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INTRODUCTION

A wetland delineation of the former Wabash Alloys property was conducted on June 4, 2013. The cutrent
ptoperty owner is Connell Aluminum Propetties, LLC. The property address is 9100 S. 5™ Street and is
located east of 5™ Avenue and south of L. Depot Rd in the City of Oak Creek, Milwaukee County,
Wisconsin (Exhibit 1). The site is further located in Section 24, Township 5 North, Range 22 East. The
property consists of a wetland, the former Wabash Alloys building and modified old industtial property.
The building is in the process of being demolished and the property is undergoing investigation and

planning for an environmental cleanup.

EXISTING DATA

The United States Geological Survey topographic map (Exhibit 2) does not indicate any wetlands, streams
ot open water on the property. The Wisconsin Wetland Inventory map indicates one wetland on the property
(Exhibit 3). The Flood Insurance Rate Map (Exhibit 4) indicates no mapped floodplain or floodway on the
property. The Milwaukee County Soil Survey (Exhibit 5) indicates the hydric soil Ashkum silty clay loam

(AsA) on the propetty.
WETLAND DELINEATION

Wetlands on the property wete delineated on June 4, 2013 by Vince Mosca and Steve Rauch of Hey and
Associates, Inc. using procedures outlined in the 1987 Corps of Engineers’ (Corps) Wetland Delineation
Manual and the 2010 Regional Supplement to the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual: Midwest Region.
The entire property was inspected, with areas mapped as wetland or supporting wetland plant species
prioritized for investigation. If inspection revealed that wetland plant species comprised more than 50
percent of the plant cover, the suspected wetland was further examined for field indicators of hydric soil
and hydrology. The Corps-accepted field indicators of hydric soil include: gleyed and low chroma matrix
and mottle colors, and iron and manganese concretions. Necessaty hydric soil indicators were field verified
in the wetland area. The Corps-approved field indicators of hydrology include: visual observation or
photographic evidence of soil inundation or saturation during the growing season, oxidized channels
associated with living roots and rhizomes, water marks, drift lines, waterborne sediment deposits,
waterstained leaves, surface scoured arcas and drainage patterns. Wetland hydrologic criteria were met in

the area delineated as wetland.
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A list of observed plant species in the wetland areas was compiled and data were gathered to complete
Corps jurisdictional dataforms. A native vegetative quality rating was calculated for each wetland using the
Wisconsin Ifloristic Quality Assessment (FQA). The FQA method assigns to plant species a rating that
reflects the fundamental conservatism that the species exhibits for natural habitats. A native species that
exhibits specific adaptations to a narrow spectrum of the environment is given a high rating. Conversely, an
introduced, ubiquitous species that exhibits adaptations to a broad spectrum of environmental variables is
given a low rating. Utilizing this method, a Floristic Quality Index (FQI) is derived for a given area. The
FQI is an indication of native vegetative quality for an arca: generally 1-19 indicates low vegetative quality,

20-35 indicates high vegetative quality and above 35 indicates “Natural Area” quality.

RESULTS

One wetland (Wetland 1) that occupies approximately 1.26-acres was delineated on the property. The
surveyed wetland boundaries are shown on an aerial photograph in Exhibit 6. A list of the observed plant
species for the wetland area is given in Exhibit 7. The Corps’ jurisdictional dataforms for upland and
wetland areas are included as Exhibit 8. Representative color photographs of the upland and wetland areas

are provided in Exhibit 9. Following is a table that summarizes the delineated wetland:

Wetland Area rQn Native Wetland Type Dominant Vegetation
(acres) Mean C2
1 ~1.26 12.2 2.5 Wet prairie/Marsh See data sheets (Exhibit 8)

1 The Floristic Quality Index (FQI) is an indication of native vegetative quality for an arca: generally 1-19 indicates low vegetative quality; 20-
35 indicates high vegetative quality; and above 35 indicates “Natural Area” quality.

2 The Native Mean C is an indication of native vegetative quality for an area. Areas with value of 3.5 or greater are considered
high quality.

Wetland 1 is a wet prairie that receives hydrology by overland flow. The wetland area likely has formed in its
current location as a consequence of site drainage patterns that have been dictated by the land uses of the
property. 1'wo separate railroad spurs used to occupy the property. Both resulting railroad beds dictated to a
large degree the flow of local surface water runoff from the building and patking lots. The runoff sheet

drained to the east from the impervious surfaces to, at least in part, form the wetland area.

‘The entire eastern portion of the property was modified and influenced by previous activities. These include
the modifications made to the land by the industrial facility and the construction of the access road to the

water treatment facility on Lake Michigan that occurs directly south of the property. The grading, excavation
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and berming associated with this access road, including the installation of a “bee-hive” drainage outlet at the

terminus of the on-site wetland area, largely defines the local hydrology.

The entire wetland area has a mixed soil matrix, although there is evidence that hydric features have
reformed in the soil profile. ‘The local water table appears to be perched in the heavy clay and compacted

soils. Some surface ponding was evident, primarily dictated by seasonal precipitation pattetns.

Some hydrophytic vegetation, mostly sandbar willow (Salix exigna) and eastern cottonwood (Populus delfoids)
occurs on the old railroad bed at the north end of the site. Although partially dominated by wetland
vegetation, the soil profile was non-hydric and no water table or other hydrologic featutes were observed

(see data sheet 4).

One spot depressional area (Exhibit 6) was observed along the notth side of the railroad bed. This atea
appears to collect local runoff and does not appear to drain anywhere. This area (approximately 100 sq. feet)
was unvegetated and appears to be a relict of the grading for the railtoad embankment. Exemption from

regulation due to it being created by human induced activities is requested.

It should be noted that the site has occurred in its current condition for an extended period of time and now

2

exhibits “normal circumstances,” albeit previously disturbed. Therefore the site was not delineated using

“atypical situations” criteria.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The wetland delineation of the former Wabash Alloy property revealed one wetland atea totaling an
estimated 1.26-acre. On June 19, 2013, Jesse Jensen, Tom Nedland and Stacy Hron from the WDNR and
Anthony Jernigan from the Army Corps of Engineers conducted a field visit. The wetland boundaty as
shown in this report was walked and a preliminary boundary concurrence was given by both agencies. Final
concurrence will be subject to review and approval of this report. A portion of the upland is dominated by
adventive hydrophytic vegetation. This area was discussed during the meeting and it was agreed that it
would not be considered a jurisdictional wetland since it is an old railroad bed and does not meet wetland

criteria,

With the proximity of the wetland to Lake Michigan and an appatent hydrologic connection via a storm
sewer network, it is likely that the site will be under federal jurisdiction. These ateas cannot be filled or

otherwise impacted without permit authorization issued by the appropriate agencies. No work which would

3
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result in wetland impacts should be undertaken unless project authorization from the resource agencies is

first received.
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Wabash Alloy

06/04/2013

Inventorled By:

Vince Mosca Steve Rauch

Plant Communlty:

Wetland

Floristic Quality Summary:

Title
Nalive Specles
Total Specles

Native Physlognomlc Summary:

Tille

<blank>
Evergreen Ally
Evergreen Shrub
Fern

Fern Ally

Forb

Grass
Herbaceous Vine
Rush

Sedge

Shrub

Tree

Tree/Shrub
Woody Vine

Taxon Codo:
ACENEG

ALLPET
ASTNOV
CORRAC
CORSTO
DIPSYL
ELEERY
EQUARV
FRAVIR
FRAPEN
GEUCAN
JUNDUD
MONFISVFIS
PARQUI

Count Mean C Fal
24 2.5 12.2
32 19 10.6
Count Percent Physlognomy
1 3.1 <blank>
0 0.0 Evergreen Ally
0 00 Evergreen Shrub
0 0.0 Fern
1 34 Fern Ally
6 15.6 Forb
0 0.0 Grass
0 0.0 Herbaceous Vine
1 3.1 Rush
2 63 Sedge
6 18.8 Shrub
5 16.6 Treo
1 34 Tree/Shrub
2 63 Woody Vine

Scientlflc Name
Acer negundo L.

(M.BIEB.) CAVARA & GRANDE
Asler novae-angliae L.

Cornus racamosa Lam.

Cornus slolonifera Michx,
DIPSACUS SYLVESTRIS HUDS,
Elsocharis erythropoda Steud.
Equisetum arvense L.

irginiana Duchesne

nnsylvanica Marshall

Geum canadense Jacq.
Juncus dudleyi Wiegand

Monarda fistulosa L. var. fistulosa

Parthenocissus quinquefolia (L.) Planch,

_— O S A 000NN O OO -

CofC

- w0 W N W o ©

= T~ R T

Non-Native Physlognomlc Summary:
Count Percent

3.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
6.3
6.3
0.0
0.0
0.0
3.1
3.1
0.0
3.1

Native

FEEEEEEEOEEEOR

Physlognom Reglon 3

Tree FACW-
Forb FAC
Forb FACW
Shrub

Shrub FACW
Forb NI
Sedge OBL
Fern Ally FAC
Forb FAC-
Tree FACW
Forb FAC
Rush

Forb FACU

Waody Vine FAC-



PHAARU
POAPRA
POPDELsMON
POPTRE
RHAFRA
RHURADWUL
RIBAME
RUBOCC
SALFRA
SALINT
SALNIG
SCIATR
SOLDUL
SOLGIG
TYPANG
TYPLAT
VIBLEN
VITRIP

PHALARIS ARUNDINACEA L.

