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May 12, 2022

Clinton Regional Development Corporation
721 South 2™ Street
Clinton, lowa 52732

Attn:  Mr. Andy Sokolovich
P: (563) 242-4536
E: asokolovich@clintondevelopment.com

RE: Wetland and Waters of the United States Delineation Report
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Site Recertification
Intersection of US Highway 30 and 49" Avenue
Clinton, lowa 57732
Terracon Project No. 06227010

Dear Mr. Sokolovich:

Terracon is pleased to submit this wetland and Waters of the United States (WOUS) delineation
report (the delineation report) to the Clinton Regional Development Corporation (CRDC) for the
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park lowa Sites Recertification in Clinton, lowa. The delineation
report addresses federal Clean Water Act (CWA) requirements as they may affect the above
referenced proposed project in Clinton, lowa. These services were conducted in general
accordance with our revised proposal (Terracon Proposal No. P06227010R), dated February 23,
2022.

According to the survey results, 10 wetland areas consisting of approximately 6.77-acres, and
approximately 6,960 lineal feet drainages were identified on the approximately 460-acre site.
Based on review of available documentation, it appears that Wetland Area(s) 7 and 9 as indicated
on Exhibits 6A and 6B in Appendix A are isolated and may not have connectivity to WOUS,
therefore, we believe that it would not be considered jurisdictional and not regulated by the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE).

Terracon recommends submitting a copy of the delineation report to the USACE for their official
review and an Approved Jurisdictional Determination (AJD).

At this time, we understand that CRDC will be responsible for any required permitting (Section
404 Permit Application), mitigation planning, alternatives analysis, etc. that may be required if
there are impacts to jurisdictional WOUS, including wetlands. Based on recent correspondence
received from the Rock Island USACE Regulatory Branch, we understand that the District has
indicated that AJD requests, not associated with a permit, are a low review priority. As such, we
recommend that CRDC submit a permit application when practicable.

Terracon Consultants, Inc. 2640 12th Street SW  Cedar Rapids, lowa 52404
P [319] 366-8321 F [319] 366-0032 terracon.com

Environmental @] Facilities [ ] Geotechnical a Materials
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With CRDC'’s written directive, a copy of this delineation report and attached cover letter will be
submitted to the USACE for review and concurrence. The USACE address is as follows:

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers — Rock Island District
Clock Tower Building

Attention: Regulatory Branch

P.O. Box 2004,

Rock Island, IL 61204-2004

Email: iowaregulatory@usace.army.mil

Terracon appreciates the opportunity to have worked with CRDC on this project. If you have
guestions regarding the content of this report, please contact Jordan at 319-363-8298 or by e-
mail at jordan.smith@terracon.com.

Sincerely,
Terracon Consultants, Inc.

M. i T For

Jordan M. Smith Scott E. West
Staff Scientist Approved Project Reviewer
Enclosures

Copies to: Addressee (email)
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WETLAND AND WATERS OF THE UNITED STATES
DELINEATION REPORT
LINCOLNWAY INDUSTRIAL RAIL AND AIR IOWA SITES
RECERTIFICATION
CLINTON, IOWA

Terracon Project No. 06227010
May 12, 2022

1.0 INTRODUCTION

Terracon Consultants, Inc. (Terracon) was retained by Clinton Regional Development
Corporation (CRDC) to perform a wetland and Waters of the United States (WOUS) delineation
on a site located at the intersection of US Highway 30 and 49" Avenue in Clinton, lowa. The subject
site consists of approximately 460-acres and is depicted on Exhibits 1 and 2 in Appendix A and is
further described in the table below.

11 Site Location

Iltem Description
Parts of Section(s) 22, 23, 26, and 27 Township 89N, range 02W
Dyersville, Dubugue County, lowa, including the following parcels:
Parcel No. Approximate Area Owner
(Acres)
33.1 CRDC
1924100004 404 CRDC
1924100007 31.2 CRDC
40.4 CRDC
1924400004 50.9 City
1924400001 29.6 Cit
1924300002 S1e City
1924300001 599 Citi{’
Project Location 1332288882 28.6 City
(Exhibit 1 in Appendix A) 1923400001 4.2 City
1923400002 é‘l); g:g
1923400006 4 3 Cit
1923400008 151 Citi{’
1924300008 1"1 City
1924300003 10 Cit
1924300004 y
1924300010 30.5 CRDC
38.3 CRDC
1924400002
1924400006
Total 460.3
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Iltem Description

The site is comprised of eighteen parcels and is generally utilized
Existing Improvements | for agricultural row crops to the north, east and west and surrounds
an industrial park with a railroad.

The site generally slopes towards the south-southwest, with
surface elevations ranging from about 675 in the northeast corner
to 625 feet near the southeast corner.

Existing Topography
(Exhibit 1 in Appendix A)

1.2 Proposed Project Description

Clinton Regional Development Corporation is seeking the WOUS and wetland delineation as part
of their lowa Sites recertification process.

2.0 SCOPE OF SERVICES

The purpose of performing the delineation was to characterize the current site conditions and
observe the site for the presence of suspect WOUS, including wetlands. The services were
performed in general accordance with our proposal (Terracon Proposal No. P06227010R, dated
February 23, 2022), the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual and the 2010
Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: Midwest Region.
According to U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) guidelines, wetlands generally have three
essential characteristics: hydrophytic (wetland) vegetation, hydric soils, and wetland hydrology.

Terracon’s scope of services generally included the following:

m Review of several maps and aerial photograph resources to assist with identifying
suspect WOUS and wetland areas at or near the site;
Delineation field services within the subject site;
Completion of this delineation report that includes;
' The aforementioned review items,
The delineation rationale and field techniques,
A discussion of our findings, and
Exhibits showing wetland areas, WOUS, and drainages identified during
the field services.

3.0 PRELIMINARY DATA GATHERING AND ANALYSIS

Prior to performing the delineation, several map and aerial photograph resources were reviewed
to assist with identifying WOUS and wetland areas at the subject site. Each source of data is
described in detail below.
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3.1  Topographic Site Map

The United States Department of the Interior Geologic Survey (USGS) 7.5-Minute Topographic
Map of the subject site was reviewed to identify drainages or WOUS within the subject area. A
portion of the Clinton, lowa Quadrangle can be seen as Exhibit 1 in Appendix A. As shown on
Exhibit 1 in Appendix A, the site appears to slope from the east-northeast to the west-southwest.

3.2 National Wetland Inventory Map

Utilizing the United States Department of the Interior's Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
National Wetland Inventory (NWI) Mapper website!, and layers available on ArcGIS (the ArcGIS
NWI)?, Terracon reviewed areas at the site to identify potential wetland areas. It should be noted
that the two sources depict different features, therefore we have included both as attachments.
The ArcGIS information is presented on Exhibit 2A in Appendix A and the NWI from USFWS is
presented as Exhibit 2B in Appendix A.

The NWI maps depict probable wetland and WOUS areas based on stereoscopic analysis of high-
altitude aerial photographs. It is Terracon’s understanding that the published data is not regularly
updated and has not been validated in the field. The review of the NWI and ArcGIS NWI indicated
the following:

Exhibit 2A in Appendix A:

m No on-site wetlands or WOUS features identified

Exhibit 2B in Appendix A:

[ No on-site wetlands or WOUS features identified

Several other wetland features are depicted on adjoining site in both exhibits.
3.3  Soil Survey Information

Terracon utilized the U.S. Department of Agriculture Soil Conservation Service, now known as
the Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) on-line Web Soil survey (WSS)? to identify
soil types and hydric soils. The NRCS soil survey map from the Natural Resources Geographic
Information Systems Library (NRGIS) can be seen as Exhibit 3 in Appendix A. Please note that
there may differences between the WSS soils listings and the NRGIS site.

1 Posted at www.fws.gov/wetlands/Data/Mapper.html, accessed May 5, 2022
2 Posted at https://www.arcgis.com/home/item.html, accessed May 5, 2022
3 Posted at https://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/WebSoilSurvey.aspx, accessed October 26, 2021

9
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The following soil types were identified at subject site, based on an area of inquiry search utilizing

the WSS:
Soil Types
Map Unit Map Unit Name Nation.al Hydric (_:ount_y |
Symbol Soil List Hydric Soil List

133 (404468)* Colo silty clay loam Yes Yes
175B (404469) Dickinson fine sandy loam No No

184 (404382) Klinger silt loam Yes Yes
214C (404386) Rockton loam No No
217B (404389) Ripon silt loam No No
284B (404395) Flagler sandy loam No No
285D (404398) Burkhart sandy loam No No

350 (404403) Waukegan silt loam No No
350B (404404) Waukegan silt loam No No

351 (404406) Atterberry silt loam Yes Yes
377B (404413) Dinsdale silt loam No No

404 (404417) Thorp silt loam Yes Yes
412D (404421) Sogn loam No No

760 (404459) Ansgar silt loam Yes Yes

918 (404403) Garwin silty clay loam Yes Yes

919 (404469) Muscatine silt loam Yes Yes
920B (404386) Tama silt loam No No
1152 (404406) Marshan clay loam Yes Yes
2153 (3051767) Shandep clay loam Yes Yes

The following hydric soils were listed on-site:
] The Colo silty clay loam (133) material consists of silty clay loam, is poorly drained,

found on toe slopes and floodplains and typically has a slope of 0-2 percent slope.

There are approximately 9.1-acres on-site.

] The Klinger silt loam (184) material consists of silt loam over silty clay loam,
underlain by loam, is somewhat poorly drained, found on interfluves and summits
and typically has a 1 to 4 percent slope. There are 8.5-acres on-site.

] The Atterberry silt loam (351) material consists of silt loam underlain by silty clay
loam and followed by silt loam over loamy sand, is somewhat poorly drained, found

* Soil survey map units differ from USDA NRCS Web Soil Survey. Boundaries between the
two sources appear the same. Bracketed map unit symbol matches Appendix A, Exhibit 3 labels.

10
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at summits and interfluves and typically has a slope of 0 to 2 percent slope. There
are approximately 53.8-acres on-site.

] The Thorp silt loam (404) material consists of silt loam underlain by silty clay loam
followed by silt loam underlain by sandy loam, is very poorly drained, and found in
depressions and on toe slopes typically with a 0 to 2 percent slope. There are
approximately 7.1-acres on-site.

] The Ansgar silt loam (760) material consists of silt loam over silty clay loam that is
followed by loam, is poorly drained, and found in open depressions and summits
typically with a O to 3 percent slope. There are approximately 86.7-acres on-site.

] The Garwin silty clay (918) loam material consists of silty clay loam over silt loam
followed by loamy fine sand, is poorly drained, found on summits and interfluves
and typically with a 0 to 2 percent slope. There are approximately 75.4-acres on-
site.

] The Muscatine silt loam (919) material consists of silt loam over silty clay loam
followed by silt loam over loamy fine sand, is somewhat poorly drained, found on
interfluves and summits typically with a 0 to 2 percent slope. There are
approximately 12.2-acres on-site.

u The Marshan clay loam (1152) material consists of clay loam over silty clay loam
followed by loam underlain by gravelly sand, is poorly drained, and found on
stream terraces and toe slopes typically with a 0 to 2 percent slope. There are
approximately 7.4-acres on-site.

u The Shandep clay loam (2153) material consists of clay loam over loam followed
by loamy sand, is very poorly drained, and found on stream terraces and treads
typically with a O to 2 percent slope. There are approximately 2.7-acres on-site.

There are approximately 262.9-acres of hydric-rated soil on-site.

3.4 Hillshade Map

Terracon reviewed the Hillshade Map of the site obtained from the ISU GIS Support and Research
Facility® to assist in identifying suspect areas (lowlands, depressions, or stream channel). The
Hillshade Map uses LIDAR data to depict the approximate topography of the site. The Hillshade
Map can be seen as Exhibit 4 in Appendix A. As shown on Exhibit 4, there are several defined
apparent drainage swales generally located on the central portion of the site to the south. A slight
apparent drainage is noted in the general vicinity of delineated Wetland1 and Drainage 1. Another
apparent drainage is visible along the eastern site boundary in the general vicinity of delineated
Wetlands 6, 7 and 8 as well as Drainage 5. There are also many other noticeable but not as well-
defined drainage features throughout the site, presumably swales associated with farming
activities.

5 Posted at https://minneapolis.qgis.iastate.edu/, accessed October 26, 2021

11
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3.5 Floodplain Map

Terracon reviewed Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Inundation Rate Map
(FIRM)® panel no. 19045C0487E effective July 7, 2020 to identify areas that may be subjected to
periodic flooding. Based on review of the FEMA Map Service Center (MSC) webpage’, the site
is not within a flood zone, with the exception of a small portion of the southwest corner of the site
in Zone A of the flood zone. Zone A is an area that is subject to inundation by the 1-percent-
annual-chance flood event.

3.6 Climatic Data

Terracon utilized the NRCS Field Office Technical Guide (FTOG) website® to prepare a
precipitation analysis for the site. The FTOG site utilizes NRCS National Water and Climate
Center (NWCC) historical climatic data from National Weather Service data stations throughout
the United States. FTOG/NWCC “WETS” analysis data allows users to calculate the growing
season limits and “normal” monthly and annual precipitation based on 30-years of accumulated
temperature and rainfall records. Terracon also utilized a spreadsheet developed by the NRCS
to evaluate the amount of precipitation received in the subject site area prior to the site visit. The
spreadsheet utilizes precipitation data from the WETS data to evaluate whether the site is drier
than normal, normal, or wetter than normal in the seven and thirty calendar days prior to the site
visit. The evaluation utilized precipitation collected at the Clinton weather station.

Based on WETS information for the Clinton gauging station, the 2022 growing season began on
April 11, 2022 and will end on approximately October 19, 2022, with a 191 day growing season
length, utilizing a 50% probability of 28° Fahrenheit or higher for the criterion. Based on WETS
information, it was drier than normal and normal 7 and 30 days, respectively, prior to the site visit.

A copy of the evaluation has not been included with this report.
3.7 USDA Information Review

Since portions of the project area have recently been utilized for agricultural production, Terracon
requested that landowners provide a release to review available USDA/Soil Conservation Service
files to determine if farmed wetland determinations for the site exist. On April 6, 2022, Mr. Andy
Sokolovich with CRDC, provided Terracon executed land owner releases for the parcels owned
by CRDC and the City of Clinton. Based on review of the provided highly erodible land and

6 Posted at: https://hazards-fema.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index
accessed May 9, 2022
" Posted at: https://msc.fema.gov/portal/search accessed May 9, 2022
8 Posted at: http://efotg.sc.egov.usda.gov/efotg locator.aspx?map=US, accessed May 9, 2022
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wetland conservation determination for the provided tracts, areas of wetlands were not identified,
with the exception of the following:

Farm Number Tract Number Type Acres Present Location
257 T2564 Farmed Wetland 2.2 Centrally located on T2564
057 T2564 Wetland® 6.5 Eastern Obl\c/)gtrllgr?cl;yg))f T2564
st | welwd | 21 pngesen s
3428 T3184 Prio\r/;/(égg\rllzrted 1.2 Located centrally on-site
3428 T3183 Prior Converted 0.6

The USDA/Soil Conservation Service documentation can be found in Appendix C.

3.8  Aerial Photographs

Terracon reviewed aerial photographs obtained from the lowa Geographic Map Server® to
identify suspect areas on the subject site. Aerial photographs from the 1930s, 1940s, 1950s,
1960s, 1970s, 1980s, 1990s, 2005, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010, 2011, 2013, 2014, 2015, 2017
and 2019 were reviewed and have been included in Appendix B. A summary of the aerial
photography is as follows:

The site appears to be primarily utilized for agricultural purposes with an apparent farmstead
present by at least the 1930’s and last observed in the 2011 aerial. Apparent drainage features
are also observed as early as the 1930s. There is an apparent well-defined drainage area
generally located in the general vicinity of Wetland 6. Overtime, the drainage swales generally
appear to change in shape, size and location, most likely based on farming practices and
saturation conditions at that time. By at least 2013, the farmstead appears to be gone and
apparent grading activities are taking place adjoining the former farmstead. By 2014, there are
apparent commercial and/or industrial activities taking place at the area adjoining south of the
middle portion of the site, as well as the addition of a railroad tie-in. The area along the east
boundary of the north most tract of land, there is an area that appears to be unfarmed since at

° Please not that while reviewing highly erodible land and wetland conservation forms, a wetland
mapped out in 1989 was not called out as a wetland in 2007. It should also be noted that notes in this filed
indicate that the drainage was manipulated and drainage tile was installed. Numerous drainage tile outlets
were observed discharging to the drainage and wetland area.

10 Posted at- http://cairo.qgis.iastate.edu/map.htm
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least 1930. This area is in the general vicinity of Wetland 9. The rest of the site appears to remain
developed as agricultural row crops until at least 2019.

4.0 FIELD TECHNIQUES

On April 14, 2022, Mr. Jordan Smith, Staff Scientist conducted a reconnaissance of the entire
approximately 460-acre site to characterize existing site conditions and to identify the presence
of potential jurisdictional wetlands and WOUS, if any. Characteristics of potential jurisdictional
wetlands and WOUS were assessed (when applicable) utilizing the criteria detailed in sections
4.1 and 4.2 of this report. Terracon used technical criteria, field indicators, historic aerial
photographs, and other sources of information to evaluate the subject site. The evaluation
methods generally followed the routine on-site determination method referenced in the 1987
USACE Manual and 2010 Midwest Supplement.

4.1 Wetland Observations

The USACE defines “wetlands” as “those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or
ground water at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal
circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soll
conditions. Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas” (33 CFR
328.3b). Wetlands generally have three essential characteristics: hydrophytic (wetland)
vegetation, hydric soils, and wetland hydrology.

During the site reconnaissance, Terracon personnel traversed the subject site and several
representative observation locations were selected within suspect wetland areas. A total of 24
data points were collected. Vegetation, soils and hydrology were evaluated within the suspect
area to determine if wetland characteristics were present. Vegetation and hydrology observations
were performed throughout the site and soils were evaluated to determine if hydric soils indicators
were present. Data regarding the three essential characteristics was gathered within observed
suspect wetland areas, to further delineate boundaries. The techniques for evaluating the plant
community, soils, and hydrology are described in the following sections the data forms are
provided in Appendix D.

4.2 Plant Community Assessment

Suspect areas were visually observed to assess the species and absolute percentage of ground
cover for four stratum of plant community types. Herbs were generally observed within a five-foot
radius, shrubs/saplings within a fifteen-foot radius, and trees and vines within a thirty-foot radius
of the observation location. Several representative observation locations were selected within
the suspected wetland area to generally represent the vegetation characteristics of the whole
community. The vegetation for the selected area was identified using A Manual on Aquatic Plants
(Fassett, 1957), Midwestern Wetland Flora, A Field Office Guide to Plant Species (Mohlenbrock

14
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and Mohlenbrock), Wildflowers of lowa Woodlands, 2" Edition (Runkel and Bull, 2009), Weeds
of the Great Plains (Nebraska Department of Agriculture (2003), and Wildflowers and Other Plants
of lowa Wetlands (Runkel and Roosa, 1999) and other print sources.

For listed vegetation species present at the data points, the respective wetland indicator status
was evaluated. Indicator status were assessed using the USACE National Wetland Plant List!.
Indicator categories for vegetation are presented below:

m Obligate Wetland (OBL) - occur almost always (estimated probability greater than
99%) under natural conditions in wetlands.

m Facultative Wetland (FACW) - usually occur in wetlands (estimated probability
67% - 99%) but occasionally found in non-wetlands.

m Facultative (FAC) - equally likely to occur in wetlands or non-wetlands (estimated
probability 34% - 66%).

u Facultative Upland (FACU) - usually occur in non-wetlands (estimated probability
67% - 99%) but occasionally found in wetlands.

u Obligate Upland (UPL) — rarely occur in wetlands, but occur almost always

(estimated probability greater than 99%) under natural conditions in non-wetlands.

The percent cover of each stratum was assessed and dominance was evaluated. Dominant
species were the most abundant species that accounted for more 20 percent of the absolute
percent coverage of the stratum. The number of dominant species with an indicator status of
OBL, FACW, and/or FAC was compared to the total number of dominant species across all strata.
Typically, when more than 50 percent of the dominant species had an indicator status of OBL,
FACW, and/or FAC, hydrophytic vegetation was present.

If the percentage of dominant species with an indicator status of OBL, FACW, and/or FAC was
less than 50 percent, prevalence index and morphological adaptations may have been evaluated
to confirm if hydrophytic vegetation was present or absent.

