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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwast Reglon

Frankiin
Projeci/Site:  3-Acre Southbrook Church Proparty City/County: Milwastkee Sampling Date: April 17, 2015
ApplicaptQwner: Southbrook Church State: Wi Sampling Pelnt: DP1
lnvesilgator(s): Tina Myars, PWS Section, Township, Range: NE 1/4 Sec 18, TON, R21E

Landformn (hilkslope, lemace, efc.): plaln Local rellef {concave, convex, none}: none-flat
Slope (%) 0% Lat, Lang: Dalum;
Soil Map Unit Naene: Blount silt loam {BIA} WWI Classification: none
Are climatic / hydrologic condilions on e site typical for this $ma of year? Yes No *X {if no, explain in Rermnarks)
Are Vegeiallon N Soil N or Hydrology N significantly disturbed? Are "Nomal Gircumstances” presant? Yes X No
Are Vagetation N Soll N or Hydrology N naturally prebiematic? (IF needed, explain any answsrs in Remarks)
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS --- Attach site map showing sampling point [ocations, transects, important features, etc, |
Hydrephytlc Vegalatlon Prasent? Yes X No Is tha Samplac Area
Hydric Sofl Present? Yes No X within 2 Wettand? Yes No X
VWetiand Hydrology Presant? Yes No X It yes, oplionet wetland site 1D: rone - Upland
Remarks: *WETS Analysis for the months of Jan-March Indicates conditions are drler than normal range, however the NOAA map for the 90-day precipitation analysis prior to the
date of the site visit indleates condltions are normal, There has been 3,45 inches of rain o far In April which Is slightly wet.
VEGETATION - Use scientific nameas for plants. Sampling Point: DP-1
Absolute % Dominant indicator .
Trea Stratum (Plot size: 30°R ) Cover Specias Status Dominance Test Workshast:
Number of Deminant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: 1 {A)
2,
3. Total Number of Dominant
4, Specles Across All Strata; 1 B}
5
8. Percent of Dominant Specles
T Thal Ars OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100%  {AwB)
0% = Tatal Cover
Prevalence Index Worksheet:
Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
OBL spacies Xt=
SaplingfShrub Stratum {Plot size: 15'R ) FACW apacies x&=
1. FALC specles ®3=
2, FACU species X4=
3. UFPL spectes X5=
4, Cofumn Tolals: (A} B}
5,
8. Provalapce index BIA =
7.
0% = Tota! Cover Mydrophylic Vegetation indicators:
Rapkl Tast for Hydrophytic Vegetation
X Dominance Test is >50%
Pravalence Index s < 3.0'
Herb Siralum {(Plot size. &R ) Mompholagical Adaptalions’ {Provide supporting
1, Poa pratensis 100% ¥ FAC deta in Remarks or on separate sheet)
2. Daucus carola 20% N UPL Prablermalle Hydrophylic Vegelatlon® (Explain)
3. Selidago canadensis 20% N FACU
4. Symphyotrichum pilosum 5% N FACU
8, " indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
6. ba prasent, unless disturbed or probiematic,
7.
B.
9,
10.
1. i
12.
13.
14,
145% = Total Cover
Woody VVine Stratum (Plot size: J0°R)
1.
2.
3.
4, Hydrophytle
8§, Vegetation
0% = Total Cover Presont? Yes X No
Remarks: (Include photo numbers hera or on & separate sheet.) Plant community Is an upland dow - other 2 wetland par ters are abgarnt,
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SOIL Sampling Point: DP-1
Profile Description: {Describe to the depth needed to document the Indfcator or confirm the absence of indlcators,)
Depth Malrix Radox Fealures
{inchesg) Color {maist) % Color {moisty % Type' ﬁ Texture Remarks
0-14 10YR 42 100% slit toam
14-24 10¥R 4/3 60% T.5YR 5i6 40% G il si ¢l loam

"Type: G=Conceniration, D=0eplefion, RM=Reduced Malrix, GS=Cavered or Costed Sand Grains.