POA PRATENSIS L.

Populus deltoldes Bartram ox Marshall subsp. mor
Populus tremulofdes Michx.

RHAMNUS FRANGULA L.

Rhus radicans L. var. vulgaris (Michx.) DC.
Ribes americanum Mill.

Rubus occidentalis L.

SALIX FRAGILIS L.

Salix interior Rowlee

Salix nigra Marshall

Sclrpus atrovirens Willd.

SOLANUM DULCAMARA L,

Solidago gigantea Alton

TYPHA ANGUSTIFOLIA L.

Typha latifolia L.

Viburnum lentago L.

Vilis riparia Michx.

o W O W A N O N2 N O NN O O

EEEOEOEEEOEREEOREEDO

Grass
Grass
Tree
Tree
Shrub
Shrub
Shrub
Shrub
Tree
Shrub
Tree
Sedge
Woody Vine
Forb

Tree/Shrub
Woody Vine

FACW#
FAG-
FAC+
FAC
FAC+
FAC
FACW

FAC+
oBL
OBL
OBL
FAC
FACW
OBL.
OBL
FAC+
FACW-
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Reglon

Project/Site Wabash Alloy Cily/County: Oak Creek/ Milwaukee Counly Sampling Date: 6/4/13
Applicant/Owner:  Connell Aluminum Properlies, LL.C Slate: Wisconsin Sampling Point: 1
Invesligator(s): Vince Mosca, Steve Rauch Seclion, Township, Range: 24, 22N, 6E
Landform (hillslope, terrace, elc.): Local rellaf (concave, convex, none): concave
Slope (%): Lat: 42.877909 Long: -87.848558 Datum:
Soil Map Unit Name: loamy land NWI Classification:
Are climalic/hydrologlc conditions of the site lyplcal for this ime of the year? _L_ (If no, explain in remarks)
Are vegelation , soll yorhydrology  significantly dislurbed? _N_
Are vegelation , soll vorhydrology — nalurally problamatic? _N__Are "normal circumstances” present? Y
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS (If needed, explain any answers In remarks.)
Hydrophylic vegetation present? Y
Hydric soll present? Y Is the sampled area within a wetland? ¥
Wetland hydrology present? Y If yes, oplional welland site ID:

Remarks: (Explaln alternalive procedures here or in a separate report.)

Old disturbance; now "normal clrcumstances"

VEGETATION -- Use sclentific names of plants.

Absolule Dominant Indicalor Dominance Tost Worksheot
Tree Stralum (Plol slze: ) % Cover  Spacles Slalus Number of Dominant Specles that
1 Populus delloides 5 Y FAC aro OBL, FACW, or FAC: 5 (A)
2 Tolal Number of Domlnant Specles
3 Across all Strala: 6 (B)
4 Percent of DomInant Specles that
5 are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.00% (A/B)
5  =Tolal Cover
Saplina/Shrub stratum  (Plot slze: ) Prevalence Index Workshest
1 Fraxinus pennsylvanica ] Y FACW Total % Cover of:
2 Comus slolonlfera ] Y FACW OBL species 50 x1= 50
3 FACW specles 10 x2= 20
4 FAC specles 26 x3= 75
5 FACUspecles . 0 x4= 0
10 =Tolal Cover UPL specles 0 x6= 0
erb slr (Plot size: ) Column totals 85 (A) 145 (B)
1 Typha lalifolia 50 Y 0BL Prevalence Index = B/A = 1.71
2 Equiselum arvense 20 Y FAC
3 Juncus dudloyi 10 N NI Hydrophytic Vegelation Indicators:
4 . Rapld las! for hydrophylic vegetatlon
5 _X Dominance lest Is >50%
6 __)S_ Prevalence Index Is £3.0*
¥ Morphological adaptations* (provide
8 supporling data In Remarks or on a separate
9 _sheet)
10 Problematic hydrophylic vegetation*
80  =Tolal Cover _(explaln)
Woody vine siratu (Plot size: .___.) *Indicators of hydre soll and welland hydrology must be
1 prasenl, unless disturbed or problemalic
2 Hydrophylic
0  =Tolal Cover vagetation
present? ¥

Remarks: (Include pholo numbers here or on a separate sheet)

US Amy Corps of Englneers Midwest Reglion




SOIL Sampling Polnt: ]
Proflle Description: {Describe to the depth nesded to document the Indicator or confirm the absence of Indicators.)

Depth Malrix Redox Fealures
(Inches) | Color (molst) % Color (moisl) %  Type* Loc** Texlure Remarks
0-2 10YR 211 SCL minor topsoil
2-12 2.5Y 412 80 10YR 5/6 6 M SCL mollles

*Type: C = Concenlralion, D = Depletion, RM = Reduced Malrix, MS = Masked Sand Grains. “*Locatlon; PL. = Pore Lining, M = Malrix

Hydrlc Soll Indlcators: Indlcators for Problematlc Hydrlc Solls:
Hislisol (A1) ___Sandy Gleyed Malrix (S4) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Hislic Eplpedon (A2) ___Sandy Redox (S6) Dark Surface (S7) (LRR K, L)

Black Histic (A3) Stripped Malrix (S6)
Hydrogen Sullide (Ad) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)

6 cm Mucky Peal or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRRK, L, R)

1] 1]
| ]|
| 11T

Stralified Layers (AS) Loamy Gleyed Malrix (F2) Vary Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
___2.cm Muck (A10) _)_(_Dep!aled Malrix (F3) Other (explain in remarks)
. Depleted Below Dark Suiface (A11) . Redox Dark Surface (F6)
. Thick Dark Surface (A12) —_— Deploted Dark Surlac? (F7) *Indicalors of hydrophylic vegelation and welland
____Sandy Mucky Minaral (81) ___Redox Depresslons (F6) hydrology must be present, unlass disturbed or
__5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) problemalic
Restrictive Layer (if ohserved):
Type: Hydric soll present? Y
Depth (inches): —
Remarks:

Appears to be relalively newly formed hydric solls in a distrubed matrix; obvious seaon ponding

HYDROLOGY
Woetland Hydrology Indlcators:
dmary Indlcalors (minimum of one Is required; check all that appt Secondary Indicators (minimum of lwo required
L Surface Waler (A1) _Aqualic Fauna (B13) I Surface Soll Cracks (B6)
__High Walter Table (A2) __True Aqualic Plants (B14) intamage Pallerns (B10)
iSaluratlon (A3) __Hydrogan Sulfide Odor (C1) ___Dry-Season Waler Table (C2)
| Waler Marks (B1) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
- Sediment Deposits (B2) ] (C3) . Saturalion Visible on Aerlal Imagery (C9)
- Drift Deposiis (B3) e Presence of Reduced lron (C4) _ Slunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
___Nga! Mat or Crust (Bd) Recent lron Reduction In Tilled Solls ____Gcomorphlc Posllion (D2)
Iron Deposits (BS) (C6) _i_ FAC-Neulral Test (D5)
“Inundullon Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) _Thln Muck Surface (C7)
:Sparsely Vegelated Concave Surface (B8) :Gauge or Well Dala (D9)
Waler-Stalned Leaves (B9) _____0lher (Explain In Remarks)
Field Observations:
Surface waler present? Yeos X No Depth (inches):  2-Jan Wetland
Waler lable present? Yes b4 No Depth (inches): hydrology
Saluration present? Yes X No Depth (Inches): ~atsurace present? Y
(Includes caplilary fringe) S

Describe recorded data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial pholos, previous inspeclions), if available:

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Reglon



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Reglon

ProjacUSite Wabash Alloy Cily/Counly: Oak Creek/ Milwaukee Counly Sampling Dalte: 6/4/113
Applicant/Owner:  Connell Aluminum Properlies, LLC Slate: Wisconsin Sampling Point: 2
Investigator(s): Vince Mosca, Steve Rauch Section, Township, Range: 24, 22N, 5E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Local rellef (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): Lat: 42.878409 Long: -87.848856 Datum:

Soil Map Unit Name: Loamy land NWI Classification:

Are climalic/hydrologle condilions of the sile lypical for this ime of theyear? Y (Ifno, explaln In remarks)

Are vegalalion , soll vorhydrology signlficantly disturbed? _L

Are vegolalion , soil , or hydrology L nalurally problematic? E_ Are “normal circumslances" presenl? ‘L

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

(If needed, explaln any answers In remarks.)