4.3 Hydric Soils Assessment

After Terracon evaluated wetland vegetation, subsurface soil samples were collected using a soil
probe. The samples were generally collected various depths below ground surface, but typically
we tried to obtain a profile of 36-inches. Soils were visually compared to Munsell Soil Color Charts
(Munsell, 2000), and the Field Indicators of Hydric Soils in the United States manual (USDA,
NRCS, 2010) which aided in the evaluation of hydric soil characteristics. The soil samples were
further examined for hydric soil indicators including, but not limited to, histosol, thick dark surface,
sandy gleyed matrix, sandy redox, loamy gleyed matrix, redox dark surface, and/or redox
depressions. If these or other hydric soil indicators were observed in the subsurface soil sample,
the observation location was considered to have hydric soll.

11 posted at: http://rsqisias.crrel.usace.army.mil/NWPL/
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44 Wetland Hydrology Assessment

Visual indicators of wetland hydrology were evaluated. Examples of primary wetland hydrology
indicators include, but are not limited to, surface water, high water table, soil saturation, water
marks, sediment deposits, drift deposits, iron deposits, inundation visible on aerial imagery,
sparsely vegetated concave surface, and water-stained leaves. Examples of secondary wetland
hydrology indicators include, but are not limited to, surface soil cracks, drainage patterns,
geomorphic positions, FAC-neutral test, and crayfish burrows. If at least one primary wetland
hydrology indicator or two secondary wetland hydrology indicators were observed, the
observation location was considered to have wetland hydrology.

4.5 Classification of Wetlands

Upon completion of the review of the three wetland criteria at each area, a wetland determination
was made. Under normal circumstances, if one or more of the wetland criteria were not identified,
the area was not considered to be a wetland. If all three wetland indicators were identified, the
area was classified as wetland. Additional observations were made throughout the wetland area
to define the wetland/non-wetland boundary, which was mapped with global positioning systems
(GPS). Vegetation, soil and hydrology assessment data from at least one location within the
wetland and one upland location outside of the wetland were recorded on a USACE Wetland
Determination Form. The recorded data forms for the subject site can be found in Appendix D
and the data point locations and wetland locations can be seen in the Exhibits 6 and 7 sheets
presented in Appendix A.

4.6 Waterbody Observations

Terracon also made observations of any site features that may be considered a jurisdictional
waterbody. If a potential jurisdictional waterbody was identified, observations regarding its
characteristics were recorded. Potential jurisdictional waterbodies are typically evaluated based
on the observation of the following characteristics:

m Flow Characteristics:

Perennial: contains water at all times except during extreme drought.
Intermittent; carries water a considerable portion of the time, but ceases to
flow occasionally or seasonally.

Ephemeral: carries water only during and immediately after periods of
rainfall or snowmelt.

] Ordinary High Water Mark: The limit line on the shore established by the fluctuation
of the water surface. It is shown by such things as a clear line impressed on the
bank, shelving, changes in soil character, destruction of terrestrial vegetation, the
presence of litter and debris or other features influenced by the surrounding area.

] Bank Shape Descriptions:

Undercut: banks that overhang the stream channel

16



Wetland and Waters of the United States Delineation Report
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Site Recertification m Clinton, lowa

1lerracon

May 12, 2022 = Terracon Project No. 06227010

Steep: bank slope of approximately greater than 30 degrees
Gradual: bank slope of approximately 30 degrees or less
| Aquatic Habitat Descriptions:

: Pool: deeper portion of a stream where water flows slower than in
neighboring, shallower portions, smooth surface, and finer substrate
Riffle: shallow area in a stream where water flows swiftly over gravel and
rock or other coarse substrate resulting in a rough flow and a turbulent
surface
Run: section of a stream with a low or high velocity and with little or no
turbulence on the surface of the water.

5.0 FINDINGS

Based on the field services, Terracon identified ten wetland areas consisting of approximately
6.77-acres, and 6,960-feet of WOUS on the subject site. The identified features are presented on
Exhibits 6A and 6B in Appendix A. Wetland determination data forms for each wetland area are
presented in Appendix D. Ground photographs, included in Appendix E, provide an indication of
the physical characteristics observed during the site visit.

5.1 Wetlands

51.1 Wetland1 (WL-1)

Wetland Description

Wetland ID Wetland 1
Size 0.26 acres
Sampling Point(s) DP-1
Photograph  numbers 1

(Appendix E)

Association w/ WOUS

Yes. Rock Creek.

Wetland Description

Palustrine, emergent, persistent and seasonally saturated

NWI Map None
Cowardin Classification | (PEM1B)
Wetland Type Emergent
Vegetative Cover Dense
Common Name Scientific Name WL Indicator
Dominant Wetland Reed Canarygrass Phalaris arundinacea FACW
Vegetation Soft-Stem Club-Rush Schoenoplectus tabernaemontarie OBL
Sandbar Willow Salix interior FACW

Hydrogeomorphic
Class

Drainage

Soil Type (soail survey)

Marshan clay loam (1152)

Soil Type (field obs.)

Sandy clay

Soil Characteristics

Redox dark surface

Hydrology
Characteristics

Saturation, high water table, drainage patterns, geomorphic position, and
FAC-Neutral test
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Wetland Description

Wetland ID Wetland 1
Adjoining north off-site drainage culvert that is connected to apparent off-site
Hydrology Source adjacent north wetland.

Non-Wetland (Upland) Description

Data Point(s) DP-2
Habitat Type Emergent
Was there a marked difference between the Yes. Change in vegetation.

wetland and upland
Was there a gradual change in vegetation between | Yes
the wetland and upland creating a “transition zone”
Was there an abrupt topographic change between No
the wetland and upland

Wetland 1 (WL-1) is located near the western site boundary, adjoining south of the west end of
the railroad tracks. Wetland 1 is between the west end of the railroad tracks and Rock Creek.
This area is fed by an apparent adjacent north off-site wetland that is drained by a culvert that
discharges into Wetland 1. Wetland 1 vegetation is dominated by Phalaris arundinacea (reed
canarygrass), Schoenoplectus tabernaemontarie (soft-stem clubrush), and Salix interior (sandbar
willow). Based on aerial imagery, apparent saturation and drainage patterns appear in the
general vicinity of Wetland 1 as early as the 1930s. Aerial images can be seen in Appendix B.

Based on review of the FEMA floodplain map as presented in Appendix A, Exhibit 5, the south-
west portion of the site generally south of the railroad is within Zone A.

Based on available information at this time, we believe that Wetland 1 may likely be regulated by
the USACE.

5.1.2 Wetland2 (WL-2)

Wetland Description

Wetland ID Wetland 2
Size 0.12 acres
Sampling Point(s) 6

Photograph  numbers 2
(Appendix E)
Association w/ WOUS No

Wetland Description Palustrine, emergent, persistent, and seasonally saturated
NWI Map PEM1B
Cowardin Classification | Palustrine emergent, persistent, and seasonally saturated
Wetland Type Emergent
Vegetative Cover Dense
Common Name Scientific Name WL Indicator
Dominant Wetland Reed Canarygrass Phalaris arundinacea FACW
Vegetation Soft-Stem Club-Rush | Schoenoplectus tabernaemontarie OBL
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Wetland Description

Wetland ID Wetland 2
Hydrogeomorphic
Class Slope

Soil Type (soail survey)

Dinsdale silt loam (377B)

Soil Type (field obs.)

Loamy and clayey

Soil Characteristics

Redox dark surface

Hydrology Surface water, high water table, saturation, drainage patterns, geomorphic
Characteristics position, and FAC-neutral test
Hydrology Source Toe-slope

Non-Wetland (Upland) Description

Data Point(s)

DP-7

Habitat Type

Emergent

Was there a marked difference between the

wetland and upland

Yes. On north side was hillside.

Was there a gradual change in vegetation between | Yes.

the wetland and upland creating a “transition zone”

Was there an abrupt topographic change between

the wetland and upland

Yes. On north side was hillside.

Wetland 2 is adjoining north of Drainage 2, north of the mobile crane unit along the railroad tracks
located in a toe slope, connecting to Wetland 10. Vegetation was dominated by Phalaris
arundinacea (reed canarygrass), and Schloenoplectus tabernaemontani (soft-stem club-rush).
Aerial imagery shows this area with an apparent farmstead until at least 2011. By 2013, apparent
construction activities were taking place, and apparent building is on-site by 2014. Aerial images
can be seen in Appendix B.

Based on review of the FEMA floodplain map as presented in Appendix A, Exhibit 5, this area is

not within a flood zone.

Based on available information, we believe that Wetland 2 may be regulated by the USACE.

5.1.3 Wetland 3 (WL-3)

Wetland Description

Wetland ID Wetland 3
Size 0.09 acres
Sampling Point(s) DP-8
Photograph  numbers 3
(Appendix E)

Association w/ WOUS No

Wetland Description

Palustrine, emergent, persistent, and seasonally saturated

NWI Map

PEM1B

Cowardin Classification

Palustrine emergent, persistent, and seasonally saturated

Wetland Type

Emergent

Vegetative Cover

Dense
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Wetland Description

Wetland ID Wetland 3

. Common Name Scientific Name WL Indicator
Dominant Wetland Reed Canarygrass Phalaris arundinacea FACW
Vegetation
Hydrogeomorphic Depressional, riverine
Class

Soil Type (soail survey)

Garwin silty clay loam (918)

Soil Type (field obs.)

Loamy, clayey

Soil Characteristics

Redox dark surface

Hydrology High water table, saturation, drainage patterns, geomorphic position, and
Characteristics FAC-neutral test
Hydrology Source Farm-field runoff and potential drainage tile(s)
Non-Wetland (Upland) Description
Data Point(s) DP-9
Habitat Type Emergent

Was there a marked difference between the

wetland and upland

Yes. Slightly concave.

Was there a gradual change in vegetation between
the wetland and upland creating a “transition zone”

Yes.

Was there an abrupt topographic change between

the wetland and upland

Minor abrupt topographic change due to wetland
generally in concave area.

Wetland 3 is adjoining north of Drainage 2, north of the main on-site building. Wetland 3 is in a
slightly depressional area, apparently draining from north to south towards Drainage 2. Vegetation
was dominated by Phalaris arundinacea. Aerial imagery shows this area with an apparent
farmstead until at least 2011. By 2013, apparent construction activities were taking place, and
apparent building is on-site by 2014. By 2015, there is an apparent drainage swale in the general
vicinity of Wetland 3. Aerial images can be seen in Appendix B.

Based on review of the FEMA floodplain map as presented in Appendix A, Exhibit 5, this area is

not within a flood zone.

Based on available information at this time, we believe that Wetland 3 may be regulated by the

USACE.

5.1.4 Wetland 4 (WL-4)

Wetland Description

Wetland ID Wetland 4

Size 0.33 acres

Sampling Point(s) DP-10

Photograph  numbers 4

(Appendix E)

Association w/ WOUS No

Wetland Description Palustrine, emergent, persistent, and seasonally saturated
NWI Map PEM1B

Cowardin Classification | Palustrine emergent, persistent, and seasonally saturated
Wetland Type Emergent
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Wetland Description

Wetland ID Wetland 4
Vegetative Cover Dense

Common Name Scientific Name WL Indicator
Dominant Wetland Reed Canarygrass Phalaris arundinacea FACW
Vegetation Typha angustifolia Narrow-Leaf Cat-Tail OBL
Hydrogeomorphic Depressional
Class

Soil Type (soil survey)

Atterberry silt loam (351)

Soil Type (field obs.)

Loamy, clayey

Soil Characteristics

Redox dark surface

Hydrology
Characteristics

High water table, saturation, drainage patterns, geomorphic position, FAC-
neutral test

Hydrology Source

Surface water runoff from adjoining northwest off-site storage pond and culvert
connecting to Wetland 5.

Other Information

In a depressional area

Non-Wetland (Upland) Description

Data Point(s)

DP-11

Habitat Type

Emergent, manicured

Was there a marked difference between the
wetland and upland

Was there a gradual change in vegetation between | Yes
the wetland and upland creating a “transition zone”
Was there an abrupt topographic change between
the wetland and upland

Yes. Change in elevation and plant cover.

Minor abrupt topographic change due to wetland
generally in depressional area.

Wetland 4 is located in a depressional drainage area near the northwest corner of the intersection
of 21 Street and the railroad, positioned in a north-northwest orientation. Wetland 4 appears to
continue off-site towards the northwest near the existing off-site industrial building. Vegetation
was dominated by Phalaris arundinacea (reed canarygrass) and Typha angustifolia (narrow-leaf
cat-tail). Based on aerial imagery, this are appeared to be utilized as agricultural row crops by at
least the 1930s until 2008. By 2009, an apparent road is observed in a north to south orientation
near the field boundary, and by 2010 apparent grading activities are taking place. The apparent
railroad is observed by 2014. Aerial images can be seen in Appendix B.

Based on review of the FEMA floodplain map as presented in Appendix A, Exhibit 5, this area is
not within a flood zone.

Based on available information at this time, we believe that Wetland 4 may be regulated by the
USACE.
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5.1.5 Wetland 5 (WL-5)

Wetland Description

Wetland ID Wetland 5
Size 0.59 acres
Sampling Point(s) DP-14

Photograph  numbers | 5
(Appendix E)
Association w/ WOUS No

Wetland Description Palustrine, emergent, persistent, and seasonally saturated
NWI Map PEM1B
Cowardin Classification | Palustrine emergent, persistent, and seasonally saturated
Wetland Type Emergent
Vegetative Cover Sparse
Common Name Scientific Name WL Indicator
. Reed Canarygrass Phalaris arundinacea FACW
Dominant Wetland . .
Vegetation Dark-green bu.Irush Scirpus atrovirens _ OBL
Typha angustifolia Narrow-Leaf Cat-Tail OBL

Hydrogeomorphic
Class

Soil Type (soil survey) Ripon silt loam (217B), Atterberry silt loam (351)
Soil Type (field obs.) Loamy, clayey

Depressional

Soil Characteristics Redox dark surface
Hydrology Saturation, drainage patterns, geomorphic position, FAC-neutral test
Characteristics ' ' '
Hydrology Source Wetland 4 (culvert), drainage from Drainage 4
Non-Wetland (Upland) Description
Data Point(s) DP-15
Habitat Type Railbed
Was there a marked difference between the Yes. Change in elevation and plant cover.

wetland and upland
Was there a gradual change in vegetation between | No
the wetland and upland creating a “transition zone”
Was there an abrupt topographic change between Minor abrupt topographic change due to wetland
the wetland and upland generally in depressional area.

Wetland 5 is located along the former railbed extending north from 215t Street. Wetland Area 5
surrounds the former railbed, generally in depressional areas. This area is connected to Wetland
4 by a culvert underneath of the former railbed, approximately 20-feet north of 215t Street.
Vegetation was dominated by Phalaris arundinacea (reed canarygrass), Scirpus atrovirens (dark-
green bulrush), and Typha angustifolia (narrow-leaf cat-tail). Based on aerial imagery, this are
appeared to be utilized as agricultural row crops by at least the 1930s until 2008. By 2009, an
apparent road is observed in a north to south orientation near the field boundary, and by 2010
apparent grading activities are taking place. The apparent railroad is observed by 2014. Aerial
images can be seen in Appendix B.

Based on review of the FEMA floodplain map as presented in Appendix A, Exhibit 5, this area is
not within a flood zone.

22



Wetland and Waters of the United States Delineation Report

Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Site Recertification m Clinton, lowa 1rerracon

May 12, 2022 = Terracon Project No. 06227010

Based on available information at this time, we believe that Wetland 5 may be regulated by the
USACE.

5.1.6 Wetland 6 (WL-6)

Wetland Description

Wetland ID Wetland 6
Size 0.44 acres
Sampling Point(s) DP-16

Photograph  numbers | 6
(Appendix E)
Association w/ WOUS Yes. Rock Creek

Wetland Description Palustrine, emergent, persistent, and seasonally saturated
NWI Map PEM1B
Cowardin Classification | Palustrine emergent, persistent, and seasonally saturated
Wetland Type Emergent
Vegetative Cover Dense
. Common Name Scientific Name WL Indicator
Dominant Wetland Reed Canarygrass Phalaris arundinacea FACW
Vegetation
Hydrogeomorphic Depressional
Class

Sail Type (soil survey) Colo silty clay loam (133)
Sail Type (field obs.) Loamy, clayey, sandy

Soil Characteristics Redox dark surface

Hydrology High water table, saturation, aquatic fauna, drainage patterns, crayfish

Characteristics burrows, geomorphic position, FAC-neutral test

Hydrology Source Adjoining north off-site pond and adjacent north off-site Wetland Area 8
Non-Wetland (Upland) Description

Data Point(s) DP-17

Habitat Type Farmed

Was there a marked difference between the Yes. Change in elevation and plant cover.

wetland and upland
Was there a gradual change in vegetation between | No
the wetland and upland creating a “transition zone”
Was there an abrupt topographic change between Minor abrupt topographic change due to wetland
the wetland and upland generally in depressional area.

Wetland 6 is located in a depressional area between two farmed fields. Wetland 6 appears to be
fed from an adjoining north off-site pond. There is also an adjacent north off-site Wetland Area 8
located north of the off-site pond. Vegetation was dominated by Phalaris arundinacea (reed
canarygrass). Aerial imagery shows Wetland 6 to have been farmed since at least the 1930’s,
with apparent drainage features in the general vicinity of Wetland 6 since that time as well. Aerial
images can be seen in Appendix B.

Based on review of the FEMA floodplain map as presented in Appendix A, Exhibit 5, Wetland 6
does not extend into a flood zone.
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Based on available information at this time, we believe that Wetland 6 may be regulated by the
USACE.

5.1.7 Wetland 7 (WL-7)

Wetland Description

Wetland ID Wetland 7
Size 0.07 acres
Sampling Point(s) DP-18

Photograph  numbers | 7
(Appendix E)
Association w/ WOUS No

Wetland Description Palustrine, emergent, persistent, and seasonally saturated
NWI Map PEM1B

Cowardin Classification | Palustrine emergent, persistent, and seasonally saturated
Wetland Type Emergent

Vegetative Cover Dense

i Common Name Scientific Name WL Indicator
Dominant Wetland Dark-green bulrush Scirpus atrovirens OBL
Vegetation
Hydrogeomorphic Depressional
Class

Soil Type (soil survey) Atterberry silt loam (351)
Sail Type (field obs.) Loamy, clayey, sandy

Soil Characteristics Redox dark surface

Hydrology Saturation, high water table, saturation visible on aerial imagery, FAC-neutral

Characteristics test

Hydrology Source z?ruer:fiace water runoff, potential spring due to heavy saturation in highly isolated
Non-Wetland (Upland) Description

Data Point(s) DP-19

Habitat Type Farmed

Was there a marked difference between the Yes. Abrupt vegetation change.

wetland and upland
Was there a gradual change in vegetation between | No
the wetland and upland creating a “transition zone”
Was there an abrupt topographic change between Minor abrupt topographic change due to wetland
the wetland and upland generally in depressional area.

Wetland 7 is located west of Wetland 6 on a hillside within a farmed field. Wetland 7 is surrounded
to the north, east, south and west by a farmed field. This area appears to be isolated, with no
apparent hydrology source. Due to the high-water table and saturation, there is the potential for
a naturally occurring spring that was not observed. Vegetation was dominated by Scirpus
atrovirens (dark-green bulrush). Aerial imagery shows Wetland 7 to have been utilized for
agricultural row crops since at least the 1930s. Apparent saturation is observed by at least 2002
in the general vicinity of Wetland 7. Aerial images can be seen in Appendix B.

Based on review of the FEMA floodplain map as presented in Appendix A, Exhibit 5, Wetland 7
does not extend into a flood zone.

24



Wetland and Waters of the United States Delineation Report
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Site Recertification m Clinton, lowa

May 12, 2022 = Terracon Project No. 06227010

1lerracon

Based on available information at this time, we believe that Wetland 7 may be isolated and not
regulated by the USACE.

5.1.8 Wetland 8 (WL-8)

Wetland Description

Wetland ID Wetland 8
Size 0.83 acres
Sampling Point(s) DP-20
Photograph  numbers | 8

(Appendix E)

Association w/ WOUS

Yes. Rock Creek

Wetland Description

Palustrine, emergent, persistent, and seasonally saturated

NWI Map

PEM1B

Cowardin Classification

Palustrine emergent, persistent, and seasonally saturated

Wetland Type

Emergent

Vegetative Cover

Dense

Dominant Wetland
Vegetation

Common Name
Reed Canarygrass

Phalaris arundinacea FACW

WL Indicator

Hydrogeomorphic
Class

Depressional

Sail Type (soil survey)

Colo silty clay loam (133)

Sail Type (field obs.)