2 Logation: PL=Pore Linkng, M=Malrix

Hydrlc Soll indicators:

| Histosol (A4} Sandy Gleyed Malrix {S4)
| Histlc Epipedon {A2) Sandy Redox (5}

| Black Hisllc (A3} Slripped Malrix (56)

... Hydrogan Suilide {Ad) Loary Mucky Mineral (F1)
. Statiffiad Layers (A5) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
| 2cm Much (A10) Depleted Maldx (F3)

| Depleted Befow Dark Surface (A1} Redox Dark Suface (F6}
| Thick Dark Surface {A12) Deplefed Dark Sutface (F7)
. Sandy Mucky Minera! {(31) Redex Dapressions (F8)

indicators for Probismatle Hydrlc Soils™;
Coasl Pralde Redox (A18) (LRRK,L,R)
Dark Surface (S7) {LRR,K,L}
5 cm mucky peat or peat (53) {LRR,K,L)
Iron-Mang M (F52) {LRR,K,L,R}
Very Shallew Dark Surface (TF12)
Other (Explain 'n Remarks)

* Indicators of hydrophytic vegatalion and wetfand
hydrology must be prasent, unlass disturbed or

prablamalic.
Restrictive Layer {If cbserved):
Typa: none
Depih (inchaes):  nla Hydric Scil Present? Yes No X

Remarks: Hydrlc soil criterion is not met.

HYDROLOGY

Wettand Hydrology Indicators:
Primary ndigatora (minfmum of sag 19 requirad, check all ihat. epply)

Secondary Indicators (mintmum of iwo required)
Surface Soil Gracks {B6)

| Surface Water (A1) Watar-Slained Leaves (B9)

___ High Walar Table (A2} Aquatic Feuna {B13)

| Saturalion {Ad) True Aguailc Plants {B14)

. Water Marks (B1) Hydrogan Sulfide Odor (C1)

| Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizosphares on Living Roots (C3)
| .. Dritt Geposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

|___ Algal Mat or Crust (B4} Recent fron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
|___lron Deposils (B5) Thin Muck Surface (CT)

| nundation Visible on Aerial imagary (B7) Gauge or Well Data {D3)

___ Sparsely Vegataled Goncave Surface (BS) Other [Explain in Remarks)

Drainage Patterns (310)

{xy-Season Water Table (C2)

Grayfish Bumaws (C8)

Saturation Visiblg on Aerfal imagery {C8)
Siunled or Strassed Planis (D1)
Geomorphic Position (D2)

FAC-Neutral Taat (D5)

Flald Obzervations:
Surface Waler Present? Yes Ne X Bepih {inches):
Water Table Present? Yas No X DPeplh {(inches):

Saluration Prasent? Yas No X Depth (inches):
{inclides capillary fringe) n——

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes Ne X

Dascribe Recorded Dala {stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspecllons), if avallable: LS

{Figurs 6, Appendix 1), WETS Analysis and data (Appendix 2)

GS Topo Map {Figure 1, Appendix 1), 2-Foot Contour Map (Figure 2, Appendix

1), NRCS Soils Map (Figure 3, Appendix 1), 2000, 2005, 2010, & 2014 aerials (Figures AA-D, Appendix 1), WI. in Watland 1 tory (Flgure 5, Appendix 1), NOAA Precip Map

Remarks: No wetland hydrology Indicators are present.

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region - Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwast Region

Franklin /

Project/Site:  3-Acre Southbrook Church Properly Clty/County: Milwaukee Sampling Dale: April 17, 2016

ApplicantfQwner: Southbrook Church Stats: wi Sampling Point: DP-2
Investigater(s): Tina Myvers, PWS Seciion, Township, Rangs: NE 1/4 Sac 18, TSN, R21E
Landform (hilislope, terrace, ete.): plain Local rellef (concave, cenvex, none) nona-flat

Slope (%): 0% Lat Long: Datum:

WWI| Classification: none

{if ne, explain In Remarks)

Soil Map Unit Name: Ashkum silty clay foam (AsA}
Are climatic / hydrologles conditfons on the site fypleal for this lime of year?