US Amy Corps of Engineers

Hydrophylic vegetation present? Y
Hydric soll present? Y Is the sampled area within a wetland? Y
Welland hydrology present? _Yy Il yes, oplional welland site ID:
|Remarks: (Explain allernative procedures here or In a separale reporl.)
VEGETATION -- Use sclentific names of plants,
Absolule  Dominant  Indlcator Dominance Test Worksheet
Tree Slralum (Plot slze: ) % Cover  Specles Slatus Number of Dominant Specles that
1 Populus deltoldes 20 Y FAC aro OBL, FACW, or FAC: 5 A
2 _Salix nigra 20 Y OBL__ | Tolal Number of Dominant Speclos
3 Across all Strata: 6 (B)
4 Percent of Daminant Specles (hat
5 are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 83.33% (A/B)
40  =Total Cover
Sapling/Shrub stratum  (Plot size: ) Prevalence Index Worksheet
1 Salix exigua subsp. inlerior 50 Y OBL Total % Cover of:
2 OBL spacles 70 x1= 70
3 FACW specles 40 x2= 80
4 FAC spacles 20 x3= 60
] FACU spacles 0 xd4= 0
50  =Tolal Cover UPL spacios 0 xb6= 0
Herb stralum (Plot size: ) Column tolals 130 (A) 210 (B)
1 Solidago gigantea 20 Y FACW Prevalence Indox = B/A = 1.62
2 Phalaris arundinacea 20 X FACW
3 Dipsacus fullonum subsp. sylvestrs 10 Y Ni Hydrophytic Vegelation Indicators:
4 ___Rapld test for hydrophytic vegetation
5 _X Dominance lest is >50%
6 _X_Prevalenca index Is s3.0*
{ Morphologlcal adaptalions* (provide
8 supporling dala In Remarks or on a separate
9 . sheet)
10 Problemalic hydrophylic vegelalion*
50  =Total Cover ____{exp!aln)
Woody vine siralunm (Plot size: ) *Indicators of hydric soll and welland hydrology musl be
1 present, unless dislurbed or problemalic
2 Hydrophylle
0  =Tolal Cover vegotatlon
present? Y
Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separale sheet)

Midwest Region




SOIL

Sampling Polnt:

Profilo Description: (Describe to the deplh needed to document the Indlcator or confirm the absence of Indicators.)

Depth Malrix Redox Fealures
(Inches) | Color(molst) % Color (molst) %  Type* Loc** Texlure Remarks
0.6 2.6Y 4/2 80 10YR 6/6 6 RM M SICI Disturbed
6-12 10YR 211 60 2.6Y 412 10 D M Sict

*Type: C = Concenlration, D = Deplelion, RM = Reduced Malrix, MS = Masked Sand Grains.

**| ocallon: PL = Pore Lining, M = Malrix

Hydrle Soll Indicators:

Indicators for Problematic Hydrlc Solls:

. Hislisol (A1) _Snndy Gleyed Malrix (54) __Coas! Pralrde Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Histic Epipedon (A2) ___ Sandy Redox (S5) ___Dark Surface (S7) (LRRK, L)

" Black Histic (A3) Stripped Malrix (S6) ____6.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (53) (LRR K, L, R)
—Hyd:ogen Sulfide (Ad) : Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) . Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)
:Siraﬁﬁud Layers (A5) ___Loamy Gleyed Malrix (F2) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
____2cm Muck (A10) X__Dopleted Matrix (F3) _X Other (explain In remarks)
L Depleled Below Dark Surface (A11) Redox Dark Surface (F6)
__Thlck Dark Surface (A12) ___Depleled Dark Surface (F7) “Indicators of hydrophytic vegelation and welland
___ Sandy Mucky Mineral ($1) ___Redox Depresslons (F8) hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or
__bem Mucky Peal or Peat (S3) problematic

Restrictive Layer (If observed):

Type: Hydrlc soll present? Y

Deplh (inches):

Remarks:

Newly formed In dislurbed matrix; mixed clayey materials but has developed hydric fealures. Supporling hydrophytes

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
timary Indicators (minimum of
_8urrace Waler (A1)
| High Waler Table (A2)
X Saluration (A3)
| Water Marks (81)
Sedimant Deposits (B2)
| Dyift Deposits (83)
Algal Mal or Crust (B4)
Iron Daposils (85)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)
: Sparsely Vegelaled Concave Surface (B8)
Water-Slained Leavaes (B9)

——

ulred; check all tha

Aqualic Fauna (B13)
__True Aquatic Planls (B14)
__Hydmgen Sulfide Odor (C1)

Oxldized Rhlzospheres on Living Rools

(C3)
:Pfesence of Reduced lron (C4)
Recenl Iron Reduclion In Tilled
_(ce)
Thin Muck Surface (C7)
o Gauge or Well Dala (D9)
: Othar (Explain In Remarks)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Surface Soll Cracks (B8)

Dralnage Pallerns (B10)

Dry-Season Waler Table (C2)

Crayfish Burrows (C8)

Saluralion Visible on Aerlal Imagery (C8)
Slunled or Siressed Planls (D1)
Geomorphlc Posltion (D2)

X FAC-Neulral Test (D5)

Soils

RERRER

Field Observations:

Surface waler present? Yes No X Deplh (inches): Wetland

Water lable present? Yes No X Deplh (inches): hydrology
Salturation present? Yes X No Depth (inches): ~— 12 present? Y

(Includes capillary fringe)

Describe recorded dala (siream gauge, monitoring well, aerial pholos, previous Inspeclions), if avallable:

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers

seasonal saturation; true water table unclear

Midwest Region



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Reglon

ProjectSile Wabash Alloy Cily/County: Oak Creek/ Mitlwaukee Counly Sampling Date: 6/4/13
Applican/Owner:  Connell Aluminum Properties, LLC Stale: Wisconsin Sampling Point; 3
Investigator(s): Vince Mosca, Steve Rauch Secllon, Township, Range: 24, 22N, 5€
Landform (hilislope, terrace, elc.): Local relief (concave, convex, none); convex
Slope (%): Lat: 42.878153 Long: -87.848727 Datum:
Soil Map Unit Name: loamy land NWI Classification:
Are climatic/ydrologlc conditions of the sile typical for this time of the year? _ Y (Ifno, explain in remarks)
Are vegelation , soil ,or hydrology__ slgnificantly disturbed? N_
Are vagelalion . soll orhydrology  nalurally problemalic? _N__Are "normal circumstances” presenl?__Y_
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS (If needed, explain any answars In remarks.)
Hydrophylic vegetalion present? __bl__
Hydrle soll present? N Is the sampled area within a wetland? N
Welland hydrology present? N If yes, oplional welland slte |D:

Remarks: (Explain alternalive procedures here or in a separate reporl.)

data polint is located on a disturbed railroad hed

VEGETATION -- Use sclentific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator Dominance Test Worksheet
Tree Sir. (Plol size: ) % Cover  Specles Slalus Number of Dominant Specles lhat
1 are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 A)
2 Tolal Number of Dominant Species
3 Across all Strala: 4 (B)
4 Percent of Dominant Specles that
5 are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.00% (A/B)
0 =Tolal Cover
Sapling/Shrub slratuny  (Plol slze: ) Prevalence Index Worksheet
1 Lonicera latarica 20 Y FACU Tolal % Cover of:
2  Salix exigua subsp. interior 20 Y OBL OBL spacles 20 xi= 20
3 Cornus slolonifera 10 Y FACW FACW species 10 x2= 20
4 FAC specles 0 x3= 0
5 FACU specles 20 x4= 80
50  =Total Cover UPL specles 0 xb5= 0
Herb stralum (Plot size: ) Column totals 60 (A) 120 (B)

Coronllla varia 50 Y NI Prevalence Index = BIA = 240

1

2

3 Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

4 Rapid test for hydrophytic vegstation
5 :Domlnance festIs >50%
6

7

8

9

__)_(__ Prevalence Index Is £3.0*

Morphological adaptalions* (provide
supporling data In Remarks or on a separale

_sheet)
10 Problemalic hydrophylic vegelalion*

50 =Total Cover ___(explain)
Woody vine siralun (Plol stze: ._.._........_..) ‘Indcators of hydric soll and welland hydrology must be
1 present, unless dislurbed or problematic
2 Hydrophytic

0  =Total Cover vegetation

present? Y

Remarks: (Include pholo numbers here or on a separale sheet)

US Amy Corps of Engineers Midwest Region




SOIL

Sampling Polnt: 3

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the Indicator or confirm the absenco of Indicators.)

Deplh Malrix Redox Fealures
(Inches) | Color (molsl) % | Color (moisl) %  Type' Loc** Texlure Remarks
Disturbed

*Type: C = Concenlralion, D = Depletion, RM = Reduced Malrix, MS = Masked Sand Grains.