Loamy, clayey

Soil Characteristics

Redox dark surface

Hydrology
Characteristics

Saturation, high water table, aquatic fauna, drainage patterns, crayfish

burrows, FAC-neutral test

Hydrology Source

Surface water, stormwater runoff from adjoining north, upgradient off-site

farmstead
Non-Wetland (Upland) Description
Data Point(s) DP-21
Habitat Type Farmed

Was there a marked difference between the

wetland and upland

Yes. Change in elevation and plant cover.

Was there a gradual change in vegetation between
the wetland and upland creating a “transition zone”

Was there an abrupt topographic change between

the wetland and upland

Minor abrupt topographic change due to wetland
generally in depressional area.

Wetland 8 is located in a generally depressional area adjacent north of Wetland 6 and Drainage
5, and is surrounded by farmed fields to the east and west. Wetland 8 is also located adjoining
south of the off-site farmstead. The adjoining south farmstead has two ponds, which are in
alignment with Wetland Areas 6 and 8. Vegetation was dominated by Phalaris arundinacea (reed
canarygrass) Aerial imagery shows Wetland 8 to have apparent saturation and drainage patterns
by at least the 1930s until at least 2021 in the general vicinity of Wetland 8. and persisting in

recent aerial images. Aerial images can be seen in Appendix B.
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Based on review of the FEMA floodplain map as presented in Appendix A, Exhibit 5, Wetland 8
does not extend into a flood zone.

Based on available information at this time, we believe that Wetland 8 may be regulated by the

USACE.

5.1.9 Wetland 9 (WL-9)

Wetland Description

Wetland ID Wetland 9
Size 0.34 acres
Sampling Point(s) DP-22

Association w/ WOUS

Yes. Hewitt Creek

Wetland Description

Palustrine, emergent, persistent, and seasonally saturated

NWI Map PEM1B
Cowardin Classification | Palustrine emergent, persistent, and seasonally saturated
Wetland Type Emergent
Vegetative Cover Dense

Common Name Scientific Name WL Indicator
Dominant Wetland Reed Canarygrass Phalaris arundinacea FACW
Vegetation Dark-green bulrush Scirpus atrovirens OBL
CH:?gjsr;)geomorpmc Slightly depressional

Sail Type (soil survey)

Shandep clay loam (2153)

Sail Type (field obs.)

Loamy, clayey

Soil Characteristics

Redox dark surface

Hydrology
Characteristics

High water table, saturation, saturation visible on aerial imagery, FAC-neutral
test

Hydrology Source

Stormwater and surface water runoff, potential unobserved naturally occurring
spring due to high water table and saturation

Non-Wetland (Upland) Description

Data Point(s)

DP-23

Habitat Type

Farmed

Was there a marked difference between the

wetland and upland

Yes. Change in plant cover.

Yes

Was there a gradual change in vegetation between
the wetland and upland creating a “transition zone”
Was there an abrupt topographic change between No
the wetland and upland

Wetland 9 is located in an isolated area along the east fence line of the north most parcel. This
area is in a slightly depressional area, with no apparent hydrology sources. Due to the heavy
saturation and high water table, there is the potential for an unobserved naturally occurring spring.
Vegetation was dominated by Phalaris arundinacea (reed canarygrass) and Scirpus atrovirens
(dark-green bulrush). Aerial imagery shows Wetland 9 to have been utilized for agricultural row
crops until at least the 1970s, with apparent saturation showing up in the general vicinity of
Wetland 9 around the same time. Aerial images can be seen in Appendix B.
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Based on review of the FEMA floodplain map as presented in Appendix A, Exhibit 5, Wetland 9
does not extend into a flood zone.

Based on available information at this time, we believe that Wetland 9 may be isolated and not

regulated by the USACE.

5.1.10 Wetland 10 (WL-10)

Wetland Description

Wetland ID Wetland 10
Size 3.70 acres
Sampling Point(s) DP-4
Association w/ WOUS No
Wetland Description Palustrine, emergent, persistent, temporarily flooded
NWI Map PEM1A
Cowardin Classification | Palustrine, emergent, persistent, temporarily flooded
Wetland Type Emergent
Vegetative Cover Sparse
Common Name Scientific Name WL Indicator
Reed Canarygrass Reed Canarygrass FACW
Dominant Wetland Sandbar Willow Salix interior FACW
Vegetation Broadleaf cattail Typha latifolia OBL

Hydrogeomorphic
Class

Concave

Soil Type (soil survey)

Flagler sandy loam (284B), Dinsdale silt loam (377B), Ansgar silt loam (760),

Waukegan silt loam (350B)

Soil Type (field obs.)

Loamy, clayey, sandy

Soil Characteristics

Redox dark surface

Hydrology
Characteristics

High water table, saturation, drainage patterns, geomorphic position and FAC-
neutral test

Hydrology Source

Drainage from adjoining off-site storage pond, surface water runoff

Non-Wetland (Upland) Description

Data Point(s)

DP-5

Habitat Type

Emergent

Was there a marked difference between the

wetland and upland

Yes. Change in elevation and plant cover.

Was there a gradual change in vegetation between | No

the wetland and upland creating a “transition zone”

Was there an abrupt topographic change between

the wetland and upland

Minor abrupt topographic change due to wetland
generally in concave area.

Wetland 10 is located around Drainage 2. Drainage 2 starts adjoining north of the off-site
adjoining storage pond. The wetland area apparently drains towards the east along Drainage 2,
to an apparent off-site wetland. Vegetation was dominated by Phalaris arundinacea, Salix interior,
and Typha latifolia. Aerial imagery shows Wetland 10 to have been utilized for agricultural row
crops until at least 2011, with an apparent farmstead until that time as well. The wetland and

27



Wetland and Waters of the United States Delineation Report

Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Site Recertification m Clinton, lowa 1rerracon

May 12, 2022 = Terracon Project No. 06227010

drainage area become apparent by at least 2014, with the construction of an adjoining south
building and railway. Aerial images can be seen in Appendix B.

Based on review of the FEMA floodplain map as presented in Appendix A, Exhibit 5, Wetland 10
does not extend into a flood zone.

Based on available information at this time, we believe that Wetland 10 may be regulated by the
USACE.

5.2 Waters of the United States (WOUS)

Based on our field services and review of available resources discussed in previous sections of
this report, we did not identify features that may be considered WOUS or potential waters of the
United States (PWOUS).

5.3 Drainages
5.3.1 Drainage 1

Drainage 1 is approximately 275-linear feet and starts at the north boundary of Wetland 1,
adjacent south of the west end of the railroad tracks. The drainage is apparently fed by an off-
site wetland and drainage area that crosses south underneath the railroad tracks via a concrete
culvert, discharging into Wetland 1 and Drainage 1. The drainage flows south-southwest off-site,
ultimately discharging into Rock Creek. The drainage does not appear to have a defined bed and
bank. The drainage area is presented on Exhibits 6A and 7 in Appendix A.

5.3.2 Drainage 2

Drainage 2 is approximately 4,200 linear feet and sits in an approximate east to west orientation.
Drainage 2 generally travels along the adjoining south off-site railroad tracks, draining to the
apparent off-site wetland on the western portion of the site, as well as draining underneath the
railroad to Wetland 1 and Drainage 1. The drainage does not appear to have a defined bed and
bank. The drainage area is presented on Exhibits 6A and 7 in Appendix A.

5.3.3 Drainage 3

Drainage 3 is approximately 1,005 linear feet and is situated adjacent northwest of the far
southeast on-site building. The drainage feature travels in a slightly concave and apparent
manipulated area between two employee parking areas, then traveling south towards 21 Street.
The drainage crosses underneath of a driveway via a metal pipe, then turns south before it
reaches 21% Street. The drainage does not appear to have a defined bed and bank. The drainage
area is presented on Exhibits 6A and 7 in Appendix A.
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5.3.4 Drainage 4

Drainage 4 is approximately 380 linear feet. Drainage 4 starts approximately 380-feet north
adjoining Wetland 5. The drainage feature travels in a slightly concave area. The drainage does
not appear to have a defined bed and bank. The drainage area is presented on Exhibits 6A and
7 in Appendix A.

5.3.5 Drainage 5

Drainage 5 is approximately 1,100 linear feet in a north to south orientation. Drainage 5 is in
concave area and is sloped to drain to the south. This drainage feature drains south underneath
21%t Avenue via a concrete culvert. High density polyethylene drain tile outlets were observed
discharging from the adjoining west and upgradient farmed field. The drainage does not appear
to have a defined bed and bank. The drainage area is presented on Exhibits 6A and 7 in Appendix
A.

6.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

According to survey results, ten wetland areas consisting of 6.77-acres and approximately 6,690
lineal feet of drainage were identified on the subject site.

We recommend that a copy of this report, be submitted to the USACE for an Approved
Jurisdictional Determination (AJD). Only the USACE can make the final determination on the
jurisdictional status of wetlands or WOUS, and on the need for permit processing and
compensatory mitigation.

The USACE can be reached at the following address:
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers — Rock Island District
Clock Tower Building
P.O. Box 2004,
Rock Island, IL 61204-2004
Attention: Regulatory Branch

As part of the Section 404 Permit, if required, a Section 401 Water Quality Certification from the
lowa Department of Natural Resources may be required. In addition, if impacts are proposed to
WOUS the IDNR may require a floodplain construction permit. We recommend coordinating the
project with Mr. Kelly Stone in writing or telephone at 515-281-8993. We also recommend
contacting Ms. Kelly Poole, of the IDNR Sovereign Lands Division in writing or telephone at 515-
281-8967 to determine if a sovereign lands construction permit is required or if this project may
adversely impact threatened or endangered species and their associated habitats.
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7.0 GENERAL COMMENTS

The wetland delineation was performed using the USACE Manual and Midwest Supplement. The
manual provides assistance for delineating wetlands based on the three criteria discussed.
However, the manual alone may not have provided enough information to document whether or
not the three criteria were met. Various physical properties or other visual signs used to evaluate
whether the three wetland identification criteria areas were satisfied may not be straightforward,
especially in disturbed or problem areas. The manual also allows the user to visually estimate
certain indicators such as the percentage of area covered by dominant species for the entire
community. Terracon did not attempt to identify every possible plant species and did not classify
soil type by laboratory methods. Due to seasonal changes, Terracon cannot guarantee the area
to exhibit or not to exhibit wetland characteristics at all times of the year. The limitations of this
wetland delineation should be recognized.

This report has been prepared in accordance with generally accepted scientific and engineering

evaluation practices. This report is for the exclusive use of the client for the project being
discussed. No warranties, either express or implied, are intended or made.
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The following statements are made in &
plied on this form is the Food Security

be used to determine eligibility for pro

to other USDA ageqcies, IRS, Departrnd
trate or sdministrative tribunal. Furnish)
failure to furnish the correct, complete
ance administered by USDA agencies. 7|
and 31 USC 3729, may be spplicable to

m-oz

icordance with the Privacy Act of 1974 (5 U\'G‘C 552a). The authority for requesting the informiation to be sup-
Act of 1985, P.L. 99-198, end regulations promulgated under the Act (7 CFR Part 12, The information will
am benefits and other financial assistance administered by USDA agencies. The information may be furnished
ent of Justice, or other State and Federal law enforcement agencies, and in response to orders of a court magis-
ing the Social Security Number is voluntary. Furnishing the other requested information is volun tary,; however,
information will result in a determination of ineligibility for certain program benefits and other financial sssist-
fie provisions of criminai and civil fraud statutes, including 18 USC 286, 287, 371, 641, 1001; 15 USC 7 14m,
information provided by the producer on this form.

PART A - PRODUCER'S INTENTIONS FOR USE OF LAND

T NAME AND ADDRESS OF PRODUCER

3. CROP YEAR

/8T

COUNTY(IES) WHERE LoCATED

L. ;;,z,’im/ |

2. SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER for tax 1D number)
2
Al

FARM NUMBER(S)
4

6. During either the crop year entered in item
fields of the farm(s) that were not used for
or diversion program during any crop year 1

&4&17\ Zay
= rd
A
3 above, or the term of a requested USDA loan, will an agricultural commodity be produced on Yes| No

he production of any agricultural commodity (see instructions) or not enrclled in a USDA set-aside

81 through 19857 If “yes,” list the farm and field numbers.

)(,

. Will an agricultural commodity be produced|on any land on the farm(s) listed above that w
or converted after December 23, 19857 If *y

as 2 wet area but was improved, drained, or madified,
res,” list the farm and field numbers.

i

. Do you plan to convert any land including w
USDA loan or other program benefit? If “yel

et areas for the production of an agricultural commodity this year or during the term of a requested

s, list the farm and field numbers.

! hereby certify that the above information is trl
and correct to the best of my knowledge and be,

s
L1

9. SIGNATURE OF PRODUCER

e
fef. ;

i

10. Based on county office information, a SCS d

etenni‘ét.ion is:

a. Needed prior to the producer’s certification in Part C.

b: Needed before January 1, 1990.

NOTE: If the producer answers “No” to Part A
& SCS determination. However. beginning Janu4
conservation plan on all highlf erodible fields. 7
above is necessary before January 1, 1990.

items 6, 7, and 8, and the agency So agrees, the producer may complete the certification in Part C without

ry 1, 1990, or 2 years after a soil survey is completed, the producer must be actively applying an approved
\herefore, a SCS determination

regarding the existence of any highly erodible fields on the farm(s) listed

11. DATE REFERRED TO SCS FOR DETERM
TION

NA-/12, SIGNATURE OF AGENCY REPRESENTATIVE DATE

PART C - USE CERTIFICATION {Completed by producer)

13. As a condition of eligibility for any USDA lo

a1 will not produce an agricultural comm

produce any agricultural commodity or

insured or guaranteed, received after Dec, mber

erodible fields, as determined by SCS,

I will not produce an agricultural comm
after December 23, 1985, for a purpose
by SCS.

1 will not convert wetlands ar bring new
USDA agencies with which (1) I have a cy
or reinsured by the Federal Crop Insurand

d. USDA representatives may enter upon my

unfess an approved conservation syst

e Corporation,

or other program benefits, I hereby certify that:

ity on highly erodible fields (except fields that, in an
ere enrolled in a USDA set-aside o
23, 1985, for a purpose tha

field: y crop year between 1981 and 1985, were used to

T dxvemop program); and [ will not use the proceeds of any FmHA loan,

t will contribute to production of an agricultural commodity on these highly
em has been fully applied. :
ity on converted wetlands or u

) s¢ proceeds from any FmHA farm loan
at will contribute to the conve

] i , insured or guaranteed, received
on of a wetland

ta produce an agricultural commodity, as determined
| :

dg'.l'nlo production for the

Purpose of producing an agricultural commodity without first consulting all
rrent contract or loan

agreement, insured or'guaranteed, or (2) I have a €10p insurance contract issued by

land for the purpose of conﬁtming any of the above statements.

SIGNATURE OF PRODUCER

DATE
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HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND AND WETLAND CONSERVATION GERTIFICATION -

. - 5 J - ae 5
. The folloWiAg statesnents bre méde in sccordsnce with the Privécy Act of 1974 (5 USC 562a). The authori ty for requesting the information to be sup- L g
: - plied on.this form Is the Food Security Act|of 1985, P.L. 99-198, and regulations promugulated under the Act (7CFR Part 12). The information will
= be used o datermine eligibility for program benefite and other financisl assistance sdministered by USDA agencies. The information may be furnfched
o to other USDA apencies, IRS, Department of Justice, or other State and Federal law enforcement agencies, ond In response to orders of a court magss-
trate or administrative tribunal. Furnishing {9 Social Security Number is voluntary. Furnishing the other requested information fs voluntary; hawever,

' (07-86) -

i o
N
¢

failure.to furnish the correct, complete infdrmation will result in a determination of ineligibllity for certain program benefits and other financial sssist- -
ﬁi{. ~ - - ance administered by USDA agencies. The provisions of ciminsl and civil fraud statutes, including 18 USC 286, 287, 371, 641, 1001, 15 USC 714m;
?:g "~ end 21 USC 3729, may bs spplicable to Infprmation provided by the producer on this form. .

: PART A - PRODUCER'S INTENTIONS FOR USE OF LAND

-
! X RAME AND AGDRESS OF FROBUCER 2. $OCIAL SECURITY NUMBER (or fax ID sumber} |3, CROP 3 ‘
o y #73""4&" TFK /;?7

FARM NUMBER(S) COUNTY(IES) WHERE LOCATED
5

S LIF— o

YRS S -555 5

of a requested USDA loan, will an agricultural commodity be produced on Yes} No
agricultural commeodity (see instructions) or not enrolled in an USDA set-aside
19857 If “yes,” kst the farm and field numbers, [/

o 7. Will an sgricultural eommédity be produced on|any land on the farm(s) listed above that was a wet area but was tmproved, drained, or modified,
" ot converted after December 23, 19857 If “‘yes/” list the farm and field numbers, [/

- 8. Do you plan to convert any land including wet areas for the production of an agricultural commodity this year or during the term of a requested
' USDA loan or other program benefit? If “yes,”|list the farm and field numbers,

9. BIGNATURE OF PRODUCER DATE

Zendyy Lt (L2 o foe
PART B - REFERRALAD scs / < - ——

. 10. Based on county office information, a SCS detérmination is:
a. Needed prior to the producer’s certification in Part C,

-1 hereby certify that the above information is true
and correct to the best of my knowledge and bafief

g

b. Needed before January 1, 1990, S

NOTE: If the producer answers ”M:_)" to Part A, items 6, 7, and 8, and the agency so agrees, the producer may complete the certification in Part C without
& SCS determination. Howsver, beginning January|1, 1990, or 2 years aftar a soil survey is completed, the producer must be actively appliying an epproved

conservation plan on &lf highly erodible fields. Therefors, a SCS determination regardin the existence of any highl! dible fields on t| fs
abovs is necessary before January 1, 1990. i v highly erodible fistds on the ferm(s) tisted

: 11, DATE REFERRED TO 5C5 FOR DETERMINAS 12, SIENATURE OF RGENCY REPRESENTATIVE DATE -3 T ‘
" TION e Pl ;;,ﬂ:}‘ 5&71 P f I /‘ z u/ w h /
A . i

PART C - USE CERTIFICATION (Completed by producer)}
13, As a condition of eligibility for any USDA loan

or other program benefits, I hereby certify that:

&  I'will not produce an agricultural commodity on highly erodible fields (except fields that, in an
y ¢10p year between 1981 and 1985, were used ¢
produce any agricultural commodity or wéte enrofled in 8 USDA set-aside or diversion program); and I will not use the proceeds of ;my FmHA lgan,

insured or guaranteed, received after D ber 23, 1985, for a purpose that will contribute to roduction of an
: ultural
erodible fields, ag determined by SCS, unless an ap;)mveci conservation system has been fully a:plied. L ommodity on these highly

b. I will not produce an agricultural commodify on converted wetlands or use
;;tesrcl;eg:embet 23, 1985, for a purpose that will con

c. 1 will not convert wetlands or bring new
USDA agencies with which (1) I have a cu
or reinsured by the Federal Crop Insurance

proceeds from an} FmHA farm loan, insured or guaranteed, received
tribute to the conversion of a wetland to produce an agxicl'lltuml comlg“odity,elid&etemhed

ds into production for the purpose of producing an agricultural commodity without first consulting all

t contract ot loan agreement, insured or guaranteed ) i i
ol gu y Or (2) 1 have a crop insurance contract issped by

' d.  USDA representatives may enter upon my |

o A r]

d for the Putpose of confirming any of the above statements.

| Pndud 7y TPape

-

SIGNATURE OF P

I;C. REMARKS
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NRCS-CPA-026E

USDA United State. x)e;partment Natural Resourceb ekl

S = fAsricvltwre Conservation Service

HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND AND WETLAND CONSERVATION DETERMINATION

Tamara Neilsen (OP)
Name | 2670 380" Ave Reiiésl
oo Camanche, lowa 52730 Distes 12/13/06 | County: Clinton
Clinton Area Development (OW)
Agency or Person FSA Farm
. o : 2564
Requesting Determination: B TractNo 36 No.: 213

Section I - Highly Erodible Land

Is a soil survey now available for making a highly erodible land determination? | Y
Are there highly erodible soil map units on this farm? Y
Fields in this section have undergone a determination of whether they are highly erodible land (HEL) or not; fields
for which an HEL Determination has not been completed are not listed. In order to be eligible for USDA benefits,
a person must be using an approved conservation system on all HEL.