Yos Na *X

Are Vegeatation N Soll _N__or Hydrology N significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” prasent? Yes_X  No
Ara Vegetation N Soll _N__ orHydrolegy N naturally problematic? ¢If needed, axplain any answars In Remarks)
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Aftach site map showing sampling point iocations, transects, important features, ete.
Hydrophyllc Vegatation Prasent? Yas X No i& the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Prasent? Yes Na X within a Welland? Yes No X
Waetland Hydrology Prasent? Yes Na ¥ if yes, optional welland site 1D; none - upland
Ramarks: *WETS Anaiysis for the months of Jan-March Indicates conditions are driar than normal range, howovor tha NOAA map for the 80-day precipitation analysis prior to the
date of the site visit Indicates conditions are normal. Thera has bean 3,48 inches of rain go far In Aprif which is slightly wet.
VEGETATION - Use scientific names for plants. Sampling Point: DP-2
Abgoluté % Dominant ndicator
Tree Stralum (Plot slze: W'R ) Cover Species Status Buminance Test Worksheet:
MNuraber of Comlnant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC. 3 Ay
2,
3 Total Number of Dosainant
4. Specles Across All Strata: 4 @
5,
8. Parcenl of Dominant Specles
7. That Ava OBL, FACW, or FAC! 5% {AIB}
0% = Total Cover
Prevalence Index Worksheet:
Tolal % Cover of: Mulliply by:
OBL species x1=
Sapling/Shiub Stratum (Pl size: 18R FACW specles xa=
1. Rhamnus cathartica 30% ¥ FAC FAC specles %3=
2, Lonlcera x bella 20% ¥ FACU FACU species xd=
3. Acer negundo 20% ¥ FAC UPL species x5=
4. Cornus alba 3% N FACW Calumn Totals: [ {B)
5. Prunus serofina 3% R FACU
<] Prevalence Jndex B/A=
7
78% = Total Gover Hydrophytlc Vegetatton indicators:
— Rapid Test for Hydrophylic Vegetatlon
X Darinance Test is >50%
- Prevalence Indexis 53.0'
Hark S{ralum (Plot size; &R )] . Morghalogleal Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
1. Poa pratensis 100% ¥ FAC data in Remarks or on separate sheet)
2. Daucws carota 20% N UPL — Problamalic Hydrephytic Vegetation' (Explain)
3.
4,
5, ¥ Indicaters of hydrie soil and wetland hydrology mst
6. he presenl, unless disturbed or problematic.
7
8.
9,
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
120% = Tetal Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot slze; 30'R}
1,
2.
3,
4 Hydrophytic
B Vegetation
% = Total Cover Present? Yos X No
Remarks: {Include photo numbers hare or on @ separale sheet) Plant community Js an upland meadow/scrub shrub - other 2 wetland parameters are absent,
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SOIL Sampling Point. DP.2
Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document tite indivator or confirm the absance of Indlcators.)
Depth Malrix Radox Features
H{inches) Colar (molst} % Color {moist % Twpe!  Loc® Remarks
0-14 10YR 3/1 160% sl el foam
14-24 2.5Y 413 80% 10YR 6/8 40% C M si ¢l loam
¥ Type: C=Concentration, D=Deplation, RM=Reducad Matrix, GS=Covared or Goated Sand Gralns. %) acation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix
Hydrlc Soil indicators; tadicators for Problematic Hydric Soils™:
Histosal (A1) Sandy Gleyed Malrix (S4) Coast Pralrle Redox (A16} (LRRK,L,R)
: Histic Eplpedon (A2) Sandy Redox (35) Cark Surface {57} (LRR,K,L}
| Black Histic (A3) Siripped Matrix {(36) 5 om mucky peat or peat (S3) (LRR,K,L}
___Hydrogen Sulfide (A4} Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1} Iron-Manganese Masses {F12) (LRR,K,L,R}
Stratifled Layars {AB} Logrny Gleyed Malrx (F2) Very Shallow Dark Surfaca (TF12)
:2 et Much {A10) Depleted Malrix (F3) Othar (Explain in Remarks)
| Daepleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Redox Dark Surfaca {F6)
| Thick Park Surface {(A12) Drepleted Dark Surface (F7}
|____ Sandy Mucky Mineral (51} Radaox Depresslons (F8)
? Indlcatars of hydrophytic vegetation apd watland
hydrclogy muat be present, unless disturbed or
problemalic,
Rastrictive Layer (If obsarved):
Type:  none
Deplh (inches): nfa Hydrlc Sofl Present? Yes No X