*'Localion: PL = Pore Lining, M = Malrix

Hydric Soll Indlcators:
. Hislisol (A1)

Hislic Eplpedon (A2)
~_Black Hislic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (Ad)
__Sh‘aliﬁed Layers (A5)
___2.cm Muck (A10)

Depleled Below Dark Surface (A11)
: Thick Dark Surface (A12)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
] 6 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

____Sandy Gleyed Malrix (S4)

____Sandy Redox (S5)

L Stripped Malrix (S6)
Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)

: Loamy Gleyed Malrix (F2)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls:
___Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
__Dark Surface (S7) (LRRK, L)

o 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

:Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)

Depleted Malrix (F3)
—_Redox Dark Surfaca (F6)
| Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
___Redox Depressions (F8)

___Other (explain in remarks)

*Indicators of hydrophytic vegelation and welland
hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or

problemalic

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Deplh (inches):

Hydric soll prasent? N

Remarks:

Old razed railroad hed

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

| Surface Water (A1)
High Water Table (A2)
| saturation (A3)
__Wa!er Marks (B1)
Sedimenl Deposils (B2)
[ oiin Deposils (B3)
| Algal Mat or Crust (84)
Iron Daposits (B5)
[ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (87)
: Sparsely Vegetaled Concave Surface (B8)
Waler-Slained Leaves (89)

___Aquallc Fauna (B13)
____Tiue Aqualic Plants (B14)
___Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of lwo required)

L Surface Soll Cracks (B6)
___Drainaga Palterns (B10)
_Dry-Season Waler Table (C2)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

(C3)

: Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
Recent lron Reduction In Tilled Soils
(C6)

—Thin Muck Surface (C7)

" Gauge or Well Data (D9)

:Othef (Explain in Remarks)

__Salurallon Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
___Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Posilion (D2)

_X_ FAC-Neulral Test (D5)

Fleld Ohservatlons:

Surface waler present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Waler lable present? Yes No X Deplh (inches):
Saluration present? Yes No X Depth (inches):

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland
hydrology
present? N

Describe recorded data (stream gauge, moniloring well, aerial pholos, previous inspeclions), if available:

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Mldwest Raglon

ProjectSite Wabash Alloy City/Counly; Oak Creek/ Milwaukes Counly Sampling Date: 6/4/13
ApplicanVOwner.  Connell Aluminum Propertles, LLC Slale: Wisconsin Sampling Polnt: A
Invasligator(s): Vince Mosca, Steve Rauch Seclion, Township, Range: 24, 22N, 6€
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Local relief (concave, convex, none): convex
Slope (%): Lat: 42.878685 Long: -87.848204 Datum:
Soll Map Unit Name: loamy land NWI Classlficalion:
Are climatic/hydrologic condilions of the site lypical for Lhis lime of the year? ‘L (If no, explain in remarks)
Are vegelalion , soil .orhydrology  significanlly dislurbed? ‘N_.
Are vegelalion , soil corhydrology  nalurally problemalic? ﬁ__ Are "normal clrcumstances” present? _L
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS (If needed, explain any answers In remarks.)
Hydrophylic vegelalion present? Yy
Hydile soll present? N Is the sampled area within a wetland? N
Welland hydrology present? N If yes, oplional wetland slite ID:

Remarks: (Explaln allarnalive procedures here or In a separale report.)

VEGETATION -- Use scientific names of plants.

Absolule  Dominant Indicator Domlinanco Tost Worksheet
Tree Stralum (Plot slze: ) % Cover  Specles Stalus Number of Dominant Specles that
1 are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant Specles
3 Across all Sirala: 3 (8)
4 Percont of Dominant Specles that
5 are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 33.33% (A/B)
0  =Tolal Cover :
Sapling/Shrub slralum (Plol size: ) Prevalence Index Worksheet
1 Salix exigua subsp. Interior 20 Y 0BL Total % Cover of:
2 OBL specles 20 x1= 20
3 FACW spacles 0 x2= 0
4 FAC species 0 x3= 0
5 FACU species 0 x4= 0
20  =Tolal Cover UPL. specles 0 x6= 0
Herb stralum (Plot size: ) Column totals 20 (A) 20 (B)
Coronilla varia 30 Y NI Prevalence Index = B/A = 1.00

Dipsacus fullonum subsp. syiveslds 30 Y NI

1

2

3 Hydrophytic Vegetation Indlcators:

4 ____Rapld test for hydrophytic vegelation
6 ___Domlnance lest Is >50%
6

7

8

9

_X_Prevalence index Is £3.0*

Morphological adaptalions*® (provide
supporting data In Remarks or on a separale

sheet)
10 Problematic hydrophylic vegetation*

60  =Tolal Cover _(expfaln)
Woody vine stratlum (Plot size: __._.) *Indicators of hydric soil end welland hydrology musi be
1 prasent, unless disturbed or problemalic
2 Hydrophytlc

0 =Tolal Cover vegetation

present? Y

Remarks: (Include pholo numbers here or on a separale sheet)

US Amy Corps of Engineers Midwest Region




SOIL Sampling Polnt: 4
Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the Indicator or confirm the absence of Indicators.)

Deplh Malrix Redox Fealures
(Inches) | Color (moist) % Color (moisl) % Type* Loc** Texture Remarks
0-15 10YR 7/6 80 2.5Y 716 2 D M Sicl Dislurbed

‘Type: C = Concenlration, D = Depletion, RM = Reduced Malrix, MS = Masked Sand Grains. **Location: PL = Pore Lining, M = Malrix

*Indicators of hydrophytic vegetalion and wetland

Hydrlc Soll Indicators: Indlcators for Problematic Hydrlc Solls:

___Hislisol (A1) ___Sandy Gleyed Malrix (S4) . Coast Pralrie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Histic Eplpedon (A2) Sandy Redox (S5) L Dark Surface (S7) (LRR K, L)

:Black Histic (A3) :S!rlpped Matrlx (S6) __bBem Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)

___Hydrogen Sulfide (Ad) ___ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ___lron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)
Slralified Layers (A5) Loamy Gleyed Malrix (F2) Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)

—_ 2.0m Muck (A10) " Doploled Malx (F3) " Olher (explain In remarks)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Redox Dark Surface (F6) T

_ Thick Dark Surface (A12) " Depleled Dark Surface (F7)

Sandy Mucky Mineral (51) Redox Depresslons (F8) hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or
____6.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) problemalic
Restrictivo Layer (If obsorved):
Type: Hydrlc soll present? N
Depth (inches):
‘[Remarks:

previous fill from facllity or railroad construction, very mixed matrix; pebbles;buried topsoll lenses

HYDROLOGY

Waetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one Is required; check all that apply) Secon Indicators (minimu
Sutface Water (A1) Aquatic Fauna (B13) _Sudaoe Soll Cracks (B6)

[ High Water Table (A2) T True Aqualic Plants (B14) - Dralnage Palterns (B10)

:Salurauon (A3) :Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) _Dry-Season Waler Table (C2)

| Water Marks (81) Oxldized Rhizospheres on Living Rools ___ Crayfish Burrows (G8)
Sediment Daposits (B2) (@) ___Saluralion Visible on Aerial Imagery (G9)

: Drift Deposits (B3) _Pfesance of Reduced Iron (C4) . Slunted or Stressed Planls (D1)

| Algal Mat or Crust (84) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils ~____ Geomorphic Posltion (D2)
Iron Deposils (B5) (C6) FAC-Noutral Test (D5)

" Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) " Thin Muck Surface (C7) _

Sparsely Vegelaled Concave Surface (B8) T Gauge or Well Dala (D9)

:Waler-Slalned Leaves (B9) " Other (Exptain In Remarks)

Fleld Observatlons: —

Surface waler present? Yes No X Depth (inches): Wetland

Waler table present? Yes No X Depth(inches): — hydrology

Saluration present? Yes No X Depth (inches): present? N

{includes capillary fringe)

Describe recorded data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous Inspactions), If avaitable:

Remarks:

part of old railroad bed grading

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Reglon

Project/Site Wabash Alloy City/Counly: Oak Creek/ Milwaukee County Sampling Date: 6/4/113
Applican/Owner:  Connell Aluminum Propertles, LLC State: Wisconsin Sampling Point: 5
Invesligator(s): Vince Mosca, Steve Rauch Seclion, Towashlp, Range: 24, 22N, 5E
Landform (hllisiope, terrace, eltc.): Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave
Slope (%): Lal; 42878317 Long: -87.846989 Dalum:
Soll Map Unil Name: loamy land NWI Classification:
Are climalic/hydrologic conditions of the site typical for this ime of the year? _ Y (ifno, explaln In remarks)
Are vegetation , soll orhydrology  significanlly disturbed? N_
Are vegelation , soll orhydrology nalurally problematic? _lil___ Are "normal clrcumslances" present? Y
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS (If needed, explain any answers In remarks.)
Hydrophylic vegelation present? Y
Hydrlc soll present? Y Is the sampled area within a welland? Y
Welland hydrology present? _Y If yes, optional welland sile |D:

Remarks: (Explain allernalive procedures here or In a separate reporl.)