Field(s) HEL(Y/N) Sodbust(Y/N) Acres Determination Date
1 N N 136.3 06/12/2006

The Highly Erodible Land determination was completed in the office
Section II - Wetlands

l Are there hydric soils on this farm? I |
Fields in this section have had wetland determinations completed. See the Definition of Wetland Label Codes for
additional information regarding allowable activities under the wetland conservation provisions of the Food
Security Act and/or when wetland determinations are necessary to determine USDA program eligibility.

; Wetland Occurrence Determination Certification
Field(s) Label* | Year (CW)** Acres Date Date
1 PC/NW 129.8 01/29/2007 01/29/2007
1 PC/NW 3.7 01/29/2007 01/29/2007
1 NI 2.7 01/29/2007 01/29/2007
WL1 NW 0.5 01/29/2007 01/29/2007
HQ NW 0.4 01/29/2007 01/29/2007

The wetland determination was completed in the FIELD It was MAILED to the person on 01/30/2007

Remarks: ~ .There are no wetlands in areas that have had a wetland determination completed. There is a 2.7 acre
area that has not had a determination completed.

[ certify that the above determinations are correct and were conducted in accordance with policies and procedures
contained in the National Food Security Act Manual.

Signature Designated Conservationist Date

/5 U(y\ gcav f~ S~

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (LISDA) prohibits discrimination in alf its programs and activities on the basis of race. color. national
origin. gender, religion, age, disability, political beliefs, sexual orientation, :md marital or family status. (Not all prohibited bases apply to all
programs.) Persons with disabilities who require alternative means for communication of program information (Braille. large print. audiotape.
cte.) should contact USDA’s TARGET Center at 202-720-2600 (vaice and TDD).

To file a complaint of discrimination. write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights. Room 326W, Whitten Building. 14th and Independence
Avenue, SW. Washinglon. DC 20250-0410 or call (202) 720-3904 (voice or TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity provider and employer.
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January 29, 2007

Tamara Neilsen

2670 — 380" Ave (Z >
Camanche, lowa 52730 p
Dear Tamara;

This is to notify you that as of the date of this letter, I am making a preliminary technical determination that:

e Field(s) in Section I of the attached NRCS-CPA-026 “HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND AND WETLAND

CONSERVATION DETERMINATION” form showing an “Y” under HEL are highly erodible because the
highly erodible soil map units in the field constitutes MORE than 33.33 percent of the acreage in the field,
or equal to 50 or more acres. An approved conservation system must be applied to these field(s) to remain

eligible for most USDA program benefits.

e Field(s) shown in Section II of the attached NRCS-CPA-026 “HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND AND
WETLAND CONSERVATION DETERMINATION” form contains wetland determinations with the
appropriate labels/certifications as indicated. See page two for label definitions.

If Section II has been filled out on the CPA-026 wetland certification it:
___Includes “other waters of the United States™ as defined by the United States Corps of Engineers.

X __Does not include “other waters of the United States” as defined by the United States Corps of Engineers,
which include but are not limited to tidal waters, lakes, rivers, steams, mud flats, and intermittent and perennial
streams which are regulated under the Clean Water Act. Contact the United States Corps of Engineers

regarding needs for permits.

In order to maintain your USDA program eligibility and comply with the Clean Water Act, contact us prior to
performing the following activities:

e Land clearing

Drainage (tile or open ditching)

Filling, leveling, or dredging

Land use changes

Any activity involving “other waters of the United States” as defined above

e o o @

As of January 16, 1996, the United States Department of Agriculture has initiated a major revision to the appeal
process within the Department. The revised process implements statutory changes in agency appeal authorities
that were set forth in the Federal Crop Insurance Reform and Department of Agriculture Reorganization Act of
1994. As a result of statutory and regulatory changes, the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)
appeal process has changed. Under the new appeals process, this preliminary technical determination will
become final within 30 days unless you request either of the following options:



Matusal DEWITT SERVICE CENTER
Wy fesources 1212 17" AVENUE

. Lonservation
i Baul” DEWITT IOWA 52742-1083

Service

January 29, 2007

Clinton Area Development Corp
1219 $2™ St
Clinton, Iowa 52732

Dear Clinton Area Development Corp;

This is to notify you that as of the date of this letter, I am making a preliminary technical determination that:

Field(s) in Section I of the attached NRCS-CPA-026 “HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND AND WETLAND

CONSERVATION DETERMINATION” form showing an “Y” under HEL are highly erodible because the
highly erodible soil map units in the field constitutes MORE than 33.33 percent of the acreage in the field,
or equal to 50 or more acres. An approved conservation system must be applied to these field(s) to remain

eligible for most USDA program benefits.

Field(s) shown in Section II of the attached NRCS-CPA-026 “HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND AND
WETLAND CONSERVATION DETERMINATION” form contains wetland determinations with the
appropriate labels/certifications as indicated. See page two for label definitions.

If Section IT has been filled out on the CPA-026 wetland certification it:
__Includes “other waters of the United States” as defined by the United States Corps of Engineers.

X Does not include “other waters of the United States” as defined by the United States Corps of Engineers,
which include but are not limited to tidal waters, lakes, rivers, steams, mud flats, and intermittent and perennial
streams which are regulated under the Clean Water Act. Contact the United States Corps of Engineers

regarding needs for permits,

In order to maintain your USDA program eligibility and comply with the Clean Water Act, contact us prior to
performing the following activities:

e Land clearing

Drainage (tile or open ditching)

Filling, leveling, or dredging

Land use changes
Any activity involving “other waters of the United States” as defined above

As of January 16, 1996, the United States Department of Agriculture has initiated a major revision to the appeal
process within the Department. The revised process implements statutory changes in agency appeal authorities
that were set forth in the Federal Crop Insurance Reform and Department of Agriculture Reorganization Act of
1994. As a result of statutory and regulatory changes, the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)
appeal process has changed. Under the new appeals process, this preliminary technical determination will
become final within 30 days unless you request either of the following options:
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(1) That a field visit be made tay our office to review with you the basis for our preliminary technical
determination, answer any questions you have concerning the determination, and to gather additional

h

information from you concerning the preliminary determination.

(2) That mediation is used in an :attempt to settle your concerns with the preliminary technical determination.

Mediation is a process in which
problems, identify and consider ¢
mediation is private confideritial,
information in your case and to
mediator has no demsmn—maklng
“right” or “make” anyone do anyt

a trained, impartial person (a neutral mediator) helps look at mutual
ptions, and determine if we can agree on a solution. Unlike an appeal,
and informal. The mediator will help us work together to evaluate the
identify alternatives that will assist us in resolving the dispute. The
authority. Unlike the appeal process, a mediator cannot decide what is

hing. If the mediation is successful, the mediator will help us to reach an

agreement and document that|solytion in writing. Each party will sign the agreement, and receive a copy.

If an agreement is not reached, the
you choose mediation, you must
process. Contact:

|
i
|

!E-n
It you choose mediation NRCS wﬂl pa
securing the services of a trained
NRCS will have final discretion |
A final technical determination wgill b
within 30 days following the complet
becomes final on 02/28/2007.
30 day period following receipt of thi
may be appealed to the Farm Serv1ce
take action during the preln‘nmary\BO-
We will forward a copy of our a
appeal, should you decide to appeal to

Clinton
1i212

e

mediation process ends, and you may continue to pursue your appeal. If
contact the mediator directly and make arrangements for the mediation

Iowa Mediation Service

1025 Ashworth Road  Suite 400

Tel (515) 331-8081 FAX (515) 331-8085
nail: info@iowamediation service.com

y up to one half of the costs that are reasonable which are associated with
tor when the services are provided on other than a voluntary basis. The
vhat is considered appropriate and reasonable.

e issued within 30 days after the field visit, if one is requested, and/or
jon of mediation. If neither is requested this preliminary determination

The final technical determination, whether it is a result of the expiration of the

s preliminary technical determination or receipt of a final determination
Agency Clinton County Committee at the address below. If you don’t
day period, your appeal rights begin 02/28/2007 and end on 03/30/2007.
inistrative record to the County committee for their use in deciding your
the County Committee.

County Committee - Farm Service Agency
17" Avenue, DeWitt, lowa 52742-1083
Phone: 563-659-3456

If you are the owner of this tract f land and have a tenant, I urge you to discuss this letter and accompanying
NRCS-CPA-026 form with your tenant. Likewise, if you are the tenant of this tract of land, I urge you to

discuss this letter with your Jandlord.

Sincerely,

Bruce E. Van Laere
District Conservationist




AD-1026 (Page2) {04-20-06}

D STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE Form Approved - OMB No. 0560-0185

. HIGHLY ERODIE ‘ LAND CONSERVATION (HELC) ANDV. LAND

(See Page 3 for Nondiscrimination, Public Burden and Pﬂ'bfacy Ag

g - CONSERVATION (WC) CERTIFICATION

{ Staterments. )

1. Name of Producer
Tami Nielsen

2. 1.0 Number (Lasf 4 digits only) 3. Crop Year
6713 2007

4. Do' 'you have any interest in land that produces or colild produce an agricultural commedity? If "YES", or, if you are a Farm Loan YES | NO
Applicant continue with Item 5, If "NO", and you ;re nat a farm loan applicant, go to Item 12 and sign and date. X

or any other non-agricultural purposes on lands for wi

5. For farm loan applicants only: Will you conduct ai\y activities for fish production, trees, vineyards, shrubs, bullding construction, ' X

ich a wetland determination has not been completed by NRCS?

B. Are you a landlord or tenant on any farm that wi:ll not be in compliance with HELC and WC provisions? If "YES", enter the farm
number or contact your County FSA Office beforp completing this form. Farm Number:
(Contact your county FSA office If you are unsure of the HEL or wetfand determinations applicable to your farming interest.)

<

7. Do any of your landlords refuse to comply with HELC|

County FSA Office before completing this form. Frarm Number: x

requirements on any farms? If "YES*, enter the farm number or contact your

None

B. List affiliated persons with farming interests. Sde Pag';e 3 for an explanation. Enter "NONE", if applicable.

9. During the crop year entered in item 3 above, odthe f
commodity on land for which a highly erodible d;eterm

YES | NO
rm of a requested USDA loan, did or will you plant and produce an agricultural X

nation has not been made?

10. Since December 23, 1985, or during the currenf crop
anyone perform any activities to: ‘

A. Create new drainage systems, or conduct lanLd le
been evaluated by NRCS? If “YES", indicate ye

C. Maintain an existing drainage system that haé NO

|

B. Improve, or modify an existing drainage that irnas NOT been evaluated by NRCS? If “YES*, indicate year(s): K007

Note: Maintenance is the repair, rehabilitation, or replacement of the capacity of existing drainage systems to allow for the continued use of wetlands
currently in agricuftural production and the conrr'nued management of other areas as they were used belore December 23, 1985. This allows a person to >(
reconstruct or maintain the capacify of the original system or install 2 replacement system thal is more durable or will realize lower maintenance or costs.

year, or during the term of a requested USDA loan, has anyone performed, or will

ling, filling, dredging, land clearing, or stump removal, that has NOT ; X
r(s):

T been evaluated by NRCS? If "YES", indicate year(s): &? 00 2

1. If "YES” to Items 5, 10A and/or 10B or 10C enter the following for the land the answer applies to:

A. Farm andfor tract/field number: # 213 | Toqcd # 2504 fan 380 Trad F 2y 7k

B. Activity: reshape  walerlvay reshope woderway ¥+ add Hle
C. Current land use (specify crops): W 0\4‘9," w Ay = WCL-ILc"fway :

D. County: Clinton | Clintoe

A YES" answer in Items 5, 9, or 10 authorizes FSA to

efer this AD-1026 to NRCS. If you check "YES" to ltem 10C, NRCS does not have to

conduct a certified wetland determination. (Contact Your County FSA Office if you are unsure about the answers fo ltems 5, 9 and 10.)

Continuous AD-1026 Certification:

determination is made that results in a violation and iqeligi

* T agree to the terms and conditions stated on AD-IbZG

provisions.

result in loss of eligibility to persons or enterprises hvith
|

1 have read the AD-1026 Appendix and understand and agree that my eligibility for certain USDA program benefits is contingent upon this
certification of compliance with the highly erodible lal;ld and wetland conservation provisions of the Food Seeu rity Act of 1985 as amended, and if a

am responsible for any non-compliance with these provisions.
|

|
* I'agree that I will file a revised AD-1026 if there are any|changes in my operation or activitics that may affect compliance with these

|
* 1 understand that affiliated persons are also subject to compliance with these provisiois and their failure to comply or file AD-1026 wili

bility, I agree to refund all applicable payments.

pendix on all land in whieh 1 have or will have an interest and understand that |

vhom they arc alfiliated. (Sve Puge 3 of this Jorm for uffiliated persons.)

numbers listed above, !

12. Signature of > [ hereby certify that the informution on this Jorm is true and corvect to the best of my knowledge, and
Producer ! authorize NRCS to make a|[HEL and/or certified wetlund determination on the tract or farm

. X R _
V4770 ) ‘/ltm/é /2 /2 06
s ! -
(Producer’s Signature Date (MM-DD-YYYY)
]
13. Referral to NRCS (Completed by FSA) N Signature of FSA Representative 13B. Date (MM-DD-YYYY)

Sign and date if a NRCS determination is ! I

needed for any reason including a "YES" i - W i N

answer in items 5, 9, 10A, 108, or 10C. ‘ , ‘:)" ( 50\p

;
ORIGINAL - FSA COPY p |

NRCS COPY PRODUCER'S COPY [_|
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Farm# 212~ Sec24  ~
Tract# 2564 | TOWHShIp: Eauen
. - : ’—,E . — :

USDA ? [2?5'.'4?0' . ]9]10 Feet

1 inch equals 660 feet

Legend

Clinton County FSA December 13, 2006

e Wetland Determination

Field Boundary



|
e

Ralph, Marcia, & Marjorie Curtis- owners

SCS-CF 26 |1. Name and Address of Person

(June 91}

U.S.D.A.

Soil Conservation Service
Alan G. Curtis

2. Date of Request

6-15-

92

HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND AND WETLAND | XX #1 Box 133

3. County =14 nton

CONSERVATION DETERMINATION | | [OR9 Grove. Iowa 52736 BXEXEHX
4. Name of USDA Agency or Person Requesting Determination 5. Farm No. and Tract No.
213 T2564
N SECTION | - HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND
\WI FIELD NO.(s} TOTAL ACRES

6. Is soil survey now available fohmaking a highly erodible land determination?  Yes I'EI/ No []
7. Are there highly erodible soil mapuwnits on this farm? | Yes [~ No []
8. List highly erodible fields that, accoring to ASCS records, were used to produce an agricultural commodity in any

crop year during 1981-1985. )&\ Aor'e e
9. List highly erodible fields that have beenb(%v(ifl be converted for the production of agricultural commadities and,

according to ASCS records, were not used fox this purpose in any crop year during 1981-1985; and were not

enrolled in a USDA set-aside or diversion program. Nop e S
10._This Highly Ercdible Land determination was completed inthe: _ Office (2~ Field [J : !

SECTION Il - WETLAND

FIELD NO.(s)

TOTAL ACRES

11. Are there hydric soils on this farm? Yes [E/ \o =1

12. Wetlands (W), including abandoned wetlands, or Farmed tiands (FW) or Farmed Wetlands Pasture (FWP).
Wetlands may be farmed under natural conditions. Farmed Wetlands and Farmed Wetlands Pasture may be
farmed and maintained in the same manner as they were prior ecember 23, 1985, as long as they are not
abandoned.

To el

b p el ed

ecember 23, 1985. The use, management,

13. Prior Converted Cropland (PC). Wetlands that were converted prior t
the wetland conservation provisions urless

drainage, and alteration of prior converted cropland (PC) are not subject
the area reverts to wetland as a result of abandonment.

¢ s

ber Mafe.

1

14. Adtificial Wetlands (AW). Arlificial wetlands includes irrigation-induced wetlan

. These wetlands are not subject
to the wetland conservation provisions.

15. Minimal Effect Wetlands (MW). These wetlands are to be farmed according to the

inimal-effect agreement signed
at the time the minimal-effect determination was made.

16. Mitigation Wetfands (MIW). Wetlands on which a person is actively mitigating a 1requentfyc\ropped area or a wetland

converted between December 23, 1985 and November 28, 1990.
&wrsion after

17. Hestoration with Violation (RVW-year). A restored wetland that was in violation as a result of
Novemnber 28, 1990, or the planting of an agricultural commadity or forage crop.

18. Restoration without Violation (RSW). A restored wetland converted between December 23, 1985 an
November 28, 1990, on which an agriculiural commodity has not been planted.

. Replacement Wetlands (RPW). Wetlands which are converted for purposes other than to increase prodthion.
where the wetland values are being replaced at a second site.

18

Good Faith Wetlands (GFW-+year). Wetlands on which ASCS has determined a violation to be in good faith and.the
wetland has been restored.

20.

Converted Wetlands (CW). Wetlands converted after December 23, 1985 and prior to November 28, 1990. In any \

21.
year that an agricultural commodity is planted on these Converted Wetlands, you will be ineligible for USDA benefits. \
22. Converted Wetland (CW+year). Wetlands converted after November 28, 1990. You will be ineligible for USDA \\
program benefits until this wetland is restored. \
23. Converted Wetland Non-Agricultural use (CWNA), Wetlands that are converted for trees, fish production, shrubs, \
cranberries, vineyards or building and road construction, \
24. Converted Wetland Technical Error (CWTE). Wetland$ that were converted as a result of incorrect determination \\
by SCS. \
25. The planned alteration measures on wetlands in fields are considered maintenance and Mw compliance
with FSA. | |
26. The planned alteration measures on wetlands in fields are not considered 1o be maintenanf and if
installed will cause the area to become a Converted Wetland (CW). See item 22 for information on CW-+year. ¥
27. The welland determination was completed in the bh‘icei[:] field [ ] and was delivered[”]  mailed[] to the person on N\
28. Remarks. ‘ N

/?Ey’/sfo,d C/UE gL F/ELD ngflc?ﬂﬁr—ﬂo/\/

28. [ certify that the above determination is correct and adequare for use in determining
eligibiliry for USDA progran benefits, and that wetland hydrology, hydric seils, and
hydrophytic vegetation under normal circumstances exist on all areas outlined as
Wetlands, Farmed Wetlands, and Farmed Wetlands Pasture.

30. Signature of SCS District Conservatjpnist

31. Date

& 7L

Assistance and programs of the Soll Conservaiion Service available without regard to race, :yhfqinn, color, sex, age, or handicap.

SCS Copy
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" . Name of USDA Agency or Person Requesting

.‘_f‘,r__._._ i

~

JESSIE DUNN, OW

US.DA.
Soil Conééivallon Service

"HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND AND W
CONSERVATION DETERMINA

SCS-CPA-026

1, Mame and Address ol Person &g
JOHN E. THOMAS

RR 1
CAMANCHE TA 52730

{Junt 91)

ETLAND
TION

2. Date ol Requast

W-13-G)

3. County

CLINTON

8. Farm No. and Tract No.
3428

Delerimihation

FMHA

T3184

SECTION 1 - HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND

8. I3 sail survey now available lor making a high

y erodible land determination?  Yes [}~

FIELD NO.(s)

7. Are thefe highly erodible soil map units on thig

No 1
fam?  Yes [} -No[]]

TOTAL ACRES

8. List highly &todible fields that, according to AS
crop ytar during 1981-1985,

CS tecotds, werd used 1o producs ah agricitural commodity Int any

Noi e

9. List highly étodible fields thal have been or wi
accotding lo ASCS tecords, wera not used lor
snrollad in @ USDA set-aside or diversion prol

| be converted lor the production of agricultural commodities and,
thie purpogs in any crop yeat durlhg 1981-19858; dnd were not
ram,

_-O —

10. This Highly Erodible Land determination wa

Oifice [~ Field L1

completed in the:

T

i

4

SECTION il - WETLAND.