Remarks: Hydric solf eritarion is not met,

HYDROLOGY

Watland Hydrelogy Indlcators:
Primary Indicators {minimum of ene is required; check all that apply)

Recent fron Redustion in Tlled Soils (C6)
Thin Muck Surface (C7)

Gauge or Well Data (D9}

Other (Explain in Remarks}

Algal Mat or Crust (B4}

fron Deposils (B5)

frundafion Visible on Aerial imegery (B7)
| _ Sparaaly Vagelaled Cencave Surface (88}

| Surface Water (A1) Water-Stained Loavas {B9)

____High Waler Table (A2) Adqualle Fauna {813}

[ Saturation (A3) True Aqualle Plants (814)

L., Walar Marks (B1) Hygragen Sulfide Cdor (C1)

| Sediment Deposils (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Livirg Rools (C3)
| Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced iron {C4)

Secondary indicators {rintmurn of iwo required)
Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
Drainage Pattems (B10)
Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
Crayfish Burrows (G8)
Saluration Vistble on Aerlal lmagery (C9)
Siunted or Stressed Planls (D1}
Geomorphic Position (D2)
FAC-Neutral Tasl {D5)

Fleld Observations:

Surface Waler Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yas Mo X Depth (inchas):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Deplh {inches):

{includes caplfary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present?  Yes No

X

{Flgure &, Appendix 1}, WETS Analysis a#nd data (Appendix 2}

Describe [tecorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aeral photos, previous Inspections), If aveilable: USGS Topo Map (Flgure 1, Appendix 1), 2-Foot Cantour Map {Figure 2, Appendlix
1), NRCS Soils Map (Flgure 3, Appendix 1}, 2000, 2005, 2010, & 2014 aerials {Figures 4A-D, Appendix 1), Wisconsin Wetiand Inventory (Figure §, Appendix 1), NOAA Precip Map

" [T Ty—y

Remarks: No d hydrology rs are present.
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region
[l

Feankiin /
Prejeat/Site:  3-Acre Southbrook Ghurch Property Clty/County: Mliwaukes Sarnpling Date: April 17, 2015
AppiicantfOwner; Southbrook Church State: wi Sampfing Point; TP-3
Investigator(s); Tina Mvers, PWS Secllon, Townshlp, Range: NE 1/4 $ac 18, TSN, RME
Landéonm (hillslope, termace, ele.): plaln Local rellef (concave, convex, nore): none - flat
Slopa (%) 0% Lat: Long: e Datum:
Soll Map Unit Name: Ashkum silty clay loam (AsA) Wwi Classlfication: none
Are climafls / bydrolegic condttions on 1he site typical for this time of year? Yoz Ne *X {if no, explain In Remarks)
Are Vegetalion Y __ Sail  _N_ orHydrology *y _significanlly disturbed? Are "Mormmal Gircumstances” present? Yea_  No__ X
Ara Vegetation N S0il  _ N orHydrology N naturally preblemalic? (if needed, explain any answers in Remacks)
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS --- Aftach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydrophytic Vegstation Prasenl? Yes No X Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Solt Prasent? Yes X Ne wilhin & Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Prasent? Yes No X if yas, optlonal welland alte 1D none - upland