VEGETATION -- Use sclentific names of plants,

Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominance Test Worksheot
Tree Stralum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Specles Slatus Number of Dominant Specles that N
1 are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
2 Tolal Number of Dominant Specles
3 Across all Strata: 1 (B)
4 Percent of Domlnant Specles Lhat
5 are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.00% (A/B)

0 =Tolal Cover

Sapling/Shrub stratum  (Plot size: ) Prevalence Index Worksheet
1 Tolal % Cover of:
2 OBL specles 0 x1= 0
3 FACW specles 90 x2= 180
4 FAC specles 0 x3= 0
5§ FACU specles 0 x4= 0
0  =Tolal Cover UPL specles 0 x6= 0
Herb stralum (Plot size: ) Column totals 20 (A) 180 (B)
Phalaris arundinacea 90 Y FACW Prevalence Index = BIA = 2.00

1

2

3 Hydrophytic Vegatation Indicators:

4 ____Rapid lest for hydrophytic vegatalion
5 X Dominance test Is >60%
6

7

8

9

zPreva!ence Index Is =3.0*

Morphological adaplalions* (provide
supporting dala In Remarks or on a separale

_sheet)
10 Problemalic hydrophylic vegelation*

80  =Tolal Cover _(explaln)

Woody vine stralum  (Plotsize: ) “indicators of hydilc soll and walland hydrolegy must ba
present, unless dislurbed or problemalic

2 Hydrophytlc

0  =Tolal Cover vegetation

present? Y

Remarks: (Include pholo numbers here or on a separale sheel)

US Amy Corps of Engineers Midwest Region




SOIL

Sampling Polnt: 6

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

Depth Malrix Redox Fealures
(Inches) | Color (moist) % Color (molsl) %  Type* Log¢** Texlure Remarks
0-2 2.5Y 412 80 SICI topsoil stripped
2-12 2.6Y 6/1 80 2.5Y 6/6 5 D M SIiCI
and 2.6Y 711

*Type: G = Concenlration, D = Depletion, RM = Reduced Malrix, MS = Masked Sand Gralns.

**Localion: PL = Pore Lining, M = Malrix

Hydric Soll Indicators:

Histisol (A1)

Hislic Epipedon (A2)

Black Histic (A3)

Hydrogen Sulfide (Ad)
Stralified Layers (AB)

—_2.0m Muck (A10)

____Thick Datk Surface (A12)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
____5.cm Mucky Peal or Peat (S3)

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
Sandy Redox (S5)
Slripped Malrix (S6)
Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)

Loamy Gleyed Malrix (F2)
E Dapleted Malrix (F3)

1] ]

___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) _ Redox Dark Suiface (F6)

___ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
___Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydrlo Solls:

Coast Pralrle Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Dark Surface (S7) (LRR K, L}

5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRRK, L, R)
Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)

X Olher (oxplaln in remarks}

*Indicators of hydrophylic vegetallon and wetland
hydrology must be prasent, unless dislurbed or
problemalic

Restrictlve Layer (If observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydrle soll present? Y

Remarks:

Reforming hydric features from old disturbance; Inconsistent maltrix but saturated seasonlly

HYDROLOGY

Wotland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators (minimum of one s required; check all that apply)

| X _Surface Waler (A1)
___H lgh Waler Table (A2)
| Saluralion (A3)
'___Waler Marks (B1)
____Sedimenl Deposlts {(B2)
_____Drm Deposits (B3)
___.A!ga'l Mat or Crust (B4)
Iron Deposits (B5)
» Inundation Visible on Aerlal Imagery (B7)
e Sparsely Vegelated Concave Surface (B8)
:Waler-Stalned Leaves (BO)

____Aquatlc Fauna (B13)
__True Aquallc Plants (B14)
_Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots ____ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

_(©y

___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
Recent Iron Reduclian In Tilled
(Co)

Thin Muck Surface (C7)
Gauge or Well Dala (D9)
Other (Explaln In Remarks)

| 11 ]

Sacondary Indicators (minlmum of two required
Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
_Dralnaga Pallerns (B10)
:Dry-Seasorl Waler Table (C2)

____Saturation Visible on Aertal Imagery (C9)
__Stun!ed or Strassed Plants (D1)
_Geomorphlc Posilion (D2)
LFAC-NeukaI Test (D5)

Soils

Fleld Ohservations:

Surface waler present? Yes X No Depth (inches):  at surdface Wetland
Waler lable present? Yes A No Depth (inches): ~ valhin 12 hydrology
Saluration present? Yes X No Depth (inches): present? Y

(includes caplllary fringe)

Describe recorded data (slream gauge, moniloring well, aerial photes, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:

pockets water after rains

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Reglon

Project/Site Wabash Alloy Cily/Counly: Oak Creek/ Milvaukee County Sampling Date: 6/4/13
Applicant/Owner.  Connall Aluminum Properties, LLC Slale: Wisconsin Sampling Point: 6
Investigator(s): Vince Mosca, Steve Rauch Seclion, Townshlp, Range: 24, 22N, 6&
Landform (hilislope, terrace, elc.): Local ralief (concave, convex, none): concave
Slope (%) . Lal: 42.878418 Long: -87.845836 Datum:
Soll Map Unit Name: loamy land NWI Classlficalion:
Are climalic/hydrologic conditlons of the site typlcal for this lime of the year? _Y  (ifno, explain In remarks)
Are vegetlalion , soll Jorhydrology  slgnificanlly disturbed? N_
Are vegelalion , soil _aor hydrology__ nalurally problematic? _H_Are “normal circumslances” present? Y
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS (If needed, explain any answars In remarks.)
Hydrophylic vegelalion present? __I___
Hydric soil present? Y Is the sampled area within a wetland? Y
Welland hydrology present? A If yes, optional welland site ID:

Remarks: (Explaln alternalive procedures here or in a separale report.)

VEGETATION -- Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominance Test Worksheet
Tree Siralum (Plol size: ) % Cover  Specles Stalus Number of Dominant Species that
1 Salix fragilis 25 Y FAC are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 4 (A)
2_Acer negundo 25 ¥ FACW . | votal Number of Dominant Species
3 Across all Strata; 5 (8)
4 Percent of Dominant Species that
5 are OBL, FACW, ot FAC: 80.00% (A/B)
50  =Tolal Cover
Sapling/Shrub slratum  (Plot size: ) Prevalence Index Worksheet
1 Rubus occldentalis 10 Y upPL Total % Cover of:
2 Cornus stolonifera 10 Y FACW OBL species 0 x1= 0
3 FACW specles 95 x2= 190
4 FAC species 256 x3= 75
5 FACU species 0 x4= 0
20  =Tolal Cover UPL. species 10 x5b6= 50
Herb siratum (Plot slze: ) Column tolals 130 (A) 316 (B)
1 Phalaris arundinacea 60 Y FACW Prevalence Index = B/A = 2.42
2
3 Hydrophytic Vegotation Indlcators:
4 __Rapid lest for hydrophylic vegelation
5 _X _Dominance lest Is >50%
6 _X Prevalence index s 3.0*
* Morphological adaplalions* (provide
8 supporling dala in Remarks or on a separale
9 _sheel)
10 Problemalic hydrophytic vegelallon*
60  =Tolal Cover ___(explain)
Woody vine slralum (Plot size: .—) ‘Indicalors of hydric soil and weltand hydrology must be
1 present, unless dislurbed or problematic
2 Hydrophytic
0  =Tolal Cover vegetation
present? Y

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

US Amy Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region




SOIL

Sampling Point: 6

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the ahsence of indicators.)

Depth Malrix Redox Fealures
(Inches) | Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type* Loc** Texlure Remarks
01 10YR 31 80 SiCl Mucky
1-12 2.5Y 71 80 2.5Y 6/6 5 D M SiCl

*‘Type: C = Concenlration, D = Depletion, RM = Reduced Malrix, MS = Masked Sand Grains.

**Localion; PL = Pore Lining, M = Matrix

Hydrle Soll Indicators:

___Hislisol (A1) ____Sandy Gleyed Malrix (S4)
___Hislic Epipedon (A2) ___Sandy Redox (S5)

Black Hislic (A3) Stipped Malrix (S6)
“X_Hydrogen Sulfide (Ad) X Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
| Stralified Layers (A5) :Loamy Gleyed Malrix (F2)
_ 2 ¢cm Muck (A10) L Depleted Malrix (F3)

Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Redox Dark Surface (FG)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) " Depleled Dark Surface (F7)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (81) : Redox Dapressions (F8)

____5 cm Mucky Peal or Peal (S3)

Indicators for Prohlemallc Hydric Solls:

Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
—_Dark Surface (S7) (LRR K, L)
5 cm Mucky Peal or Peal (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)
Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
Olher (explain in remarks)

X

*Indicators of hydrophylic vegetalion and wetland
hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or
problemalic

Restrictive Layer (If observed):
Type:
Deplh (inches):

Hydrlc soll present? Y

Remarks:

Seasonal ponded area of wetland; buildup of decaying leaf maller; original surface appears stripped.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all thal apply)
Surface Waler (A1)
™ High Water Table (A2)

X Saturalion (A3)
X Water Marks (B1)
Sediment Deposils (82)

F_'Aquatic Fauna (B13)
True Aqualic Planls (B14)

|

[

|1

X0

Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)
| Sparsely Vegelated Concave Surface (B8)
| Waler-Slained Leaves (B9)