11. Aré theré hydrie soils on this farm? Yes

B~ Ne[]

12. Wetdnds (W), Induding abandoned wetland
Wetands iay be larmed under natural cond
lirmed afd maintained In the same manner
abandoned, :

k. or Fatmed Watands (FW) ot Fanmed Wetldndd Pasturé (FWP),
itions. Farmed Wellands and Farneéd Wetands Pastute mdy be
ns they wéte prior to Decembar 23, 1085, 44 lorig a4 they dre not

Nae

IOTAL ACHES

13. Pror Cohvéted Cropland (PC). Wetlands
dralnage, and alteration of prior converted cr
the died révaris to wetland as a result of aba

4l were converted priot to Decgmbet 23, 1985, The ves, management,
pland (PC) éire not subject lo the wetland contétvation provisions unless
nddnment.

i

14, Artificial Wetlands (AW). Artificlal wetlands ?
io tha watland conservation provisions.

nciudes Imgation-Induced wetlands, Thétd watlands are not subject

MNone

*=  Minimal Eflect Wetlands (MW). These wetig
A thé e the mintmal-eflect determination ¥

nd# até ta be farmed according fo the minimal-etfect sgtesment signed
va¢ made.

14, Mitigatieh Wetlands (MIW). Wellands on wh
convetiéd batween December 23, 1985 and

ich 8 parson Is actively miligating 8 hréquently cropped érea or a wetland

Novamber 28, 1990.

1. Regtoralion with Vislation (RYW-year). Are
Novembar 28, 1990, or the planting of an ag

tored wittfand that was In violation a8 & resull of convérélon aher
culiural commodily or lorage crap.

18. Rastoration without Violation (RSW). A reeip
Novembér 28, 1890, on which an agricultur

od watland coriverted betfwéan Dacambet 23, 1985 and
cotirodily has not been planidd.

18, Raplacamdit Wetlands (RPW)., Wetlandé w
whét# thd wetland values are being replace

hick 4ré tonvered for purposds Sthist thad to Increaso praduetion,
al 4 second site,

20. Good Falth Watiands (GFWaysar). Wellan
wetland has baen restored,

8 61 which ASCS has determinéd a viclation to b8 In gdod laith and the

21. Cenvarled Wallands (CW). Wetlands converted afier Dacamber 23, 1088 and pHot 8 Novembier 28, 1890, In any

yedt that &h agricultural commodity s plant‘:jl

on thes# Converted Wetldnds, you will k8 ineligible lot USDA benelits.

22. Corivértad Welland (CWeyear). Wattands corlverled after November 28, 1990. You will b8 inehigible lot USDA

progiam banafils unill this wetland is restor

d.

24. Convaried Wetland Non-Agricultural use (CWNA), Wetlends that are convetted Tor trea, fish ptoduction, hrubs,

cranberiss, vineyards or building and road c

onstruction,

Weldndé that were convaried 48 4 rasult ! Inecrrect determination

24, Convirled Wetland Technical Error (CWTE].
by 8C8.
25. Thé plannad altaration mensures on wetlands in fields — aré considered maintenance and are in compliance
with FSA, ——
26, The planned alteration measures on weflands In fialds __ aré not considerad to be maintenance and il
mstalled wil cause the area to become a Converled Wetland tCW) Sob ltam 22 lot Inlermalior on CWayear. :
27. The wetland determination was completed In the office g  d|
28. Remarks. “Srlaller streams are not delineated on the attached
phojn but may be FSA wetlahds. Before initiating
any actm to alter any stream channel, check wiit
SCE”
29 ! certify that the above determinatinn is correct ind adequate for use in driermining30. Signalure Bf SCS Distrct Consarvationist 31, Dale
eligihility for UISDA pregram benefits, and that wetland ﬁydrology, hydric snils, and ~ ;
hydrophytie vegetation under nermal rirewmvantes exivt on all areas ourlined at . ] . x s ; r
Wetlands, Farmed Wetlonds. and Farmed Wetlands Pasture, f 2 S K [ o) ; (de /) fB P

Adsisianeéd snd programs el the Soll Conservatiom Service avaliabla without regstd lo race, raligion, color, séx, #ge, or handieap.

- o
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== (T MARY JEANNE DODDS,( ) |

U.S.D.A. sC%-CPA-026 1. Name and Address of Person 2. Date of Redquest
Soll Congérvation Servica {June 91) JOHN E. 'I'HOMAS \\
RR 1 -\3-4Q)
3. County

"HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND AND WETLAND CAMANCHE TA 52730
CONSERVATION DETERMINA[TION

" . Name of USDA Agency or Person Requesting Delermihation

CLINTON

5. Farm No. and Tract No.
FMHA 3428 T3183
SECTION| - HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND

FIELD NO.(s) TOTAL ACRES

8. Is ¢oil survey now available for making highky erodiblé land delenningtion?  Yes [} No [

7. Are there highly erodible sofl map units on thit farm?  Yes (3~ No [ '

8. List highly 8fodible ields thal, according to ASCS fecords, wers used lo produts an agricultural commodity In any
crop yéat during 1981-1985, s

9. Ligt highly érodible figlds that have been or will be converled lor the production of agrictltural commodities and,
nccordifi 16 ASCS records, wera not usad for(this purpoe in any crop year durlng 1981-1985; dnd wers hot
entolled In # USDA set-aside or diversion program., i

_ 10._This Highly Erodible Land determination was completed in tha; __ Olfica i Field O
- ) SECTION Il - WETLAND.

11, Ara thera hydric sofls on this larm? Yes [L]/ No [}

12. Wetiands (W), meluding abandonad wetlands, or Farmed Wetlands (FW) or Farméd Wetlandd Pasturé (FWP).
Wetland$ may be larmed undar natural con?lllons. Farmed Wetlands arid Fanned Watiands Pasture mdy be

as they were priot lo December 23, 1988, 44 long ad they aré not

farméd and maintained in the same manner

sbanidoned. ' NONE | -a—
13. Ptiot Cohverted Cropland (PC). Wetlands that wera tonveried pricr to Decémber 23, 1985, Tha use, management,

drainade, dnd aflaration of prior converted ctppland (PC) ara not suhject to thd wélland contrvabion provisions unless

the drea tevars to wetland as a result of abahddnment. / &y, (O

14, Ariihclal Watldnds (AW). Artificial wetlands [neludes Irigation-induced wetlands. Thase watlands sre not subject
to this whiand conservation provisions. N O LE .

+= Minimal Ellact Wetands (MW). These watldndd aré to be farmed accotding fo the minimal-allect agreamant signed

i A thé i the minimal-ellect determination was mads.

16, Milijatioh Wetlands (MIW). Wetlands on wijich a person Is actively mifigdting a fréquéntly cropped ares or a welland
convistéd bstween December 23, 1985 and MNovember 28, 1990.

17, Hettaratian with Violatior (RVW-year). A relstordd wetland that was in violation 8¢ & result of convbréion aher
Novambat 28, 1990, ot the planting of an agiicultural commodity or lorage &op.

18. Hadlotalion without Violatlon (ASW). A res Jnrad wetland converted batwébr Decambat 23, Isas and
Novambiit 28, 1890, on which an agriculturdl commedily has not been plantéd. .

19. Réplacarmbit Wellande (RPW). Wetlands which dre tenvéried for putposas st that 1o increase production,
whet$ the wetldnd values are being replaced al 4 second 3lie. :

20. Govd Falth Wetlands (GFWayear). Wetlands on which ASCS has detémilniad 4 violation to b IH good talth dnd the
wétland his bakn restored, ;

21. Convatied Wetlande (CW). Wetlande convatted ahet Decamber 23, 1985 and prist ib Noveribér 28, 1000, In any
y&at thil an agricultural commodity is planted on the4é Converled Wetlands, you will be inaligible fot USDA benalits.

22, Convérted Walldnd (CWayear). Watlands corivaried altar November 28, 1990, You will ba inefigible lot USDA
progtam banshits until this welland is restored, )

23. Convérid Wetland Non-Agricultural use (CYWWNA), Wetidnds thal are converied for frags, fish produttion, shrubs, -
cranb#iidd, vineyards or bullding and road chnstriction.

24, Convattad Wetland Technical Error (CWTE] Wetlands that ware converied a4 & rasult 8 Incottect determination

by SCS. . L

25. The planned allaration measures on wetlands in fields TR #ré consldered mainienance and are in dompliance
with FSA, , '

268. Thé plarined alteration measures on wetlangs in figlde — are not considered to be maintenance dnd it

insfalfed will causa the area to become a Converled Wetland (CW). Seé Ilem 22 lor Informatiori on CW4year,

27. The wetland delermination was completed It the olfice ]
28. Remarks. TS Q
| hoio but may
gny action 1o aiter any siream €
SCS.”

29, I eertify that the above determination it correct pnd adequate for we in driermining{30. Signature of SCS Dislrict Consarvationist 31. Dale
eligihility for USDA pregram benefits, and that wetland hydrology, hydric sails, and

hydraphytic vegetation under normal eireumsiant et exitl on all grear omlined as L ; :
Weilonds, Formed Wetlands. and Farmed Wetlands Dasture. L’%J Legto | ,) C«‘/)L) Qb e / (/.3 G/
Asslistaned ind programs of the Soll Conservation [Servich #vallable without regird Yo race, religlon, ecolor, d¢x, lgo or handieap. . C_(j_; :

— ds Befmem& TATITIE
FQA vwﬂan hannel, check with




VHUg--M0TT2X £dod 1900POII—-NUTd hnoo §)G——pPOIUIPTOD - DIDI—-SDSY~—23TYM - :U0FINGTIISTIQ

]

(O] prEBa Inoyiie|gE|ieAe mhm.,m,....._&o Y UoNBAIBS D). 105 E:j0 sweiboid. pue ‘eaur)SISsY

b\ow\ i "\QWNU o SFTTVEL

"uiBlo fedopeu 40 ‘deg|piiey-‘eBe-'xes '10joa 'uobjjes 6o

arva : ! T A e . ) ) 1SINOILYAHISNOD IDIH1SIa SOS H0 JUNLUNDIS gL
] ) b
G : v T, o R ; L. swdvwaw o

, . , W -5 % 5 e g 1800 id ey} o} ajqe

—{lBAB BpEW SSIMIBLIO JO O} PajlBL S UOHBUILIZSP BUY 40 S010U UBiLM Joye SABD G- UILIIM .ﬁohm.ﬁmmgo, pe|iBw ag.1spukisanbal-ay . jsenbai ey Joj SUOSESL.YHO) S wmmE.ucm..mcmm_B :M._ ,m%ﬁrnE 2

1sanba ay | *[eadde Jayyny Aue 10 alisinbalaid & s ysanbel sjy | - "uoiEUILLSIOp m_:fm:_xﬂtrom.g_m 84} WoJj uojieIanislooal Jsanbes Aew USHBUIWIBIEP SIU) Yim:BaiBE jou s80p. oYM Jeanpoud Auy s -
. L : o o o@dva)r A , o ,

uo a90npoid eyy 03 [ ] peirew [ | pasealep puey sem uoeuluLelap SIyL | oL

[ Jrey [ eoumoew Ul BUOP ‘SeM UOJRUILLIGIEP pUBOM YL St

. . MO, Unm yew pue (s)ydeiBoloyd SOSY SY) UO SPUEHEM PELIBALDD BU)ING ‘SpjaY puE
1B aUk st 58k, I L5861 'EZ 18UIS0aq SoUIS PEHEALOD UISQ-GARY TEUY U] SIU} UG SPUE(GM POLSAUGD 8131 BlY b1

— -~ - “gaua ewl nsa q T HLUBYE 2XalalalITINITa

LIy A0 BI] M UC DURLAR (0] ~ A pLiE
-, [BRLIUE 10} ME, ‘DUEIBM 10} oM, Ul B pue:‘(sjydeiBojoyd SOSy- Syl uo Spiey LIyIIM SEese PUEjjam ey} -euino i
, / - . mv_m_._._u_._,w eS|, ,mm>. Il épuefem Ueioo Aypouiwod jein)noube ue asnpoid o) PBSN-8q |IIm Jo 8lem jely spley og gl
' , “inooo Aeui-yoiym uy (un) sesse

TR _, 5 | R T
u&\ f \P. o \~ pataquinuun 10 (spi0381'§I8Y ay wouj) spay pue 1o'1) I81| ,'SaK,, J| ¢ WIBL SIY} UO S|I0S DUPAY Bl - ZL

S3HOV V101 " (sroRaTal coNlovhs | ON-|[isaa | __ GNVIL3IM- H-NOILO3S
“("ou) , poidde (s)uejd udr

8sU0D ay} ul .umuz_uc_megm_»w :o:mimm:oo ‘ep|nB ,mu._::umu. uu.E@ u_m:‘wu..w a8y} Jo sjuswannbes _m.u_:;uz Yum :.:o.__:nu pug t —————¢,

UO JaIS|Q UOHBAISSUOD

- el 3 penoidde (aiem) sem (sjuejd uojeaiasuoa (‘ou) 8yl :NOI ._.40_....._ 143D Ll

SN s 2 i .~ tGB6I—186} Buunp Jeek doio Aue
ui-weiboid uoisienlp 40.9pIsE—1es s 8. ul.pajjoiue Jou-alem () pue ‘pgeL Jole Jeak-douo Aue u) Alpowwos [eamna
B U 8oNpo.d o] pesn jou eiem (2} 'siiln dew ejgipose Alybiy eney {1} 1euy sease paisquiniiun'io spey Jayloalsyi ey L

b o . o R W . 'pasn.Buieq 1ou-s| welsAs & yoym uo
h. om.m ;_ .EE_; mu_m__urmuuw:mg:m._mo:.___.@mu_muommxucovmmzuEmnE.m.m»@:o._ﬁa.mm:ouugo.a%cmm_.n

.,sﬂmom_,mm_ma\,_vﬁ 8p|SE—BS YASN ©

61-186| Buunp-ieed doso Aue uy esodind SW) 10} pesn 10U 8isi ‘selipoiuwod (einyndibe jo

84 1M 10 U3sg-eABY 'SpJ0del SOSY o} Buipiodase Yiey) spiely pueoei eiqipoie AluBiy 1S B g

‘ -~ ’paidde Buiag:jou s ieyd & yoiym Uo:(spiooal S90SV -
4SPp|el} #say) jo e uo paidde >_m>z.om.,m_.__mm uejd uogealesuod pesoidde ue 5| -q v ;

8. woy) Spiey pue 19es)

B

, , e GEE L~ ,.m:E._. 1eak dojo A
apomo mwote oo ol 5861~186) Buunp Jeak dois Aue

Sl$PI0001 §OSY 01 Buipiodoe ‘Jey) Spisy-pue 108} elqpose Alybiy sy B b

\_ 3 T . T € w\t/ _ qutrey syyi uo syun dews (os eGipose Ajubiy eey) By -/

\ , ey : : SUOHBUILLBIep puE) olqIPeg h:,_m_z e BUpfew 10} 6|qe|iene mou Asnns Jios e 5| °g

saovvior | . (srowouEm onsowis [ ow fleaa L o ._.n_zﬁm_.._mEOm_m#‘.,_,z@_I -1 NOILOT

NOISTD | €8IE . . T | SOSY.

ANNOS ‘S| - . (S)"ONLOVHL ONV "ON'WHYH b}

NOLLVNIWHALH0-ONFLSANO2Y H3ING0H, KO RSNV Vasn 40 3WvH g -

tgftzfer | ¢ U UTEEVIRGINED . o e U s T e T N ’
. & SR O¢T X0 T ¥ | ' NOILVNINYILIO NOLLVAHISNOO ONVTLIM ONV ONYT IISIQOHT ATHOIH
' &¥0D WMV4 NOSWOHL “M "T| =~ - g I s g .

153N034 40 31va 2. . H3900¥A-40:SSIUACY-ONY'INYN {920~V dD-SIS 2HALINDIHOY 40 ANTWALVAAG STLVIS GALIR

Ly = ==

WA FETTYTT e ETLITETASS. FTRTErT G



e .wf“‘u,. . ey : : . s 3

MARY JEANNE DODDS,

US.D.A. 5CS-CPA-026 [1. Nanme and Address of Pergen ' 2. Date of Fequest
i une ¢ JOHN E. THOMAS
Soil Congérvallon Service {June 91)
RR 1 : W\ -\1\3-Q

CAMANCHE TA 52730 1. County CLINTON

" HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND AND WETLAND
CONSERVATION DETERMINATION
; FMAA %, Farm No.and Tract No.

: . Nams of USDA Agency or Person Requesting Defermihation 3498 | . T2538
SECTION | - HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND

FIELD NO.{s} TOTAL ACRES

8. Is soil éurvéy now available lor making a highly erodible land determination?  Yes [T— No [ i YT T 3
7. Ara there highly siodible sofl map units on thig larm? Yes (] No SRR s
8. List highly rodible fields thal, according to ASCS tecords, were used to producs &h agricultural commedity it any | ]
crop year during 1981-1985, A (‘\,A) & -0 —

accotdirig 16 ASCS records. were not used for|this purposs in any crop yeat durihg 1981-1985; and werd nol
entolied i & USDA set-aside or diversion program,

10, This Highly Erodible Land determination wad completed in the: __ Olfice [11—" Fiald L]

SECTION Il - WETLAND.

9. List highly etodible fields that have been or th b# converled lor the production of agrictltural commodities and,

11. Are thére hydric sofls on this larm? Yes [D/ No [7)

12. Wetands (W), induding abandoned wetlandk, or Farmed Wetlands (FW] or Farmed Wellands Pasiufu {FWP).
Wetldnds may ba larmed under natral mncttlons Farmed Wetlands and Frined Wetiands Pasture méy be
tatrmed and maintained in the same manner ps they were pror 1o Decembir 23, 1885, 43 long as they aré not
abanderied. : None | —o—

13. Pribr Cotiverted Cropland (PC). Wetlands that wera convered prior o Dicambet 23, 1985, The bes, managemenl,
dralrage, and sllération of prior converted crapldnd (PC) are not subject to ﬂ-,a walband consetvation provisions unless
th# area reveris (o wetland as a result of abanddnment.

14, Artfitelal Wetands (AW). Artificial wetlands includes irigation-Induced wetlande. Thédd wetlands are not subject

o thé walland conservation provisions. -
< Minlital Elloct Watiands (MW). These watlands aré ta be farmed according lo tha minimal-aléct agteement slgned
A thé B8 the minimal-ellect determination was mads,

16. Mitgition Wetlands (MIW). Wetlande on wHich 8 péreon Is actively mitigating & freduéritly cropped ared or 4 welland
conviiried bdtween Decembar 23, 1985 and Novambei 28, 1990.

17. Resiatatioh with Violation (RVW-year). A restoiéd watland that was In violaiton &a & iesult of convirkion aher
Novamber 28, 1990, or the planting of an agricultural comimiodity or loragé ¢top.

18, Rastoratlen without Violation (RSW). A rasintad wetard convarted batweéi Dacambei 23, 1085 and
Novambét 28, 1990, on which an agricultural commotlily has not baen plantad,

19. Replacéritnt Wellands (RPW). Wetlands jhlch #ré Gohverled for purposéd oish than t Inciedse production,
whet@ Ihé wetland values are being replaced at & second slle.

20. Qood Falth Watlands (GFWaysar). Waﬁast ot which ASCS has daterminiéd 4 vislation to bé In good lalth and the
walldnd his baan restored,

21. Conviiried Watlands (CW). Watlands conwirted aftér Dacambar 23, 1986 and pHét 18 Noveriber 28, 1980, in any
yeat thal &4 agricultural commodity Is planted on thess Convarted Wetlarids, you will ba insllylble fer USDA benelits,

22, Cotivbrisd Wetldnd (CWayear). Watlands cpnvisied after November 28, 1990, You wilt be kiefigiblé lot USDA
program bdnafits until this welland Is rastored.

23. Convertsd Wetland Non-Agricultural use (CWNA). Wetlands that are convetiéd lor (rses, Rish preduction, shrubs, .
eranbarids, vineyarde or building and road chnstruction, '

24, Conviriad Wetland Technical Eror (CWTE]. Wetlands that were converied a4 a reuit of incorrect datermination

by 8C8. - .

25. Tha l;iﬂn'n!d dltaration measures on wellands i liglds e : #té cansidersd maintenance and aré In ¢ompliance
with FSA .

