under Regional Permit.
Susan Rowley with ENCAP subsequently also had conversation with Keith, her letter attached.
Keith also indicated that it is typical for Municipalities approval proccess and Corp jurisdiction
run concurrently.
2. Susan Rowley had a conversation with Justine Skawski with MWRD, Justine said there would
Have to be a study to see if off site was detention or wetlands, if detention would not be an issue.
Wetland 2 by size would not be issue, but still needs to go through process, again usually
concurrent with Village approval process. As we are creating a buffer there would be no impact
to our site regarding off site ponds, if it is determent detention we just eliminate buffer.
3. Webber Wetland study attached
4. Updated wetland report from ENCAP attached.
Based on addressing these issues there does not seem to be a rational reason not to proceed to the
February plan commission meeting.

Items listed under not required have also been addressed on engineering plans you received, a
topo was also emailed. Further comments will be addressed as we move toward final
engineering.

Sincerely,
Mike _
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2585 Wagner Ct.

P DeKalb, IL60115

E N C A Phone: 815.748.4500
Fax: 815.748.4255

www.ehcapinc.net

January 28, 2016

Mr. John Michael Ford
Tempo Development
11921 S. Hobart Street
Palos Park, IL 60464

RE: Lemont Site (SE Corner of Parker and 131 Street)
USACE Permitting Overview
ENCAP, Inc. Project # 15-1106C

Dear Mr. Ford:

The above referenced project contains one wetland (Wetland 1) that is under the jurisdiction
of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). This wetland is of low-quality and
approximately 0.89 acres in total size (which includes right-of-way areas). Based on our
experience working with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers on previous projects, on the
permits we have received from that agency, and on the specific site constraints of the Lemont
Site project, we anticipate that the project will receive a Regional Permit from the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers with approved mitigation.

In a phone conversation with Mr. Keith Wozniak of the USACE and myself on January 28,
2016, Mr. Wozniak indicated a high likelihood that mitigation would be approved for this
project under the Regional Permit Program (RP1). It is our understanding that Mr. Ford will be
pursuing the submission of an RP1 for this project with the USACE. Any proposed impacts to
standard isolated wetlands or their buffers will be permitted through the Village of Lemont and
the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District (MWRD).

If you have any questions regarding this information, please do not hesitate to call me at (815)
748-4500.

Sincerely,
ENCAP Inc.

A o
Susan Rowley

Ecological Consulting Division Manager
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