____Thhl Muck Surface (C7)
. Gauge or Well Dala (D9)
___Olher (Explain in Remarks)

__ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Rools

| Drift Deposils (83) ___Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
|___Algal Mator Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduclion in Tilled Solls
| Iron Deposits (85) (C6)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of lwo required)
_Surface Soll Cracks (BG)
Drainage Pallerns (B10)
o Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
:Crayﬁsh Burrows (C8)
___Saluratlon Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
Slunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
—Gaonlorplllc Posilion (D2)
z FAC-Neulral Test (D5)

Fleld Observations:

(includes capillary fringe)

Surface walter present? Yes No X Deplh (inches): Wetland
Water lable present? Yes No X Deplh (inches): hydrology
Saluralion present? Yes X No Depth (inches): near surface present? Y

Describe recorded dala (slream gauge, moniloring well, aerial pholos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:

Evidence of spring ponding of +/- 0-6 inches

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Raglon

Project/Sile Wabash Alloy City/County: Oak Creek/ Mitlwaukee County Sampling Date: 6/4/13
ApplicanV/Owner;  Connell Aluminum Properties, LL.C Stale: Wisconsin Sampling Polnl: 7
Invesligator(s): Vince Mosca, Steve Rauch Seclion, Township, Range: 24, 22N, 5€
Landform (hillslope, lerrace, elc.): Local relief (concave, convex, none); convex
Slope (%) Lal: 42.877957 Long: -87.846489 Dalum:
Soll Map Unit Name: loamy land NWI Classification;
Are climatic/hydrologic condilions of the sile typical for this time of the year? _Y  (ifno, explain in remarks)
Ara vegelallon , oil ,orhydrology  slgnificantly disturbed? N
Are vegelation , soil .orhydrology  malurally problematic? N_Are “normal clrcumstances” prasent? Y
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS (If needed, explain any answers In remarks.)
Hydrophylic vegetalion prasent? N
Hydric soil present? N Is the sampled area withln a welland? N
Welland hydrology present? N If yas, oplional welland site ID: -

Remarks: (Explain alternalive procedures here or in a separale report.)

Previously construcled berm for road access to Lake Michigan

VEGETATION -- Use sclentific names of plants.

Absolule Dominanl  Indicalor Dominance Test Worksheet

Tree Stratum (Plot slze: ) %Cover Specles  Stalus | nymber of Dominant Specles thal
1 are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)
2 Tolal Number of Dominant Specles
3 Across all Strala: 1 (8)
4 Percant of Dominant Specles thal
5 are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.00% (A/B)

0 = Total Cover
Sapling/Shrub stralum  (Plot size: ) Pravalence Index Worksheet
1 Tolal % Cover of:
2 OBL specles 0 x1= 0
3 FACW specles 0 x2= 0
4 FAC specles 0 x3= 0
5 FACU species 0 x4= 0

0 =Total Cover UPL specles 0 xb6= 0
Herb slralum (Plot size: ) Column tolals 0 (A 0 (B)
1 Coronlifa varia 90 h NI Prevalence Index = B/A =
2
3 Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
4 ___Rapld test for hydrophytic vegetation
5 ___Dominance test is >50%
6 ___Prevalence Index Is 3.0
d Morphological adaplations* (provide
8 supporling data in Remarks or on a separale
9 - sheel)

10 Problemalic hydrophylic vegetation*

90  =Tolal Cover _(exp!aln)
Woodyvine stratum ~ (Plotsize: ) *Indicators of hydric soll and walland hydrology must be
1 present, unless dislurbed or problematic
2 Hydrophylic

0  =Tolal Cover vegetation

praesent? N

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheat)

US Amy Corps of Engineers Midwest Region




SOIL Sampling Polnl: 7
Profile Description: (Describo to the depth neaded to document the Indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix edox Features
(Inches) | Color (molst) % Color (molsl) %  Type' Loc** Texlure Remarks
D-12 2.5Y 71 90 Bermed

*Type: C = Concenlration, D = Depletion, RM = Reduced Malrix, MS = Masked Sand Gralns. **Locallon: PL = Pore Lining, M = Malrix

Hydrlc Soll Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydrlc Solls:
____Histisol (A1) Sandy Gleyed Malrix (S4) ___Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
___Histic Eplpedon (A2) : Sandy Redox (S5) . Dark Surface (§7) (LRR K, L)

____Black Hislic (A3) ___Stripped Malrix (S6) __5 cm Mucky Peat or Peal (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (Ad) __ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) . Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)
___Stralified Layers (A5) __Loamy Gleyed Malrix (F2) __Very Shallow Dark Surlace (TF12)
____2cm Muck{A10) ___Depleled Matrix (F3) _Olher (explain in remarks)
___Depleled Below Dark Surface (A11) _.Redox Dark Surface (F6)
. Thick Dark Surface (A12) — Depleled Dark Surface (F7) *Indicators of hydrophylic vegelallon and welland
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Redox Depressions (F8) hydrology must be present, unless dislurbed or
___5.cmMucky Peat or Poat (S3) problemalic

Restrictive Layer (If observed):

Type: Hydrlc soll present? N

Deplh (inches):

Remarks:

HYDROLOGY

Woetland Hydrology Indicators:

il dicators (minimum of one s required: check all that appl Secondary Indicalors (minimum of two required)

| Surface Waler (Af) ___Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___Surface Soll Cracks (88)

__H!gh Water Table (A2) ____True Aqualic Planls (B14) ___ Dralnage Palterns (810)

|| Safuration (A3) . Hydragen Sulfide Odor (C1) . Dry-Season Waler Table (C2)

| Waler Marks (81) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

| Sediment Deposils (B2) ___ [y ____Saturation Visible on Aerlal Imagery (C9)

_Driﬂ Deposils (B3) ___Presence of Reduced Iron {C4) ___ Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)

| Algal Mator Crust (B4) Recent lron Reduction In Tilled Soils ~ ____Geomoarphic Position (D2)
Iron Daposits (B5) (C6) FAC-Neulral Test (D5)

: Inundalion Visible on Aerial Imagery (87) " Thin Muck Surface (C7) '—'

_Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) :Gauga or Well Data (D9}

_Walar—Slained Leaves (B9) ___Other (Explaln In Remarks)

Fleld Observations:

Surface waler present? Yes . No X Depth (inches): Wetland

Waler lable present? Yes No X Depth (inches): hydrology

Saluralion present? Yes No X Deplh (inches): present? N

{includes capillary fringe) -

Describe recorded dala (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspeclions), if available:

Remarks:

US Army-Corps of Engineers Midwest Region



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Reglon

Project/Site Wabash Alloy Cily/Counly: Oak Craeek/ Milwaukee County Sampling Dale: 6/4/13
Applicant/Owner:  Connell Aluminum Properlles, 1.L.C State: Wisconsin Sampling Point: 8
Invesligalor(s): Vince Mosca, Steve Rauch ' Seclion, Township, Range: 24, 22N, 5€
Landform (hillstope, lerrace, ele.): Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave
Slope (%): Lal: 42.877862 Long: -87.847916 Datum:
Solil Map Unit Name: loamy land NWI Classification:
Are climatie/hydrologle conditions of the site typical for this ima of theyear? Y (If no, explain In remarks)
Are vagelation , soll X .orhydrology  slgnificanlly disturbed? L
Are vegetation , soil s orhydrology  nalurally problemallc? _LAre “normal circumstances” present? L
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS (If needed, explain any answers in rematks.)
Hydrophylic vegetalion present? Y
Hydric soll present? Y Is the sampled area within a welland? Y
Wetland hydrology present? Y Ifyes, optlonal welland sile ID:

Remarks: (Explain alternalive procedures here or In a separale report.)

construction plunge pool settling basin

VEGETATION -- Use scienlific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator Dominance Test Workshoot
Trea Siratum (Plot size: ) % Covar  Specles Stalus Number of Dominant Specles that
1 are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 03]
2 Total Number of Dominant Species
3 Across all Strata: 2 (B)
4 Percent of Dominanl Specles that
5 are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.00% (A/B)
0 =Total Cover
Sapling/Shrub stralum  (Plot size: ) Prevalenco Index Worksheet
1 Tolal % Cover of:
2 OBL specles 0 x1= 0
3 FACW specles 50 x2= 100
4 FAC specles 0 x3= 0
5 FACU species 0 x4= 0
0 = Tolal Cover UPL specles 0 xb= 0
Herb stralum (Plot size: ) Column lotals 50 (A) 100 (B)

Phalaris arundinacea 50 Y FACW Prevalence Index = B/A = 2.00
Juncus dudleyi 20 Y NI

1
2

3 Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

4 ____Rapid test for hydrophytic vegetalion
5 o Dominance lest Is >50%
6

7

8

9

i Prevalence Index Is $3.0*

Morphological adaptations* (provide
supporling dala In Remarks or on a separale

sheel)
10 Problematic hydrophytic vegetation*

70  =Tolal Cover . (explaln)
Woody vine stratum (Plot slze: .—) “Indicators of hydric soll and welland hydrology must be
1 present, unless disturbad or problematic
2 Hydrophytlc