28. Thé plannad alleration measures on wetlangs In fialds oy aré not consldered to be maintenance dnd §

instatled Wil cavse the area to become a Converiad Wetland (CW). Sa# llem 22 lor Inlermation on GWiyear.
27, The wetiand determination was completed in thd olfice (11— Tiald [] and was délivere mallediJHothe persohon__// - / &5 -/
28. Remarks. "Smelldr streams are nat ﬁelmeam'm'm"%a‘ggn

hoto But may be FSA wetlahds. Before initiating
: on 1o gi‘mr any stream channel, check wity

apy At 0 ane p
el '
29 I eertify that the above determination is correct and adeqiiate for use in driermining[30, Signature of SCS District Conservationist 31. Date

eligibility for USDA pregram benefits, and that wletland hydrology, hydrie soils, and
hyrdrophytic vegetation under normal circumstantex exist on all dreat owtlined as /

.} :
t Paslure, %.D g/ /(7 ¥/ ‘7§ (1 ULU L - C{ \

A!slll.mci snd piograma of tha Soil Conservation|Servic dvallable without regard to race, raliglon, color, $ex, dge, or handﬁnp. Cea
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U.s. l’h‘pn'rlmﬂnt of'Agrlcuftu" ) | ' ) T A CPA-
Soll tnneervation Seryice ! /1
FIELD DETERMINATION

: HIGegHLY ERODIBLE LAND
Ownery m ‘_'5‘ C ho ;\__‘ '6.6- ])Uﬁh Total Acres
Operator L W, Thompsesn Eo s~ CO"‘P- Cropland Acres __ |57.3 .
County CLINTON ASCS Farm No: _ 222 _
Date .--._ﬂZB/BS ' Prepared by ML - -
Tract Tetd Wighly Erodlible | HEL-SMU Acres Fleld
"ff " No. | Acres |SMU Acret | “Yes [ o | “Total Acres | Designation Remarks
L i
b, | | T
C_ 25) "7.7 i NREL | H5
| 2. |22 4 NHEL | He
) 31293 NHEL " | HS
6‘0’&- T - » 2
g 2}]) H ‘40,2_. i NHEL HS
5 377 . , NHEL | HS
5 1573

L bHE (S [PRASE 0= 100 ARt




1A-CPA-1

u.s. Departmept of Agriculture g ' ,| ]
Soi1 Conservatidn Seivice ‘ : - 1/8
FIELD DETER“INATVIUN
: HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND
le 5 ’
Owner L_Lv; &, C}’\QW / Total Acres
[} " 5
Operator Cropland Acres é? %’
County CLINTON ASCS Farm No. -
Date %/%/?K Prepared by w l)_ﬁt cv g; ;'
f

Tract Field Highly Erodible | HEL-SMU Acres Field
No.  No. | Acres |SMU Acres|| “Yes [ No | “Total Acres | Designation Remarks
7731 93 39,4 v WVHEL | #,3,

"
7T3195-2|/0.0| i | v i _,«*W%& b 1
773/93-3] 3.3 I | |MPEL | -
T51%3-5)14, % v WHEL | H.5
4 4. . - o 1 o = o -
| 1 » i | s + o8 .
- - £ - o ,‘r_ ..)_, e -
- o 5 = 1N B A oL ol & -
- -4 |.. o e pu -+ — -
— ] -4 " = o A ) > I 4 =

L = TR N AT
PHECTFHPSHINT oo BSSdet




o ' iR S " ‘
U.S. Department of Agriculture | | , J;} IA-CPA-1
Soil Conservation Service B V7!

FIELD DETERMINATION
HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND

. oo i v
Owner _J hf/f:i. vt > el § P fﬁ??zg:_ Total Acres
Operator Cropland Acres ___;,5 Ey
County CLINTON ASCS Farm No. -

Date 5;(/%’/ ol Prepared by - D_ﬁ! cy Ai ;'
Tract Field Highly Erodible | HEL-SMU Acres Field

No. No. Acres | SMU Acres “Yes [ No | “Total Acres | Desi gnation Remarks
T255%-|| 374 v VHEL| M5,

i N A
725355 19,8 | | MHEL |H.5,

L = y oI % o U L = g -
- = L £ - | - e
— = E = - = I -+ 4 -

|
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JESSIE DUNN, OW

USDA Sds.CPA-026 |1. Name and Address of Person 2. Dale of Request
e i (Jume 91)
Soil Consérvalion Service JOHN E. THOMAS W-\2-G \
_ RR 1 3, County
HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND AHD WETLAND CAMANCHE TA 52730 CLINTON
CONSERVATION DETERMINATION
" . Name ol USDA Agency or Person Requesting Determination 5. Farm No. and Tract No.
FMHA T3184
SECTION | - HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND
FIELE HO.(s) TOTAL ACRES
8. Is s0il survey now available for making a highly erodible land determination? Yes {1} No (1 S -': % z %Eiﬁa
7. Are there highly erodible soil map units on this farm? Yes [}~ No [ SESERe R [

SCS records, wera used 1o producs an agricullural commodity Iri any

8, List highly grodible fields thal, aecording to A ( g
crop yeat during 1981-1985, 7 NoOoAr E
9. List highly erodible fields thal hava been or Will be converled lor the pioduction of agricultural commodities and,
accotding to ASCS records. wera nol used lor this purpose in any crop year during 1981-1985; dnd were not i
entofled in & USDA set-aside or diversion piggram, A,J L)A) £ 1 =0
10, This Highly Erodible Land detarmination whs completed in the:  Olfice Field CJ e e
SECTION Il - WETLAND.
FIELD NO.(s)
11. Ara there hydric soils on this larm?  Yes [E}F No [] s

12. Wetlands (W). incdluding abandoned wetlan
Wetlandé may bé larmed under natinal co
farmed and maintained In the sama mannd

sbandoned.

ds. or Eatmed Wetands (FW) ot Farmed Wetlandg Pasture (FWP).
hditions. Farmed Wetlands and Fanmed Wetands Pasiure may be
r as they ware prot to December 23, 1985, a¢ long 84 they are not

NoNE

13. Prior Convétied Cropland (PC). Wetlands
dralriaga, and alleration of prior canvertad ¢
the ared feveris to wetland ag a result of ay

that wera converied prior to Decembet 23, 1985, The usa, management,
ropland (PC) are not subjact ta tha wetland cansérvation provislons unless
anddnment,

14, Artificlal Wattands (AW). Artificial wetland
io the walland conservation provisions.

L includes Imigation-Induced wetlands. Thee wetlands ate nol subjact

ANoanes

“= Minimal Effect Weatlands (MW). Thess we
A the ima the minimal-ellect determination

llands are lo be farmed nccording to the minimal-elfect dgreement signed
was mada,

18. Mitigation Wetlands (MIW). Wetlands on v
converied batween December 23, 1985 an

vhich 8 pergon Is actively miligating & hequently cropped area or a wetland
d November 28, 1990,

17. Restotalion with Violation (RVW-year). A
November 28, 1990, ot the planting of an a

testored wetlanid that was In violation &4 & resilt of conversion after
gricultural commodity or forage crop.

18. Restotallon without Viclation (RSW). Are
Novambar 28, 1890, on which an agriculty

stoted wetland converted batwedn Dacembat 23, 1985 and
ral commodily has not been plantad.

19. Replacamant Wellands (RPW). Wetlands
wher# the watldnd values ara being repla

which aré eonverted for purposés othet than to Incredse production,
d al & second site,

20. Good Faith Wetlands (GFWsyear). Wella
welland has baen restored.

d¢ 6 which ASCS has determinad a violation to bé in good lalth and the

21. Convarted Watlands (CW). Watlands con

berted altet Dacembar 23, 1985 and pHot to November 28, 1990, In any

yeat that & agticultural commodity is planted on thesé Converied Wetiands, you will ba inefigible for USDA benelits.

22. Converted Watland (CW+year). Wetiandd converted after November 28, 1960. You will be nefigible fot USDA

program banelits until this wetland is resto

red.

23. Convarled Wetland Non-Agricultural usa (
cranberries, vineyards or building and road

CWNA). Wellands that are eonverted lor reas, fish production, shrubs,
canstruction,

24. Convertéd Wetland Technical Error (CWT
by 5CS.

E). Wetlands that were convarted as 4 rezult of ineotrect determination

25. The planned alteration measures on wetla
with FSA.

S

hds in llelds

e

dré consldared maintenance and are in dompliance

28. The planned alteration measures on wella
installed will cause the area to become a

nds Int flalde
onverted Wetland (CW). See ller 22 lof Infotmation on CWyear.

are nol considered to be maintenance and il

27._The wetland determination was completedn the olfica [Z}- Tield | ] and was delivered[]  mailediz}tothe personon_ //— /5 - G/
268. Romarks.. “Smaller streams are not delineated on the attached
phpta but may be FSA wetlahds. Before initiating
any action to alter any stream channel, check with
. SCB."
29. [ eertify that the above determinatinn it corredr and adequate for use in deiermining| 30, Signature ol SCS Disirict Consarvationist [31. Date

eligibitity for USDA program beaefits, and that
hydrophytic vegetation under normal rirewmd

Wetlands, Farmed Weilandr, and Farmed Wetl

wetland hydrology, hydrie tnils, and
nret exitl ont all areas ourlined ax
nds Pature,

Assisisncé and programs ol tha Soil Conservatio

. % T
B /?f_.a'_ff_Qj /.//C?:fy ) ﬁL()./Z 174{13_)

n Service avallable without tegard lo rack, religion, color, sex, age, or hnmﬂc;ﬁ

o
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- At MARY JEANNE DODDS, O+

U.S.D.A. SUS-CPA-026  [1. Name and Address ol Petson 2. Dalo of Request
Soll Congérvallon Servicn {June 91) JOHN E. THOMAS W Amoa)

RR 1 S

. 1. County
HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND AND WETLAND CAMANCHE IA 52730 CLINTON
. CONSERVATION DETERMINATION

4. Name ol USDA Agency or Person Rinquesting Determination 5. Farm No, and Tract No.

FMHA 3428 T3183

SECTION | - HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND
FiELD HQ.(s) TOTAL ACRES

6. s soil survey now available lor making a highly erodibla land delernnination? Yes [T} No [ &x
7. Ara there highly erodible soil map units on this larm? Yes (G No [}

8. List highly erodible fields that, according to A

SC8 tecords, wera used to producs an dgticuliural commeodity in any

crop yest during 1981-1985, NO NE s 2 M
9. List highly erodible Fields that have been or Will be converted for the production of agricuttural commoditiet and,

neeotding 16 ASCS tecords, wara not used Igr this purpose in any crop year during 1981-1985; and were not _

enrolléd in a8 USDA set-aside or diversion program, A/Q Al E _ —

10. This Hiohly Erodibla Land delermination whs completed in the:

e A

Oifice [T} Fiel L

SECTION Il - WETLAND.

FIELD NO.{s) TOTAL ACRES
11. Ate thera hydrlc soils on this larm? Yes m/ No (] et e s
12. Wetlands (W), induding abandoned wetlarlds, or Farmed Watlands (FW) ot Farmed Wetlands Pasture (FWP),
Wetands may be larmed under nahial conditions. Farmed Wetlands and Farmed Wétiands Pasture may ba
tarmed and maintained in the sama manndr as they wére pror to Decamber 23, 1085, 4¢ lonig a4 they aré not )
A A
abandoned. NONE | -0~

13. Ptiot Cohverted Cropland (PC). Wetlands
drainagde, and afletation ol prior eanvertod d

the ares tevers to wetland a4 aresult ol ah

that wera converted prior to December 23, 1985, Tha use, management,
ropland (PC) aré not subject to the welland conservation provisions unless
anddnment.

14. Artifictal Watlands (AW). Artificial wetland

fo the wotland conservation provisions.

: includes Irﬁgalion‘lndﬁéed wetlands. These wetlands ate not subject

Minfmal Eilact Wetands (MW). Thesa we
. the m@ the minimal-ellect determination

inndé aré to be farmed accotding to the minimal-allect agreement signed
was made,

18, Mitigatioh Watlands (MIW). Watlands on v

convered between Decembar 23, 1985 an

shich & person Is actively mitigating & hréquénty cropped ared ot 4 welland
4 November 28, 1930.

17. Rettoralion with Violation (RVW-year). A
Novamber 28, 1990, ot the planting of an a

esioréd watland that was In violalion 84 & result of converélon after
gricultural commodity or lorage éop.

18. Rettotatlon without Violation {RSW). A re:
Novembét 28, 1890, on which an agricultu

tioted wetland convarted betwesn Dacambat 23, 1985 and
al commeodily has not been planted,

19. Replacomant Wetlands (RPW). Wetland¢

whet# he wetland values are being replaced al 4 second site.

which dré tonveried for purposés othiet thaf 16 Increass production,

20. Good Falth Wetlands (GFW1year). Wellandg on which ASCS has determiried a violatio o bé I good lith and the

welland has been restored,

21. Convariad Wetiands (CW). Wetlands cony
year that &4 agricultural commodity is plant

eried aler Decamber 23, 1988 and pHot to November 28, 1990, In any
od on thesé Converted Wetlands, you will bé Ineligible fot USDA benelits.

22. Convertad Wetldnd (CWsyear), Wallands

program banalits until this wetland is resfored.

cottverled after Novamber 28, 1990, You witl be Inefigibla lot USDA

23. Convetted Wetland Non-Agricultural use (d
cranberiles, vineyards or building and toad

WNA}, Wetlands that ara convetied lor (rees, fish ptaduction, shrubs, .
ronstruction.

24, Converted Wetland Technlcal Eror (CWTH
by SCS.

). Wetlands that were converted a8 4 rasult ol Ineorrect determination

25. The planned alteration measures on wetlar
with FSA,

ds in flelds #ré considered maintenance and are in compliance

26. The planned alteration mensures on wetlan
instafled will cause the area to become a C

27, The wetland determination was complated

297 certify that the above determination is correc

28. Romarks.

eligibility for t1SDA pregram henefits, and that
hydrephytic vegeration under normal cirewmta
Weilands, Farmed Weilands, and Formed Wetl,
Assistancs and programs of the Soll Consarvalle

ds In flaldd = dre not considered to be mainlenance and if
onverted Wetland {CW). Se# llem 22 furinlormallon oh CWiyear.

n the office

HQma JeT stied Eﬂi-‘f inipating

i e E Lb JLI D

photo but 1 nay r’” F il ;(;Ecm«ﬂne! check with

ay action to alter any strez

sCs."

and adequate for wse in determining| 30, Signature of SCS District Congsarvationist 31, Dale

wetland hydrology, hydric soils, and
nres exitt ont all dreas ourlined as B ) ~ % '
nds Pasture. ]/ Do {00 QAihe 2] e ) B Y
n Servich avallable withaut regard la race, religlon, color, sex, age, or hnnéknn 4 CO
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Y MARY JEANNE DODDS,
USDA. 5( S-Eﬁ-p?& 1. Name and Address ol Person 2. Dalo ol Requast
Soil Consérvation Servica {June 91) JOHN E. THOMAS
o | \\ -\3-q]

. CAMANCHE IA 52730 3. County
HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND AHD WETLAND CLINTON

CONSERVATION DETERMINATION
" 4. Name ol USDA Agency or Person Requesting Determination FMHA 5. Farm gfz.zagd Tract No. e

SECTION | - HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND

FIELD NO.[s) TOTAL ACRES

8. Is soil urvey now available for making a highly erodible land determination? Yes [(O— No (3

7. Ata there highly erodible soil map units on this larm? Yes [] No M

8. Uist highly arodible fields thal, according to ASCS records, were used to producd &n agricultural commodity In any
crop year during 1981-1985.

9. List highly erodibla fields that have been or will be converied for the production of agricultural commoditied and,
accotding 6 ASCS records, wera not usad Iér this purpose in any crop yeat during 1981-1985; and wers not
entolled in a USDA set-aside or diversion program,

10, Thig Highly Erodible Land determination was completed in the;  Olfice [} Fiald [J

SECTION Il - WETLAND
. FIELD NO.(3)
11. Are thére hydric soils on this laim?  Yas [ﬂ/ No 7] P

12. Wetlands (W), Induding abandoned wetlards, or Farmed Wetlands (FW) ot Farmed Wetlands Pasture (FWP).
Wetlands may ba larmed undar natual copditions. Farmed Wellands and Farmed Wetlands Pasture méy be
tarmed and maintained In the same manngr as they were prior o December 23, 1985, &8 long ag they aré not
abandoned. ' [\)C

13. Priar Cohverted Cropland {PC). Wellands|that wara converied prior 1o Decembert 23, 1985, The vse, management,

drainage, and alteration ol prior convettad ¢ropland (PC) are not subject lo the wetland consatvation provisions unlass
the area reverts to wetland as a result of aanddnment. '

14. Artificial Wetlands (AW). Artificial wetlandk includes Irrgation-Induced wetlands, Thaté wetland¢ are not subject
fo thé watland conservation provisions.

“7 Minimal Effect Wetlands (MW). These wellands aré to be farmed nccording to the minimal-allect agreement signed

i A the fimé the minimal-ellect determination was madse,
14. Mitigation Wettands (MIW). Wellands on which a person I& actively mitigating 4 équently cropped ared or & wetland
converied batween December 23, 1985 an{l November 28, 1990.
17, Restotallon with Viclation (AVW-year). A testored wetland thal was in violalion &8 & resislt of converélon aHer
November 28, 1990, ot the planting of an apricultural commodity ot lorage ¢rop.
18. Rastoration without Vielation (RSW). A repioted weland convartnd batwasn Décembar 23, 1985 and
Novembet 28, 1890, on which an agricultufal commadity has not been planted,
19. Replacement Wellands (RPW). Wetlands|which &ra converied for purposés ofhet than to Increage production,
whets the watland values are belng replacdd al & second slte,
20. Gobd Faith Wetlandt (GFW.year). Wetlands on which ASCS has daterminéd & violation to bs IH good faith and the
welland has boen resiored.
21. Converted Wetlands (CW). Wetlands conyerled aftét Decembar 23, 1988 and pist b November 28, 1990. In any
year that an agricultural commodity is planted on thesé Converled Wetlands, you will be Inligible for USDA benefits.
22. Converted Wetland (CW+year). Wellands|converlad after November 28, 1090. You will bé knefigiblé fot USDA
___program banafils until this welland is restofed.
23. Convertad Wetland Non-Agricultural use (CWNA). Wetlands that ara converted lof ttead, fish ptaduclion, shrubs, .
cranbertles, vineyards or bullding and toad|construction,
24, Eonvaﬂnd Wetland Technical Error (CWTE). Wetlande that were converled as d réult of Inestract datermination
y SCS.

25. The plannkd alteration measures on wetlands in fields e 4té considered maintenanca and are In compliance

with FSA.

28. ‘The planned alteration measures on wellands in Heldé _are not considered to be mainlenance and il
Installed will cauge the area to become a Gonveried Wetland {CW). Sas llem 22 lot Inlormation on CWiyear,

2. The wetland determination was completed|in the office [} —Tield
2 HpaAE “Smaller streams are not « EattactT
photo [but may be FSA wetlands. Before initiating
any aftion to alter any sticam channel, check witi

ang i :

3 Jiand,
29. l_qrgij"y that the above determination it correcl and adeqiuate for use in dricrmining| 30. Signature of SCS Distret Consarvationist 31, Dale
rfr;lhl’u)'[nrl USDA program benefits, and that fvetland hydrolagy, hydric snite, and .
h;:drry-ﬁync vegetation urder normal circwnitahie et evitd on all dreay ourlined de v ; / 9
Wetlends, Formed Weilonds. and Farmed Wetldnds Pasture., D000 (7000 K age) U-ya-9g\
Assm_mco and programs of the Soll Consarvatioh Servich avallable withou! regsrd to race, religion, color, sex, Age, or handlcap (O '

7]




VHEL-—AOTT3A

Adod x120npoaj-—urd
I e e e e e T BB e 1 e e e e 2

£dod> §)§-—poITWSPTOI DIDA-SOSV--23TyM :UOTINGTIISTQ

‘uiBuo [euoiieu Jo ‘deaipuey ‘abe ‘xas ‘10109 ‘uciBife) ‘aoel 0) prebss JnoyIM BIQE(IEAE I 82IAIBE UOHE

AasUe) (10§ ayl Jo sweiboid pue souesissy

ALSINOILYAHISNOD LOIH1SIA SOS 40 AHNLYNDIS ‘gL

SHUYWIH 2L

“J@anpoid ay; o} ajge

“._~|IBAB 8PBW 8SIMIBYI0 10 O] PajiBW SI UOIIBUILLISIaP JY) JO 9010U UBNIIM JBYE SAEP S| UIY)IM Pa1aAlep 1o pajiew aq 1snuw jsanbas ay| ‘1sanbal sy Joj SUoseal LLOj 18s 1snw pue Bunum ul aq 1snw
ummmmumh ay| ‘jeadde iaypunj Aue Joj alisinbalaid e st jsanbes sy

-‘uoyeulwIalap sy} Burjew uosiad sy} wouy uonelspisucoal 1sanbal Aew uoNEUILIAIEP SIYI Yim eaibe Jou seop oym Jaonpoid Auy

Eva)

" uo Jaonpoud 8y} 0} | |pajiew | paisAllsp puBy Sem UONBUILLISIBP SIYL 9t

38 J_ pIRY [

| 200 BUY Ul BUOP SBM UOHEUILLIBISP PUBaM YL St
L

MO, yum yiew pue ‘'(s)ydesBojoyd SOSY 2yl UO SPUBflam pPapanuad auljino ‘spjay pue
0B BY) 151 ‘S84, J| LSBEL ‘B 1equede aduls pelsAuod uasq aAey 1BY] WIE) SIY] UO SPUE(IaM PALBAUDD Biayl aly !