Remarks: *WETS Analysls for the months of Jan-March indicates conditions are drier than aiommal rangs, however the NOAA map for the 30-day precipitation analysis prier to tha
date of the site visit [ndicates conditions are norrial, There has been 3.48 inches of rain so far In April which Is slightly wet, **Vegetation disturbed - mowed grass ***Dralned

hydric soll
VEGETATION - Use scientlfic names for plants. Sampling Pelnt: be-3
ABgoltte % Dominant Indicator
Tree Stralum (Plot gsize: 3Q'R ) Covar Species Stafus Deminance Tast Worksheet:
Number of Cominant Species
1, That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 A)
2,
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Spacles Across All Strata: 2 {B)
5.
8. Percent of Dominant Speclas
7. That Ara CBL, FACW, or FAG: 50% (ATB)
0% = Totat Cover
Prevalenca Index Worksheet:
Tatal % Cover of, Multiply by:
OBL specles 9 x1= [t}
Sapling/Shrub Stratum {Plof size: 18R} FACW specias 0 x2= g
1, FAC spacies 75 x3= 228
2. FACU species 60 x4= 240
3 UPL species 1] XG= 1]
4, Column Tolals: 135 a8) 485 (B)
5.
6. Prevalencs Index B/A= 34
7.
0% = Total Gover Hydrophytic Vagetation Indicators:
Rapid Test for Hydrophylic Vegatation
— Daminancs Test is >50%
— Pravalence Index is £ 3.0
Herb Siraturn (Plot slze: &R ) s Morphaologleal Adaptalions‘ {Provide supporling
1. Poa pratensis 75% Y FAL dafa in Remarks or on separate sheel)
2. Trifollum repens 50% Y FACU I Prablemalic Hydrophytic Vegetallon' (Explain}
3. Taraxacum officinale 10% N FACL
4
8, ¥ Indicators of hydrc soit and wetland hydrolegy must
-3 be prasent, unless disturbed or problematic.
7
3.
9,
10.
11.
12,
13,
14,
135% = Total Gover
Woody Vine Siralum (Plot slze: 30'R)
1.
2.
3.
4, Hydrophytic
8, Vegetation
0% = Taolal Cover Present? Yas No X

Ramarks: {Includa phote numbers here or on a separate shast) Mowed grass adjacent to a rocently developed wetland and a new stormwater conveyance feature.
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SOIL Samgpling Poinf: BP-3

Profile Description: {Describe to the depth nesded to document the indlcator or conflymy the absence of indicators.)

Depilh Malrix Redox Fealures

(inches} Colar (moist % Coler {meist) % Tyoe'  Loot Texture Remarks
9-22 10YR 21 100% si ¢l loam
22-25 10YR 41 0% 10YR 5/8 10% Cc M silty clay

! Typa: C=Cancentralien. D=Deapletion. RM=Raduced Matrix, C8=Coverad or Coaled Sand Grains. *Lecation: PL=Pora Liring, M=Mairix

Hydrle Salt Indlcators: Indicatars for Problematic Hydrie Saits*:
Histesal (A1) Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4} Goast Prairie Redox (A6} (LRR,K,L,R)
Histic Epipedon (A2) Sandy Redox (SE5) Dark Swrface (37 {LRRK,L)

5 cm mucky pest or pest {(83) (LRR,K,L}
ron-Manganess Masses (F12} (LRR;K/.L,R)

Black Histic (A3}
Hydregen Sulfide (A4)

Stripped Matrix (56)
Leamy Mucky Minaral (F1)

]

[ TETTT]

Stratified Layers {A5) Loamy Glayed Malrix (F2) Vary Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
2 om Much (A10) Bepleted Matrix (F3) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dapleted Balaw Dark Surfaca (A11) Redox Dark Surface (F&}

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Dark Surface {F7)

Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Depressions {F6)

3ndicators of hydrophyiic vegetation and wetieng
hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or