0 =Tolal Cover vegelation

presont? X

Remarks: (Include pholo numbers here or on a separale sheel)

US Amy Corps of Engincars Midwest Region




SOIL Sampling Polnt; 8
Profile Descriptlon: (Dascribe to the depth needed to document the Indicator or confirm the absence of Indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Fealures
(Inches) | Color (moist) % Color (moist) %  Type* Loc** Texlure Remarks
0-4 7.5YR 711 80 10YR 4/2 10 D M SicCl
4-15 10YR 6/1 2.6Y 718 20 D M SiCl

*Type: C = Concenlralion, D = Depletion, RM = Reduced Malrix, MS = Masked Sand Gralns. **Locatlon: PL = Pore Lining, M = Matrix

Hydrle Soll Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Sofls:
Histisol (A1) __Sandy Gleyed Malrix (S4) Coasl Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Histic Eplpedon (A2) Sandy Redox (S5) Dark Surface (S7) (LRR K, L)

Black Histic (A3) mSltlpped Malrix (S6) & ecm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (Ad) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)} Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R}

<l | [ 1]

LT

Slralifed Layers (A5) :Loamy Gloyed Malrix (F2) Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
2 cm Muck (A10) ___Depleted Matrix (F3) Olher (oxplain in remarks)
Dapleled Below Dark Surface (A11) ___Redox Dark Surface (F6)
Thick Dark Surface (A12) O e *Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and welland
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Redox Depressions (F8) hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or
___bem Mucky Peal or Peat (S3) problematic
Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type: Hydrlc soll present? Y
rDeplh (inches):
Remarks:

Conslructed outlet from welland; Disturbed area but exhibiling hydric conditions; saturated from stormwater runoff

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrotogy Indlcators:
Primary Indicalors (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
| Surface Waler (A1) ___Aquallc Fauna (B13) ____Surface Soll Cracks (B6)
| High Water Tablo (A2) _Trua Aqualic Plants (B14) ___ Dralnage Pallems (B10)
L Saluration (A3) ___Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
| WaterMarks (81) Oxidized Rhlzospheros on Living Roots ___ Crayfish Burrows (C8)
| Sediment Deposlls (82) . (C3) __Saluratlon Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
(- Drift Deposits (B3) _ Presencs of Reduced Iron (C4) - Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
| Algal Mator Crust (B4) Recenl Iron Reduclion In Tilled Soils ____Geomorphic Posltion (D2)
Iron Deposils (B5) (C6) X FAC-Neulral Test (D5)
—Inundatmn Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) _Thln Muck Surface (C7) “
: Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surfaco (B8) : Gauge or Well Data (D9)
| Water-Slained Leaves (B9) __0[11&:‘ (Exptaln In Remarks)
Fleld Observations:
Surface waler present? Yes No X Deplh (inches): Wetland
Water table present? Yes X No Deplh (inches): ~ within 12 hydrology
Saluralion present? Yes X No Deplh (inches): prasent? b 4
(includes caplilary fringe)

Describe recorded data (slceam gauge, monltoring wall, aerlal photos, previous inspeclions), if avallable:

Remarks:

stormwater oulfall for easl portion of sile; constructed. Receives drainage from subwatersheds

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region
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State of Wisconsin

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Plymouth Service Center
1155 Pilgrim Road
Plymouth, WI 563073

11/13/2013

Hey and Associates, Inc.
Vince Mosca

26575 W. Commerce Dr. Suite 601

Volo, IL 60073

Scott Walker, Governor
Cathy Stepp, Secretary
Telephone 608-266-2621
Toll Free 1-888-936-7463

T i . WISCONSIN
TY Access viarelay - 711 DEST OF IATURAL RESOUREES

NOV 18 2013
WIC-SE-2013-41-03613

i e
A

RE: Wetland Delineation Report for 5 acres located in the City of Oak Creek, Milwaukes

County

Dear Mr. Mosca:

We have received and reviewed the wetland delineation report prepared for the above mentioned
site by Hey & Associates, Inc. This letter will serve as confirmation that the wetland boundaries as
shown on the wetland delineation map included with the October 23, 2013 report are acceptable.
Any filling or grading within these areas will require DNR approvals. Our wetland confirmation is
valid for five years unless aitered site conditions warrant a new wetland delineation be conducted.

In order to comply with Chapter 23.321, State Statutes, please supply the department with an
electronic file, in CAD or GIS format, of all wetland boundaries delineated within the project area.
The electronic file should utilize a State Plane Projection, and be overlain onto recent aerial
photography. If a different projection system is used, please indicate what system the data are
projected to. Please send these data to Calvin Lawrence (608 266-07586, or

calvin.lawrence@wisconsin.gov).

The property is located on the shores of Lake Michigan. DNR Chapter 30 permits will be needed
if earthwork (filling, dredging, etc.) or structures (culverts, bridges, erosion control, etc.) are

proposed in or adjacent fo the lake.

If you are planning development on the property, you are required to avoid take of endangered
and threatened species, or obtain an incidental take authorization or permit, to comply with the
state's Endangered Species Law. To insure compliance with the law, you should submit an
endangered resources review form (Form 1700-047), available at
http://dnr.wi.gov/topic/ERReview/Review.html. The Endangered Resources Program will provide

a review response letter identifying any endangered and threatened species and any conditions
that must be followed to address potential incidental take.

In addition to contacting WDNR, be sure to contact your local zoning office and U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers to determine if any local or federal permits may be required for your project.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (920) 892-8756 or email

Stacy.Hron@Wisconsin.gov.

dnr.wi.gov

wisconsin.gov Naturally WISCONSIN %

Recydad
Papa!



Sincerely, 6?4\/
Groc’

Stacy Hron
Wetland Identification Specialist

cc: Anthony Jernigan, Project Manager, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Jesse Jensen, Water Management Specialist

Quality Customer Service is Important to Us. Tell Us How We Are Doing.
Water Division Customer Service Survey
hitps://www.surveymonkey.com/sANWDNRWater




DEPARTMENT OF THE ARNY
ST. PAUL DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
180 FIFTH STREET EAST, SUITE 700
ST. PAUL MN 55101-1678

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

November 25, 2013
Operations
Regulatory (2013-04274-ADJ)

NOY 27 2013

Hey and Associates

Atin: Vince Mosca

26575 W. Commerce Dr., Ste. 601
Volo, Illinois 60073

Dear Mr. Mosca:

This letter is in response to your request for a preliminary jurisdictional determination
(JD) for a property at 9100 South 5™ Street, located in Sec. 24, T. 5N., R, 22E., City of Oak
Creek, Milwaukee County, Wisconsin. The review area for our jurisdictional determination is
identified on the attached Exhibit 6.

We have reviewed the information provided in your report and determined that the limits
of the aquatic resources have been accurately identified in accordance with current agency
guidance including the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual (1987 Manual) and the
Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: Midwest Region.
This determination is only valid for the review areca shown on the attached Exhibit 6.

This preliminary JD presumes that all of the aquatic resources identified in the review
area subject to Corps of Engineers’ jurisdiction under the Clean Water Act. Since the '
determination is considered preliminary it is not appealable under our administrative appeal
procedures (33 CFR 331). If you prefer an appealable approved jurisdictional determination that
verifies the jurisdictional status of the aquatic resources within the review area you may request
one by contacting the Corps representative identified in the final paragraph of this letter.

If this preliminary JD is acceptable, please sign and date both copies of the Preliminary
Jurisdictional Determination Form and return one copy to the letterhead address within 30 days
from the date of this letter.




Operations 0.
Regulatory (2013-04274-ADJ)

If you have any questions, contact Anthony Jernigan in our Waukesha field office at
651-290-5729. In any correspondence or inquiries, please refer to the Regulatory number shown

above. :

Sincerely,

"((f;,,/ Tamara E. Cameron

Chief, Regulatory Branch

Copy furnished (email):
Jesse Jensen, WDNR



N OTIFICATION OF ADMINISTRATIV F APPEAL OPTIONS AND PROCES

R : ; " REQUEST FOR APPEAL - - e
Appllcant Connell Alurnlnum Plopertles I File Numbel 2013 04274 ADJ Date :Nov. 25,2013
Attached is: See Section below
INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of Permission) A
PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of Permission) B
PERMIT DENIAL C
APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION
X PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION

SECTION I - The: followmg identifics your' i
information inay béfound at http:/Avww i usace.ariny.mil/cecw/pagesires - materials. asnx or Cory ps reguiatmns at33 CFR Part 331,

A, INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT: Youmay accept or object to the permit.

+ ACCEPT: Ifyou received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the district engineer for final
authorization. If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your signature on the
Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the permit,
including its terms and conditions, and approve jurisdictional determinations associated with the permit.