‘1088 [BWIUIW Ul JINS3J PINOM UGISIBAUOD BY) YIIUM UO PUB(I8M JO} MU, ‘puB|iam pagnpul ucijebusl pue
|EI2IHLE 1O}  ME,, ‘PUB[I&M 10] M, Ulm diew pue ‘(s)ydeibojoyd SOSY 8y} U0 Spial ulylim Sease puejlam 8y} aulino
'spjelj pue 10B1} 11| ,‘'SA, | iPUE[IBM LIEJU0D Ajpowiwod jeinynoube ue eanpoid o) pesn aq (M 10 a19m JBY) SRIBI} 00 ‘Bl

noo0 Aay) yaiym ul (un) sease
palaquinuun 10 (Spi02al SOSY 9Y) Woly) Spjaly Pue joBy) Jsi| ,'seh, J| ;e Siy) uo sjios olupAy aly 2L

‘ON LOVHL “ON

(syon a7aid S3A AaNVILIM — Il NOILLDO3S
R ~ paydde (s)uejd .._o:miwﬁ.ou ay) ui papnjoul swajshs uoneaasuo) ‘apinb [eaiuydal 8a1o pieYy SOS Byl Jo sluswWalinbal [BJ1uYyDa) YIM WIojuoa pue ' — gL
T T UO 2SI uoBAIBSUOD Ll o ] z Jﬁ.u e T ay) Aq panoidde (s1em) sem (s)uejd uoneasasuoo (ou) 7 3yl CNOILYDIFILHID CLL
2T ff - 6861 -1861 buunp real doo Aue

. ul welBoid uoissanip Jo apise—1as YOS & ul pajjoius jou a1em (g) pue '0gel 18ye Jeak douo Aue ur Ajpowwod [einyno
\m JBe ue aonpaid 0] pasn jou alam (g) ‘siiun dew ajgiposa AlyBiy aney (1) 1BY) SBEIE palsquinuun Jo SPi8l 1aylo a18yl aly 'Ol

iy }dx pasn Buieq jou si WAaIsAs B Yyoiym uo
(spsooal mm_uw%.wg._. LI0J}) SP|8Y) PUE 1981} 8Y) IS|) ,'OU, )] &SPIRY @sayl uo pasn Buleq weisAs uoleaasuod pascidde ue s|°q

\? ; ‘welboid uoisianip Jo Bpise-1as YasN &
Ui pa|joiua jou alam PuR™GEEL- 861 Bulnp Jeak doio Aue ul asodind Siu) JO} PESN jOU 248M ‘SBIIIPOWWIOD [RINjiNoLGE Jo
uononpe.d ay) Jo}/pauantog aqg [jim Jo Uasq aney ‘spiodas §OSY 0l Bulpiodoe ‘leyl splay pue 1981 3|qipose Alybiy 1517 e

o

TETR ‘peijdde Buiaq jou si ue|d B yoiym uo (spio2sl SOSY
mEEE:an_wzucmﬁmh m_t @M, .tu_.amm_v_m: 8@55:@:9nm_ﬁn_m.:méumm:mmn_:m_n:o:mtmm:ouuw>o.ﬁn_w=mw_.n

U R ‘5861-186} Buunp seah doso Aue w
Aypowwos [eamnouBe ue aanpoid oy pesn B1em 'spiodel SOSY 01 Buipioaoe “jey) spjey pue 1oel ajqipose Aubiyisip B g

¥ SLWIEB) SIY] uo snun dew |10 @jqipols AlUbiy a1ayl ady £

S3HOV 1v.iOoL

"ON 1OVHL ON

SUOIIBUILIIBISP PUE) afqiposa Aybiy e Buiyew Joj sjge|ieae mou ASAINS |jOS B S| °g

ANV 31813043 ATHOIH — | NOILO3S

(S) "ON 1OVHL ONV "ON WHVL “#

~

NOILYNIWHI L3I0 DNILSIN03H mwuzn_.DML,mO AONIOV VaSN 40 JWVN

183nD3d 40 31va ‘2

H435NA0Hd 40 wwwxng«. aNY JWYN °L [920-YdO—-S3S
e —————————

NOILVNIANHIL3IA NOILVAHISNOD ANVY1LIM ANV ANV 371810043 ATHOIH

(28/1) 821185 LONBAIASUAL) [10S
3YNLINDIEOV 40 LNIWLHYdIA SILVLS a3LINN




U.S. Departmant of Agricul ture by Bkl
Sofl Canerrvation Service 1/87
FIELD DETERMINATION
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U.S. Department of Agriculture
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U S DA Wetland Determination
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/__.-—l—-l 1 inch eq als 660 feet Wetland Determination Identifiers

@  Restricled Use
. ©  Limited Restriclions
Clinton County FSA Apl’ll 01 y 201 0 ©  Exampt from Conservation Compliance Pravisions

Field Boundary

Disclaimer: Wetland identifiers do not represent the size, shape or specific determination of the area. Refer to your
original determination (CPA-026 and attached maps) for exact wetland boundaries and determinations or contact NRCS.
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APPENDIX D
Wetland Determination Documentation Forms



U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-1
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S23 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Drainage Local relief (concave, convex, none) Slightly convex
Slope (%): 2 Lat: 41.803566 Long: -90.325088 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Ansgar silt loam (760) NWI classification: PEM1C
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil___, orHydrology X _significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No_
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Data point taken adjoining a drainage feature that was connected to an apparent off-site wetland. Off-site wetland drained underneath railbed and
discharging to off-site Rock Creek.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 15 ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Salix interior 10 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That
10 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 10 x1l= 10
4. FACW species 90 X2= 180
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Phalaris arundinacea 80 Yes FACW Column Totals: 100 (A) 190 (B)
2. Schoenoplectus tabernaemontani 10 No OBL Prevalence Index = B/A = 1.90
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. _X_3- Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

90 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.

ENG FORM 6116-7, JUL 2018 Midwest — Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point: DP-1

Profile Description: (Describe to 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
0-5 10YR 2/1 95 5YR 5/6 5 C M Sandy Prominent redox concentrations
5-18 10YR 4/3 100 Sandy

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

% ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

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)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

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

____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)

____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

_ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
_X_Sandy Redox (S5)
_ Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7)
: Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Matrix (F3)
____Redox Dark Surface (F6)
_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

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

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

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)

___Surface Water (A1) ____Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
_X_High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
_X_Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
____Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ____ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

_X_Drainage Patterns (B10)
____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 2
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:
Wetland hydrology present.

ENG FORM 6116-7, JUL 2018

Midwest — Version 2.0



U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-2
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S23 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Flats Local relief (concave, convex, none) None
Slope (%): 1 Lat: 41.803621 Long: -90.344468 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Ansgar silt loam (760) NWI classification: None
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil___, orHydrology ___significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Data point taken in flats near drainage area south of railbed. Out data point for DP-1.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 20 x1l= 20
4. FACW species 70 X2= 140
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Phalaris arundinacea 70 Yes FACW Column Totals: 90 (A) 160 (B)
2. Schoenoplectus tabernaemontani 20 Yes OBL Prevalence Index = B/A = 1.78
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. _X_3- Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

90 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation not present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.

ENG FORM 6116-7, JUL 2018 Midwest — Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point: DP-2

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) _% Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks
0-15 10YR 4/2 100 Sandy
15-32 10YR 4/4 100 Sandy

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

% ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

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)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

_ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
_ Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7)
: Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Matrix (F3)
____Redox Dark Surface (F6)
_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

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

____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)

____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

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

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X

Remarks:
Hydric soil not present.

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)
____High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
_X_Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
____Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ____ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

____Drainage Patterns (B10)
____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
____FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 21
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 9

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X

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

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology not present.

ENG FORM 6116-7, JUL 2018
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-3
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S23 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Drainage Local relief (concave, convex, none) Convex
Slope (%): 1 Lat: 41.804315 Long: -90.34307 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Ansgar silt loam (760) NWI classification: PEM1C
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil___, orHydrology X _significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No_
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Data point taken in drainage area. Drainage area influenced by multiple drainage culverts discharging into drainage area. Also in a down gradient
position from start of wetland and drainage area. This area drains into the apparent off-site wetlands.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 15 ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1. Salix interior 10 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 3 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That
10 =Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 20 x1l= 20
4. FACW species 80 X2= 160
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Phalaris arundinacea 70 Yes FACW Column Totals: 100 (A) 180 (B)
2. Typha angustifolia 20 Yes OBL Prevalence Index = B/A = 1.80
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. _X_3- Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

90 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.
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SOIL Sampling Point: DP-3

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) _% Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks
0-13 10YR 2/1 95 5YR 4/6 5 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
13-32 10YR 4/6 100 Sandy
Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. % ocation: 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) ____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___Black Histic (A3) ____ Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Stratified Layers (A5) ____Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ____Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2.cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Below Dark Surface (Al1) _ Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12) _X_Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
_Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) _ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:
Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:
Hydric soil present.

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)

_X_High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) _X_Drainage Patterns (B10)

_X_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)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) _X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) _X_FAC-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 X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 9
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 2 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

(includes capillary fringe)

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

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology present.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-4
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S23 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Farmed field Local relief (concave, convex, none) None
Slope (%): 1 Lat: 41.804402 Long: -90.343005 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Garwin silty clay loam (918) NWI classification: PEM1C
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation X, Soil__ X, orHydrology X _significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No_
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

Data point taken in farmed field. Out data point for DP-3.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1l= 0
4. FACW species 0 X2= 0
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 60 x5= 300
1. Zea mays 60 Yes UPL Column Totals: 60 (A) 300 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 5.00
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. ___3-Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

60 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation not present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.
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SOIL

Sampling Point: DP-4

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) _% Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks
0-13 10YR 4/1 100 Loamy/Clayey
13-32 10YR 4/6 100 Loamy/Clayey

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

% ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

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)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

_ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
_ Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7)
: Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Matrix (F3)
____Redox Dark Surface (F6)
_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

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

____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)

____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

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

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X

Remarks:
Hydric soil not present.

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)
____High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
____Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
____Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ____ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

____Drainage Patterns (B10)
____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
____FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 10

(includes capillary fringe)

Yes No X

Wetland Hydrology Present?

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

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology not present.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-5
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Farmed field Local relief (concave, convex, none) None
Slope (%): 2 Lat: 41.802618 Long: -90.32881 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Garwin silty clay loam (918) NWI classification: PEM1B
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation X, Soil__ X, orHydrology X _significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No_
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

Data point taken in area that appears to be influenced by adjoining man-made features.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1l= 0
4. FACW species 0 X2= 0
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 80 x4 = 320
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Festuca arundinacea 80 Yes FACU Column Totals: 80 (A) 320 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 4.00
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. ___3-Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

80 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation not present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.
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SOIL

Sampling Point: DP-5

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks
0-32 10YR 4/3 65 10YR 4/6 35 Loamy/Clayey Apparent fill material

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

% ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

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)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

_ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
_ Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7)
: Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Matrix (F3)
____Redox Dark Surface (F6)
_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

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

____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)

____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

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

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Remarks:

Hydric soil not present. Apparent fill material.

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)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
____Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
____Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
Agquatic Fauna (B13)
True Aquatic Plants (B14)

____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
____Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

Thin Muck Surface (C7)

___Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) Other (Explain in Remarks)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

____Drainage Patterns (B10)
____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
____FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes X
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

(includes capillary fringe)

No Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):

-0

0

o

Wetland Hydrology Present?  Yes No X

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

Remarks:

Wetland hydrology not present. Appears to be influenced by adjoining man-made features.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-6
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Hillside Local relief (concave, convex, none) Sloped
Slope (%): 3 Lat: 41.803849 Long: -90.32995 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Dinsdale silt loam (377B) NWI classification: PEM1A
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil___, orHydrology ___significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Adjoining Wetland Area 2. This apparent wetland area slopes and drains towards Wetland Area 2 and Drainage Area X.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 10 x1l= 10
4. FACW species 90 X2= 180
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Phalaris arundinacea 90 Yes FACW Column Totals: 100 (A) 190 (B)
2. Schoenoplectus tabernaemontani 10 No OBL Prevalence Index = B/A = 1.90
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. _X_3- Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

100 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.
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SOIL Sampling Point: DP-6

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) _% Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks
0-11 10YR 2/1 93 5YR 4/6 7 C PL Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
11-32 10YR 4/4 100 Loamy/Clayey
Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. % ocation: 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) ____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___Black Histic (A3) ____ Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Stratified Layers (A5) ____Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ____Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2.cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Below Dark Surface (Al1) _ Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12) _X_Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
_Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) _ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:
Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:
Hydric soils present.

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 (B13) _X_Drainage Patterns (B10)

_X_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)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) _X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) _X_FAC-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 Depth (inches): 0
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:
Wetland hydrology present.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-7
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Hillside Local relief (concave, convex, none) None
Slope (%): 5 Lat: 41.80389 Long: -90.329935 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Dinsdale silt loam (377B) NWI classification:
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil___, orHydrology ___significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

Out data point for DP-6. Data point taken on hillside.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1l= 0
4. FACW species 0 X2= 0
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 100 x4 = 400
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Festuca arundinacea 100 Yes FACU Column Totals: 100 (A) 400 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 4.00
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. ___3-Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

100 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation not present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.
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SOIL

Sampling Point: DP-7

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) _% Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks
0-7 10YR 4/3 100 Loamy/Clayey
7-32 10YR 4/6 100 Loamy/Clayey

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

% ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

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)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

_ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
_ Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7)
: Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Matrix (F3)
____Redox Dark Surface (F6)
_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

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

____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)

____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

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

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X

Remarks:
Hydric soil not present.

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)
____High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
____Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
____Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ____ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

____Drainage Patterns (B10)
____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
____FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 7

(includes capillary fringe)

Yes No X

Wetland Hydrology Present?

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

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology not present.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-8
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Drainage Local relief (concave, convex, none) Convex
Slope (%): 3 Lat: 41.803741 Long: -90.32833 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Garwin silty clay loam (918) NWI classification: PEM1B
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil___, orHydrology ___significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Data point taken upgradient of Wetland Area 2 and Drainage Area X. Wetland Area X drains into Wetland Area 2.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1l= 0
4. FACW species 100 X2= 200
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Phalaris arundinacea 100 Yes FACW Column Totals: 100 (A) 200 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 2.00
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. _X_3- Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

100 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.

ENG FORM 6116-7, JUL 2018 Midwest — Version 2.0



SOIL Sampling Point: DP-8

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) _% Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks
0-11 10YR 2/1 90 5YR 4/4 100 C PL Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
11-32 10YR 3/6 100
Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. % ocation: 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) ____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___Black Histic (A3) ____ Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Stratified Layers (A5) ____Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ____Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2.cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Below Dark Surface (Al1) _ Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12) _X_Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
_Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) _ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:
Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:
Hydric soil present.

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)

_X_High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) _X_Drainage Patterns (B10)

_X_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)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) _X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) _X_FAC-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 X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 7
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 2 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

(includes capillary fringe)

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

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology present. In upgradient area from Wetland Area 2.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-9
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Farmed field Local relief (concave, convex, none) None
Slope (%): 2 Lat: 41.803794 Long: -90.328155 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Garwin silty clay loam (918) NWI classification: None
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil___, orHydrology ___significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

Data point taken in farmed field. Out data point for DP-8

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1l= 0
4. FACW species 0 X2= 0
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 60 x5= 300
1. Zea mays 60 Yes UPL Column Totals: 60 (A) 300 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 5.00
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. ___3-Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

60 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation not present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.
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SOIL

Sampling Point: DP-9

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) _% Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks
0-15 10YR 4/4 100 Loamy/Clayey
15-32 10YR 4/6 100 Sandy

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

% ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

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)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

_ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
_ Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7)
: Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Matrix (F3)
____Redox Dark Surface (F6)
_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

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

____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)

____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

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

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:
Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X

Remarks:
Hydric soil not present.

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)
____High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
_X_Saturation (A3) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Water Marks (B1) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
____Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7)
____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) __ Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) ____ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

____Drainage Patterns (B10)
____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
____FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 10

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X

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

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology not present.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-10
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Drainage Local relief (concave, convex, none) Convex
Slope (%): 2 Lat: 41.801504 Long: -90.325267 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Atterbury silt loam (351) NWI classification: PEM1B
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil__ X, orHydrology X _significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No_
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Data point taken in apparent drainage area associated with former railbed. Appears to be influenced by off-site adjoining retention pond.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 20 x1l= 20
4. FACW species 70 X2= 140
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Phalaris arundinacea 70 Yes FACW Column Totals: 90 (A) 160 (B)
2. Typha angustifolia 20 Yes OBL Prevalence Index = B/A = 1.78
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. _X_3- Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

90 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.
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SOIL

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

Sampling Point: DP-10

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) _% Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks
0-8 10YR 2/1 93 5YR 5/6 7 C PL Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
8-32 10YR 4/4 100 Loamy/Clayey

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. % ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

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)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

_ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
_ Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7)
: Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Matrix (F3)
_X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

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

____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)

____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

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

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:
Hydric soil present.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

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

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

___Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
____Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
Agquatic Fauna (B13)
True Aquatic Plants (B14)

Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

Thin Muck Surface (C7)

___Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) Other (Explain in Remarks)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

_X_Drainage Patterns (B10)
____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

(includes capillary fringe)

No X Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):

10

2

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology present.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-11
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Field Local relief (concave, convex, none) None
Slope (%): 2 Lat: 41.801477 Long: -90.325581 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Atterbury silt loam (351) NWI classification: None
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil___, orHydrology ___significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Data point taken in upgradient area relative to DP-10, serving as out data point.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1l= 0
4. FACW species 0 X2= 0
5. FAC species 45 x3= 135

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 45 x5= 225
1. Setaria viridis 45 Yes UPL Column Totals: 90 (A) 360 (B)
2. Andropogon gerardii 30 Yes FAC Prevalence Index = B/A = 4.00
3. Poa pratensis 15 No FAC
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. ___3-Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

90 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation not present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.

ENG FORM 6116-7, JUL 2018 Midwest — Version 2.0



SOIL Sampling Point: DP-11

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) _% Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks

0-15 10YR 4/3 100 Loamy/Clayey

15-32 10YR 4/6 100 Loamy/Clayey
Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. % ocation: 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) ____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___Black Histic (A3) ____ Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Stratified Layers (A5) ____Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ____Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2.cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Below Dark Surface (Al1) _ Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12) ____Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
_Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) _ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:
Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X

Remarks:
Hydric soil not present.

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)

____High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ____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)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ____FAC-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 X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 9 Wetland Hydrology Present?  Yes No X

(includes capillary fringe)

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

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology not present.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-12
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Drainage Local relief (concave, convex, none) Convex
Slope (%): 3 Lat: 41.802648 Long: -90.325228 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Atterbury silt loam (351) NWI classification: PEM1B
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil___, orHydrology X _significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No_
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Data point taken in drainage area that appears to be influenced by former railbed.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 30 x1l= 30
4. FACW species 60 X2= 120
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Phalaris arundinacea 60 Yes FACW Column Totals: 90 (A) 150 (B)
2. Typha angustifolia 20 Yes OBL Prevalence Index = B/A = 1.67
3. Scirpus atrovirens 10 No OBL
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. _X_3- Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

90 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation present. Shown as Photo # in Appdendix D.
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SOIL

Sampling Point: DP-12

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks
0-8 10YR 2/1 90 5YR 5/6 10 C PL Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
8-32

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

% ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

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)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

_ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
_ Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7)
: Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Matrix (F3)
_X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

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

____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)

____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

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

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:
Hydric soils present.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

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

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

___Surface Water (A1)
____High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
____Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5)

____Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

Thin Muck Surface (C7)

___Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) Other (Explain in Remarks)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

_X_Drainage Patterns (B10)
____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

(includes capillary fringe)

No X Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):

14
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Yes X No

Wetland Hydrology Present?