probiamatic.,
Restrictive Layer (If observed):
Type: nong
Depth (inches): nia Hydric Seoil Present? Yes X No
Remarks: Meets a hydrle soll Indlcator but does not appear to support hydrophytic vegetation or wetland hydrology.
HYDROLOGY
Watland Hydvelogy Indicators: Sacondary Indicators {minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators {minimum of cne is required: check all thal apply} Surface $oil Cracks (B6)
Surface Water (A1) Watar-Stained |oaves {B9) Drainage Patlems {B10)
High Water Tabie (42) Aquatic Fauna {B13) Dry-Season Water Table (G2)
Saturation (AJ) True Aquatic Plants (814) Crayfish Burows {C8)
\Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Qdor (C1) Saluration \isible on Aerial Imagery (C9}
Sediment Daposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizcspharas on Living Rools (C3} Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Drift Deposiis (B3) Presence of Reduced lron (G4) Geomorphic Posilion (D2)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4} Recent iron Raducton in Tilled Soils (C8) FAC-Neutrai Tast (D8)
Iron Depasits (BS) Thin Muck Surface {(G7}
inlingation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Gauge or Well Data (D)
Sparsaly Vagetated Concave Surface (R8) CQther (Explain in Remarks)
Fleid Observatlons:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):
Waler Table Presenl? Yes X No Depth (inches): 24
Saluraficn Present? Yes X No Dapth (nches): i Wetiand Hydrology Present? Yas No X
{includes capillary fringa} N — e— —_—

Describe Recorded Data (siream gauge, monltoring well, aeriai photos, pravious Inspections), if avalleble; USGS Topo Map {Figure 1, Appendix 1}, 2-Foot Gontour Map (Figure 2, AppendIx
1), NRCS Soils Map (Flgure 3, Appondix 1), 2000, 2005, 2010, & 2014 aerials {Figures 4A-D, Appendix 1}, Wi inV d fnventory (Figure 5, Appendix 1), NOAA Precip Map
{Flgure 8, Appendix 1), WETS Analysis and data (Appendix 2)

Remarks: No wetland hydrology indicators observed. Prasence of water table Itkiey due to a wetter than average April and recent heavy rain svents,
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwast Region

Frankfin /
Project/Site:  3-Acre Southbrook Church Proparty Ciy/County: Milwaukee Sampling Date: Aprll 17, 2018
ApplicantfQwner: Southbrook Ghurch Slate: Wi Sampling Point; _DP—d.
Investigator(s): Tina Myvets, PWS ) Saclion, Township, Range: NE 1/4 Sec 18, T6N, R21E
Landform {hillslope, terrace, eie.): very slight depression Local rellef {concave, convex, noney. very slightly convex {almost flat)
Slope (%): 0% Lat: Long: Daturm:
Soll Map Unit Name: Ashkum slity clay loamn {AsA) Wwl Classification: none
Are climalic f hydrelogic cenditions on the site typlcal for this tima of year? Yes Na X (if no, explain in Remarks)
Are \agelatlon “¥ . Soll N orHydrology v __significantly disturbad? Are "Normal Circumstanses” present? Yes___ No__ X
Are Vegetallon V] Soll N __ orHydrology N__ naturally preblemalie? {if needed, expiain any answers in Rernarks)
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS --- Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No ts the Samplad Arag
Hydric Soil Pressnt? Yes X No wilhin a Welland? Yas X Ne
Watland Hydrology Present? Yas X No If yes, aplional wetland site 1D: e - apland

Remaris; “WETS Analysis for the monthe of Jan-March Indlcates conditions are drler than normal range, kowayvar the NOAA map for the 80-day precipitation analysis prior to the
date of the slte visit Indicates conditions are normal. There has bean 3.48 Inches of rain so far in April which is slightly wet. **Recent change i vegetation and hydrology that was

ol presant in 2012 during first phage of Southbrook projact.