+ OBJECT: Ifyou object to the permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you may request that the
permit be modified accordingly. You must complete Section II of this form and return the form to the district engineer, Your objections
must be received by the district engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice, or you will forfeit your right fo appeal the permit in the
future. Upon receipt of your letter, the district engineer will evaluate your objections and may: (a) modify the permit to address all of your
concerns, (b) modify the permit to address some of your objections, or (¢) not modify the permit having determined that the permit should
be issued as previously written. After evaluating your objections, the district engineer will send you a proffered permit for your
reconsideration, as indicated in Section B below.

B. .PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or appeal the permit,

+ ACCEPT: If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the district engineer for final
authorization. If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your signature on the
Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the permit,
including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the permit.

» APPEAL: Ifyou choose to decline the proffered permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you may
appeal the declined permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by completing Section II of this form and sending
the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

C. PERMIT DENIAL: You may appeal the denial of a permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by
completing Scction 11 of this forni and sending the form to the division engineer, This form must be received by the division engineer
within 60 days of the date of this notice,

D. APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You may accept or appeal the approved JD or provide new
information.

» ACCEPT: You do not need to notify the Corps to accept an approved JD. Failure to notify the Corps within 60 days of the date of this
notice, means that you accept the approved JD in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the approved JD,

+ APPEAL: Ifyou disagree with the approved JD, you may appeal the approved JD under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal
Process by completing Section 11 of this form and sending the form to the division engineer, This form must be received by the division
engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

E. PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You do not need to respond to the Corps

regarding the preliminary JD. The Preliminary JD is not appealable. If you wish, you may request an approved JD (which may be
appealed), by contacting the Corps district for farther instruction. Also you may provide new information for further
consideration by the Corps to reevaluate the JD.




SECTION I - REQUEST FOR APPEAL or OBJECTIONS TO AN INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT

REASONS FOR APPEAL OR OBJECTIONS: (Describe your reasons for appealing the decision or your objections to an initial
proffered permit in clear concise statements. You may attach additional informaticn to this form to clarify where your reasons or objections
are addressed in the administrative record.)

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: The appeal is limited to a review of the administrative record, the Corps memerandum for the
record of the appeal conference or meeting, and any supplemental information that the review officer has delermined is needed to clarify the
administrative record. Neither the appellant nor the Corps may add new information or analyses to the record. However, you may provide
additional information to clarify the location of information that is already in the admlmstratlve 1ecord

POINT-OF. CONTACT FOR QUESTIONS OR INFORMATION -

If you have questions regarding this decision and/or the appeal |If you only have questlons 1egardmg the appeaE process you may also
process you may contact: contact:

Anthony Jernigan Ms, Tonya Acuff

U, 8. Army Corps of Engineers, Regulatory Branch Administrative Appeals Review Officer

20711 Watertown Rd. Mississippt Valley Division

Suite F _ P.O. Box 80 (1400 Walnut Street)

Waukesha, Wisconsin 53186 Vicksburg, MS 39181-0080

(601} 634-5821
Telephone (651) 290-5729 ' {601) 634-5816 (fax)

RIGHT OF ENTRY Your: SIgn ity "'jb_el_o_\_v grants"'rle rlght of entry to. Corps of: Engmeers personnel -and any. vernment consultants 1o
conduét i mvesngations of the project site during the course of the appeal process: You wﬂl be p1 ov1ded a 15 day notlce of ¢ any site -

investigation, and will have the opportunity to partlclpate in all site’ investigations; -

Date: Telephone number:

Signature of appellant or agent.




PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM

This preliminary JD finds that there “may be” waters of the United States on the subject project site, and identifies
all aquatic features on the site that could be affected by the proposed activity, based on the following information:

District Office iSt. Paul District : File/ORM # 20]3-04274-ADJ PJD Date: INov 25,2013
State IWI . City/County IQa}gCrepk]Mﬂwaukee County Hey and Associates
L | Name/ Aﬂ)lrr Vince Mosca
Nearest Waterbody: [Lake Michigan : :
‘ yi [Laxe Muchigah R ﬁ‘gﬂ:’fs of 26575 W. Commerce Dr., Ste. 601
Location: TRS, Requesting Volo, IHinots 60073
LatLong or UTM: |42.878819 N, 87.84767 W PID

Identify (Estimate) Amount of Waters in the Review Area: |-Name of Any Water Bodies  Tigat: l

on-Wetland Waters; - Stream Flow: on the Site Identified as Non-Tidal ' s L e e -
: : : : i . on-Tidal:
I, ~ dincar fl } width|  jacres 1N/A Section 10 Waters: : -
rdi 7. Office (Desk) Determination
. . C d . . -
Wetlands: ll.26 sacres) C;t:;r in Palustrine, emergent ™ Fietd Determination; Date of Field Trip:

SUPPORTING DATA: Data reviewed for preliminary JD (check all that apply - cheeked items should be incuded in case file and, where checked
and reguesicd, appropriately reference sources below):

iz, Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consuitant: {Delineation
7. Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant.

71 Office concurs with data sheets/delineation 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:

MUSGS NHD data.

rUSGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps.
1.8, Geological Survey map(s). Cite quad name: { e
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: [
National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: [ww1
State/Local wetland inventory map(s): |
FEMA/FIRM maps:|
100-year Floodplain Elevation is:
Photographs: ¥ Aerial (Name & Date):lgmo NALP

I~ Other (Name & Date):

Previous determination(s). File no. and dafe of fesponse letter: |
1 Other information (please specify): |

'

A

jo S S e T BN [

P |

IMPO \T NOTE;: The information recorded on this form has not necessarify been verifizd by (e Corps and should not be relied upon for Fater jurisdictional determinations.

November 25, 2013 J/‘“’/f/‘:‘

© Signature and Date of Regulatory Project Manager Signature and Date of Person Requesting Preliminary JD
(REQUIRED) (REQUIRED, unless obtaining the signature is impracticable)

EXPLANATION OF PRELIMINARY AND APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATIONS:

1. The Corps of Engineers believes that there may be jurisdictional waters of the United States on the subject site, and the pennit applicant or other aftected party whe requested this preliminary JD {s
hereby advised of his or her opticn to request and obtain an approved jurisdictional determination (JD) for that site. Nevertheless, the permit applicant or other person who requested this pretiminary JD
has declined to exercise the opticn to obtain an approved JD in this instance and at this time. | .
2. In any circumstance where a permit applicant obtains an individual permit, or a Nationwide General Permit (NWP) or other general permit verification requiring “preconstruction notification™ (PCN),
or requesis verification for a non-reporting NWP or other general penmit, and the pennif applicant has not sequested an approved JD for the activity, the permit applicant is hereby made aware of the
folfowing: {1} the permit applicant has elected to seek a permit authorization based o a preliminary JD, which does not make an ofticial determination of jurisdictional waters; (2) that the applicant has
the oplion 1o request an approved JD before accepting the tenms and conditions of the permit authorization, and that basing a pemmit authorization on an approved JD could possibly result in less
compensatory mitigation being required or diffecent specind conditions; (3) that the applicant has the tight to request an individual permit rather than accepting the terms and conditions of the NWP or
other general permit authorization; (4) that the applicant can accept o permit authorization and thereby agree to comply with alt the terms and conditions of that permit, including whatever mitigation
requircments the Corps has determined to be necessary; (5) that underiaking any activity in reliance upon the subject permit authorization without requesting an approved fD constitutes the applicant’s
acceptance of the use of the preliminacy JB, but that gither form of JD will be processed as soon as is practicable; (6) accepiing a permit authorization (e.g., signing a proffered individual permit) or
undestaking any activity in reliance on any form of Corps permit authorization based on a preliminary JD constitutes agreement that all wetlands and other water bodies on the site affected in any way by
that activity are jurisdictional waters of the United States, and precludes any challenge to such jurisdiction in any administeative or judicial compliance or enforcement action, or in any administrative
appeal or in any Federal court; and (7) whether the applicant elects to use either an approved JD of a peeliminazy JD, that JD will be processed as soon as is practicable. Further, an approved JD, a
profiered individual permit (and all terms and conditions contained therein), or individual pennit denial can be administeatively appealed pursuant to 33 C.F.R. Part 331, and that in any administrative
appeat, jurisdictional issues can bz raised (see 33 C.E.R. 331.5(a)2)). If, during that administrative appeal, it becomes necessary to make an official determination whether CWA jurisdiction exists overa
site, or to pravide an official delineation of jurisdictional waters on the site, the Corps will provide an approved JD to accomplish that result, as soon as js practicable,




PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM

This preliminary JD finds that there "may be’ waters of the United States on the subject project site, and identifies all
aquatic features on the site that could be affected by the proposed activity, based on the following information:

Appendix A - Sites

District Office ISt. Paul District File/ORM # |2013-04274-ADJ : PID Date:  {Nov 25,2013 '
State !WI t City/County lOak Creek/ Milwaukee County ; Person Requesting PJI |Paul Crandall
_ Est. Amount of
Site Aquatie Resource Class of
Number Latitude Longitude Cowardin Class  in Review Area Aquatic Resource
\Vet!auﬁé 4287819 N 87.84767W . |Palusirine, emergent 1.26 acre E2k

na
nfa
na
nfa

Notes:
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