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

Remarks:

Wetland hydrology present. Two drainage culverts are located on the east and west of the former railbed connecting the two drainageways.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-13
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Field Local relief (concave, convex, none) None
Slope (%): 3 Lat: 41.803871 Long: -90.325191 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Atterbury silt loam (351) NWI classification: None
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil___, orHydrology ___significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

Data point taken in field. Serving as out point for DP-12.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1l= 0
4. FACW species 0 X2= 0
5. FAC species 55 x3= 165

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 45 x5= 225
1. Setaria viridis 45 Yes UPL Column Totals: 100 (A) 390 (B)
2. Andropogon gerardii 40 Yes FAC Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.90
3. Poa pratensis 15 No FAC
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. ___3-Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

100 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation not present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.
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SOIL

Sampling Point: DP-13

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks
0-32 10YR 4/3 75 10YR 4/6 20 Loamy/Clayey

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

% ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

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)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

_ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
_ Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7)
: Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Matrix (F3)
____Redox Dark Surface (F6)
_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

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

____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)

____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

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

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X

Remarks:
Hydric soil not present.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

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

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

___Surface Water (A1)
____High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
____Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
Agquatic Fauna (B13)
True Aquatic Plants (B14)

Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

Thin Muck Surface (C7)

___Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) Other (Explain in Remarks)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

____Drainage Patterns (B10)
____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
____FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

(includes capillary fringe)

No X Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):

20

-

Wetland Hydrology Present?  Yes No X

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

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology not present.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP14
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Drainage Local relief (concave, convex, none) Convex
Slope (%): 2 Lat: 41.802453 Long: -90.325072 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Ripon silt loam (217B) NWI classification: PEM1B
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil__ X, orHydrology X _significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No_
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Data point taken in drainage area associated with former railbed.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 40 x1l= 40
4. FACW species 50 X2= 100
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Phalaris arundinacea 50 Yes FACW Column Totals: 90 (A) 140 (B)
2. Scirpus atrovirens 25 Yes OBL Prevalence Index = B/A = 1.56
3. Typha angustifolia 15 No OBL
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. _X_3- Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

90 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.
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SOIL

Sampling Point: DP-14

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks
0-9 10YR 2/1 93 5YR 4/6 7 C PL Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
9-32

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

% ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

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)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

_ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
_ Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7)
: Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Matrix (F3)
_X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

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

____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)

____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

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

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:
Hydric soil present.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

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

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

___Surface Water (A1)
____High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
____Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5)

____Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

Thin Muck Surface (C7)

___Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) Other (Explain in Remarks)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

_X_Drainage Patterns (B10)
____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

(includes capillary fringe)

No X Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):

19

-3

Yes X No

Wetland Hydrology Present?

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

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology present.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-15
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Former Railbed Local relief (concave, convex, none) None
Slope (%): 1 Lat: 41.802441 Long: -90.32514 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Ripon silt loam (217B) NWI classification: None
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil__ X, orHydrology X _significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No_
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Data point taken in former railroad bed adjoining drainage area.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1l= 0
4. FACW species 0 X2= 0
5. FAC species 20 x3= 60

=Total Cover FACU species 5 x4 = 20
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Poa pratensis 20 Yes FAC Column Totals: 25 (A) 80 (B)
2. Taraxacum officinale 5 Yes FACU Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.20
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. ___3-Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

25 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation not present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.
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SOIL

Sampling Point: DP-15

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

Depth Matrix
(inches) Color (moist) %
0-10 10YR 5/6 100

Redox Features

Color (moist) %

Type®

2

Loc Texture Remarks

Sandy

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

% ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

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)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

_ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
_ Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7)
: Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Matrix (F3)
____Redox Dark Surface (F6)
_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

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

____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)

____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

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

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type: Crushed Lime
Depth (inches): 10 Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X
Remarks:

Hydric soil not present. Apparent fill material with rocky debris at 10".

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

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

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

___Surface Water (A1)
____High Water Table (A2)
____Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
____Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
Agquatic Fauna (B13)
True Aquatic Plants (B14)

____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
____Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

Thin Muck Surface (C7)

___Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) Other (Explain in Remarks)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

____Drainage Patterns (B10)
____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
____FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes
Water Table Present? Yes
Saturation Present? Yes

(includes capillary fringe)

No X Depth (inches):
No X Depth (inches):
No X Depth (inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present?  Yes No X

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

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology not present.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-16
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Drainage Local relief (concave, convex, none) Convex
Slope (%): 1 Lat: 41.801789 Long: -90.316418 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Colo silty clay loam (133) NWI classification: PEM1C
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil___, orHydrology ___significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Data point taken in convex area with farmed fields to the east and west. Wetland Area appears to be connected to man-made pond on adjoining
north property. Wetland Area also appears to drain off-site undernearth 44th Avenue South.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1l= 0
4. FACW species 90 X2= 180
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Phalaris arundinacea 90 Yes FACW Column Totals: 90 (A) 180 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 2.00
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. _X_3- Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

90 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.
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SOIL

Sampling Point: DP-16

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) _% Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks
0-8 10YR 2/1 90 5YR 4/6 10 C PL Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
8-32 10YR 4/6 100 Sandy

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

% ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

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)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

_ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
_ Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7)
: Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Matrix (F3)
_X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

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

____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)

____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

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

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:
Hydric soil present.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

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

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

___Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
____Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
X Aquatic Fauna (B13)
True Aquatic Plants (B14)

____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
____Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

Thin Muck Surface (C7)

___Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) Other (Explain in Remarks)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

_X_Drainage Patterns (B10)
____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
_X_Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
_X_Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

(includes capillary fringe)

No X Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):

7

-1

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:

Wetland hydrology present. Apparent crayfish burrows were observed along drainage.

ENG FORM 6116-7, JUL 2018

Midwest — Version 2.0



U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R

OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024
Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
(Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
DP-17

State: 1A
Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E

Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation Sampling Point:

Investigator(s): Jordan Smith

Local relief (concave, convex, none) None

Long: -90.316263

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Farmed field

Slope (%): 3 Lat: 41.80181
Soil Map Unit Name: Aterberry silt loam (351)

Datum: IA State Plane North
NW!I classification: None

(If no, explain in Remarks.)
Yes X No

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?
, Soil X

, Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Yes X No

Are Vegetation X , or Hydrology X significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present?

Are Vegetation (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 Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X
Remarks:
Data point taken in farmed field. Apparent drainage tile observed discharging to drainage and Wetland Area X.
VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1l= 0
4. FACW species 0 X2= 0
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 40 x5= 200
1. Zea mays 40 Yes UPL Column Totals: 40 (A) 200 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 5.00
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. ___3-Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

40 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X
Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation not present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.
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SOIL Sampling Point: DP-17

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) _% Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks

0-18 10YR 3/1 100 Loamy/Clayey

18-32 10YR 3/4 100 Sandy
Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. % ocation: 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) ____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___Black Histic (A3) ____ Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Stratified Layers (A5) ____Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ____Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2.cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Below Dark Surface (Al1) _ Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12) ____Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
_Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) _ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:
Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X

Remarks:
Hydric soil not present.

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)

____High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ____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)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ____FAC-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 X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 9 Wetland Hydrology Present?  Yes No X

(includes capillary fringe)

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

Remarks:
Hydrology could potentially be influenced by apparent observed tile drainage.

ENG FORM 6116-7, JUL 2018 Midwest — Version 2.0



U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-18
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Field Local relief (concave, convex, none) None
Slope (%): 3 Lat: 41.80319 Long: -90.317691 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Aterberry silt loam (351) NWI classification: PEM1A
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil___, orHydrology ___significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Data point taken in farmed field in an area exhibiting wetland characteristics. Wetland area surrounded by farmed field with corn.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 90 x1l= 90
4. FACW species 0 X2= 0
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Scirpus atrovirens 90 Yes OBL Column Totals: 90 (A) 90 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 1.00
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. _X_3- Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

90 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.
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SOIL

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

Sampling Point: DP-18

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) _% Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks
0-13 10YR 2/1 95 5YR 4/6 5 C PL Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
13-32 10YR 3/3 100 Sandy

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. % ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

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)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

_ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
_ Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7)
: Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Matrix (F3)
_X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

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

____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)

____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

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

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:
Hydric soil present.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

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

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

___Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
____Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
Agquatic Fauna (B13)
True Aquatic Plants (B14)

____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

____Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
____Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

Thin Muck Surface (C7)

___Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) Other (Explain in Remarks)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

____Drainage Patterns (B10)
____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

_X_Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

(includes capillary fringe)

No X Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):

7

2

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

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

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology present.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-19
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Hillside Local relief (concave, convex, none) None
Slope (%): 3 Lat: 41.803351 Long: -90.317563 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Aterberry silt loam (351) NWI classification: None
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation X, Soil__ X, orHydrology X _significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No_
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Data point taken in farmed field.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1l= 0
4. FACW species 0 X2= 0
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 50 x5= 250
1. Zea mays 50 Yes UPL Column Totals: 50 (A) 250 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 5.00
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. ___3-Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

50 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation not present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.
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SOIL Sampling Point: DP-19

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) _% Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks

0-17 10YR 3/1 100 Loamy/Clayey

17-32 10YR 3/3 100 Sandy
Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. % ocation: 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) ____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___Black Histic (A3) ____ Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Stratified Layers (A5) ____Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ____Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2.cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Below Dark Surface (Al1) _ Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12) ____Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
_Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) _ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:
Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X

Remarks:
Hydric soil not present.

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)

____High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ____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)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ____FAC-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 X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 9 Wetland Hydrology Present?  Yes No X

(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
Wetland hydrology not present.

Remarks:
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-20
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Drainage Local relief (concave, convex, none) Convex
Slope (%): 2 Lat: 41.806642 Long: -90.316781 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Colo silty clay loam (133) NWI classification: PEM1B
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil___, orHydrology ___significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Data point taken in drainage area. Wetland and drainage area is adjoining north to a property with an apparent man-made pond, which apparently
feeds Wetland Area X.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1l= 0
4. FACW species 95 X2= 190
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Phalaris arundinacea 95 Yes FACW Column Totals: 95 (A) 190 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 2.00
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. _X_3- Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

95 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.

ENG FORM 6116-7, JUL 2018 Midwest — Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point: DP-20

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks
0-11 10YR 2/1 90 5YR 4/6 10 C PL Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
11-32

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

% ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

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)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

_ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
_ Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7)
: Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Matrix (F3)
_X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

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

____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)

____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

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

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:
Hydric soil present.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

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

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

___Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
____Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5)

____Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
_X_Aquatic Fauna (B13)
____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

Thin Muck Surface (C7)

___Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) Other (Explain in Remarks)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

_X_Drainage Patterns (B10)
____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
_X_Crayfish Burrows (C8)

____Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

(includes capillary fringe)

No X Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):

4
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Yes X No

Wetland Hydrology Present?

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

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology present.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-21
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Field Local relief (concave, convex, none) None
Slope (%): 2 Lat: 41.80662 Long: -90.316619 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Colo silty clay loam (133) NWI classification: None
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation X, Soil__ X, orHydrology X _significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No_
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Data point taken in farmed field.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1l= 0
4. FACW species 0 X2= 0
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 60 x5= 300
1. Zea mays 60 Yes UPL Column Totals: 60 (A) 300 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 5.00
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. ___3-Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

60 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation not present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.
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SOIL Sampling Point: DP-21

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) _% Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks

0-11 10YR 3/1 100 Loamy/Clayey

11-32 10YR 4/3 100 Sandy
Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. % ocation: 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) ____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___Black Histic (A3) ____ Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Stratified Layers (A5) ____Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ____Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2.cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Below Dark Surface (Al1) _ Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12) ____Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
_Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) _ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:
Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X

Remarks:
Hydric soil not present.

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)

____High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ____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)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ____FAC-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 X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 15 Wetland 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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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-22
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Flats Local relief (concave, convex, none) None
Slope (%): 1 Lat: 41.810476 Long: -90.326127 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Shandep clay loam (2153) NWI classification: PEM1B
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation , Soil___, orHydrology ___significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No__
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Data point taken in convex area adjoining farmed field. Appears to be former location of homestead.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 35 x1l= 35
4. FACW species 55 X2= 110
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Phalaris arundinacea 55 Yes FACW Column Totals: 90 (A) 145 (B)
2. Scirpus atrovirens 35 Yes OBL Prevalence Index = B/A = 1.61
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. _X_3- Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

90 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.
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SOIL

Sampling Point: DP-22

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks
0-10 10YR 2/1 93 5YR 4/6 7 C PL Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
10-32

Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

% ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

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)
___Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)

_ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
_ Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7)
: Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Matrix (F3)
_X_Redox Dark Surface (F6)
_ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
____Redox Depressions (F8)

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

____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)

____Red Parent Material (F21)

___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

_Other (Explain in Remarks)

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

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:
Hydric soil present.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

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

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

___Surface Water (A1)
_X_High Water Table (A2)
_X_Saturation (A3)
____Water Marks (B1)
____Sediment Deposits (B2)
___ Drift Deposits (B3)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4)
____Iron Deposits (B5)

____Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
____Aquatic Fauna (B13)
____True Aquatic Plants (B14)
____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

Thin Muck Surface (C7)

___Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Gauge or Well Data (D9)
____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) Other (Explain in Remarks)

____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

____Drainage Patterns (B10)
____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

_X_Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
____Geomorphic Position (D2)
_X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes
Water Table Present? Yes X
Saturation Present? Yes X

(includes capillary fringe)

No X Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):
No Depth (inches):

9
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Yes X No

Wetland Hydrology Present?

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

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology present.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R

OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024
Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:

(Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air

City/County: Clinton

Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation

Sampling Date:  4/14/22

State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-23

Investigator(s): Jordan Smith

Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Field

Local relief (concave, convex, none) None

Slope (%): 1 Lat: 41.810513

Long: -90.326359

Datum: IA State Plane North

Soil Map Unit Name: Shandep clay loam (2153)

NW!I classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?

Are Vegetation

Are Vegetation

, Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Yes X

, Soil , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present?

(If no, explain in Remarks.)
Yes X No

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 Soil Present? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland?

Yes No X

Remarks:
Taken between Wetland Area X and farmed field.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1l= 0
4. FACW species 0 X2= 0
5. FAC species 90 x3= 270

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 0 x5= 0
1. Poa pratensis 90 Yes FAC Column Totals: 90 (A) 270 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 3.00
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. _X_2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. _X_3- Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

90 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes X No

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

Hydrophytic vegetation present.
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SOIL Sampling Point: DP-23

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) _% Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks

0-11 10YR 3/2 100 Loamy/Clayey

11-32 10YR 4/4 100 Loamy/Clayey
Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. % ocation: 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) ____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___Black Histic (A3) ____ Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Stratified Layers (A5) ____Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ____Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2.cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Below Dark Surface (Al1) _ Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12) ____Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
_Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) _ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:
Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X

Remarks:
Hydric soils not present.

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)

____High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ____Drainage Patterns (B10)

_X_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)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ____FAC-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 X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 24
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 11 Wetland Hydrology Present?  Yes No X

(includes capillary fringe)

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

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology not present.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET — Midwest Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-10-16; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air City/County: Clinton Sampling Date:  4/14/22
Applicant/Owner: Clinton Regional Development Corporation State: 1A Sampling Point: DP-24
Investigator(s): Jordan Smith Section, Township, Range: S24 T81N RO6E
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Farmed field Local relief (concave, convex, none) None
Slope (%): 2 Lat: 41.807594 Long: -90.3364 Datum: IA State Plane North
Soil Map Unit Name: Dinsdale silt loam (377B) NWI classification: None
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No___ (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation X, Soil__ X, orHydrology X _significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X  No_
Are Vegetation ___, Soil_____, or Hydrology _____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 X Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Data point taken in farmed field.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.

Absolute  Dominant  Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover  Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:
1 Number of Dominant Species That
2. Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)
S. Percent of Dominant Species That

=Total Cover Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A/B)
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )
1. Prevalence Index worksheet:
2. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
3. OBL species 0 x1l= 0
4. FACW species 0 X2= 0
5. FAC species 0 x3= 0

=Total Cover FACU species 0 x4 = 0
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ) UPL species 60 x5= 300
1. Zea mays 60 Yes UPL Column Totals: 60 (A) 300 (B)
2. Prevalence Index = B/A = 5.00
3.
4. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
5. ____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
6. ____2-Dominance Test is >50%
7. ___3-Prevalence Index is <3.0"
8. ____4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
9. data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
10. ____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

60 _ =Total Cover YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
1. Hydrophytic
2. Vegetation

=Total Cover Present? Yes No X

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Hydrophytic vegetation not present. Shown as Photo # in Appendix D.
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SOIL Sampling Point: DP-24

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) _% Color (moist) % Typel Loc? Texture Remarks

0-15 10YR 3/1 100 Loamy/Clayey

15-32 10YR 4/2 100 Sandy
Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. % ocation: 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) ____lIron-Manganese Masses (F12)
___Black Histic (A3) ____ Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ___Dark Surface (S7) ___Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___ Stratified Layers (A5) ____Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) ____Other (Explain in Remarks)
___2.cm Muck (A10) ___Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
_ Depleted Below Dark Surface (Al1) _ Depleted Matrix (F3)
___Thick Dark Surface (A12) ____Redox Dark Surface (F6) ®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
_Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) _ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) wetland hydrology must be present,
___5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) ____Redox Depressions (F8) unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:
Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X

Remarks:
Hydric soil not present.

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)

____High Water Table (A2) ____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ____Drainage Patterns (B10)

_X_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)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ____Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ____FAC-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 X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 24
Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 10 Wetland Hydrology Present?  Yes No X

(includes capillary fringe)

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

Remarks:
Wetland hydrology not present.
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APPENDIX E
Photographic Documentation



Wetland Survey Report 1r
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Recertification = Tama, lowa erracon
May 2022 = Terracon Project No. 0622701

L :

Photo 1: View looking north at Wetland Area 1 and DP-1.

Photo 2: View looking north at upland area of Wetland Area 1, Drainage 1 and DP-2.

Responsive m Resourceful m Reliable E-1



Wetland Survey Report 1r
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Recertification = Tama, lowa erracon
May 2022 = Terracon Project No. 0622701
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Photo 3: View Iooking east at tIandArea 10, Drainae 1 and DP-3.

Photo 4: View of upland area associated with Wetland Area 10 looking at DP-4
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Wetland Survey Report 1r
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Recertification = Tama, lowa erracon
May 2022 = Terracon Project No. 0622701
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Wetland Survey Report 1r
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Recertification = Tama, lowa erracon
May 2022 = Terracon Project No. 0622701
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Wetland Survey Report 1r
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Recertification = Tama, lowa erracon
May 2022 = Terracon Project No. 0622701
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Wetland Survey Report 1r
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Recertification = Tama, lowa erracon
May 2022 = Terracon Project No. 0622701

77

Photo 12: View looking north at DP-12 a Wetland Area
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Wetland Survey Report 1r
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Recertification = Tama, lowa erracon
May 2022 = Terracon Project No. 0622701

Photo 14: View looking north at Wetland Area 5 and DP-14.
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Wetland Survey Report 1r
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Recertification = Tama, lowa erracon
May 2022 = Terracon Project No. 0622701

Photo 16: View looking north at Wetland Area 6, Drainage 5 and DP-16.
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Wetland Survey Report 1r
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Recertification = Tama, lowa erracon
May 2022 = Terracon Project No. 0622701

Photo 18: View looking north at Wetland Area 7 an DP-8 doinated by dark-green
bulrush.
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Wetland Survey Report 1r
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Recertification = Tama, lowa erracon
May 2022 = Terracon Project No. 0622701

LS L

Photo 20: View looking north at Wetland Area 8 nd DP-20.
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Wetland Survey Report 1r
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Recertification = Tama, lowa erracon
May 2022 = Terracon Project No. 0622701

i

Photo 22: View looking north at Wetland Area 8 and DP-22.
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Wetland Survey Report 1r
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Recertification = Tama, lowa erracon
May 2022 = Terracon Project No. 0622701

Phto 24: View Iooki north at DP-24
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Wetland Survey Report 1r
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Recertification = Tama, lowa erracon
May 2022 = Terracon Project No. 0622701

Photo 26: View looking at concrete culvert on south end of Wetland Area 6 under
21% Street.
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Wetland Survey Report 1r
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Recertification = Tama, lowa erracon
May 2022 = Terracon Project No. 0622701

Pho . View Iokig at crayfish burrow Iong Wetlnd Area 6.

— =

Photo 28: View looking northeast at Wetland Area 7.
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Wetland Survey Report 1r
Lincolnway Industrial Rail and Air Park Recertification = Tama, lowa erracon
May 2022 = Terracon Project No. 0622701

Photo 29:View of south end of Wetland Area 8 and adjoining off-site south pond
system connecting Wetland Areas 6 and 8.

A e

Photo 30: View looking north at Wetland Area 9.
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