VEGETATION - Use scientific nares for plants. Sampiing Point: BP-4
Absofule % Braminant Indicator
Tres Stratum (Plod size: 30R ) Cover Specles Status Dominance Test Workshaat:
Numbaer of Daminant Specles
1. That Are DAL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (")
2,
3. Total Number of Dominant
4, Specles Across All Sirata: 3 {B)
s,
6. Percent of Dominant Specles
7 That Are GBL, FAGW, or FAC: 100% (AMB)
0% = Tetat Cover
Prevalence index Worksheet:
Tolal % Cover of; Muitiply by
OBL spacies x1=
SapiigSatabs Sraturn (Pl diee: 18R FACW gpacles . x2=
1. FAC specles x4=
2. FACU species xd=
a. UPL specles x5=
4, Calumn Tatals: A {BY
5.
6. Prevalence Index BfA =
7.
% = Tatal Cover Hydrophytlc Vegetation indicators:
Rapid Tes! for Hydrophytic Vegetation
_X Daminance Test I3 >60%
- Prevalence Index ig S 3.0"
Barb Slratm (Flot size: ~ 8'R } e Morphelegical Adaplations’ (Provide supporing
1. Poa pratensis A6% ¥ FAGC data T Remarks or on separate sheet)
2. Typhs angustifolia A0% Y OBL Problematic Hydrephytic \."eagetallon1 (Explain}
3. Phalaris arundinacea 0% Y FACW
4,
5. ¥ Indicators of hydtie soff and walland hydrology must
8. be presenl, unless disturbed or problematic.
7
8.
9.
10.
11.
12,
13
14,
100% = Tolal Cover
Woady Vine Stalum (Plot slze: 30'R}
1.
2.
3
4. Hydrophytic
4. Vegetation
0% = Total Cover Present? Yes X No
Remarks: {Include photo numbers here or on a sepatate sheet} Wetland Is a newly devaloped fresh (wet) meadow / shallow marsh col ity.
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SOIL Sampling Point; DpP-4
Proftie Description; {Describe to the depth needed to dosument the indicator or confirm the absence of indlcators,)
Deplh Matrix Radox Fealures ) )
(inchas) Colar (moist} % Calor {mofsty % Tyea' Loc® Textura ) Remarks
8-20 10YR 211 100% si ¢l loam
20-24 10YR 5/1 75% 10¥R 6/8 25% [} N slity clay
¥ Tyne: CeCongenlration, D=Ceplation, RM=Raduced Matrix, CS=Covared or Ceated Sand Graing. ?Location: PL=Pore Linlng, M*Mairix
Hydric Soll indicatars: Indicators far Problematic Hydric Soils™:
| Hislosol (A1) Sandy Gleyed Malnix {S4) Goast Praire Redex (A16) (LRR,K,L,R)
[ Histic Eplpedon (A2) Sandy Redox (55) Dark Surface (57} {LRR,K,L)
|___ Black Histic (A3) Siripped Matrix (56) § em mucky peat or paat (S3) (LARR,K,L)
| Hydregen Sulfide (Ad) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR,K,L,R)
. Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Gleyad Matrix (F2) Very Shailaw Dark Surface (TF12)
e & €M Buch (A10) Depleted Matrix (F3) Cther (Explatn in Remarks)
| Depleled Balow Dak Swface (411} Redox Drark Surface (F8)
| X _Thick Dark Swface (A12) Depleted Dark Suriaca (F7)
|___ Sandy Mucky Mineral (31} Redox Depressions (F8)

? ndicators of hydrophylic vegetation and wefiand
hydrolegy must be presant, untess disturbed or

problematic.
Restrictive Layer {If ohserved):
Typa: none
Depth (inchesk: nfa Hydric Soll Present? Yes X No
Remarks: Hydric soll criterion has basn met,
HYDROLOGY :
Watiand Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indlcators (minirm of o requlred}
Primary Indicators (minlmum of one is required; chack all that apply) Surfate Scll Cracks (B6)
Surface Water (A1) Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Dralnage Pallerns (B10)
X _ High Waler Table (A2) Aqualic Fauna (B13) firy-Saason Water Table (G2}
X Saturation (A3) True Aqualic Plants {B14) Crayfish Burrows {C8)
Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) X Faluralion Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Creidized Rftzospheras on Living Rools (C3) Stunted or Stressed Plaats (01)
Drift Deposits (83) Prasance of Reduced Iron {C4) X Geomorphic Posllien {D2)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recant iron Reducilon In Tiled Soils {C6) X FAG-Meutral Tesi (D5)
Iren Deposits [B5} Thin Muck Surface (C7)
Inundalion Visible on Aerlal Imegery {B7) Gauge or Well Data (DY)
___ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (68) Other (Explain In Remarks)
Eleld Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
VWater Tabfe Present? Yes X No Depth {inches): 'y
Saturation Preseni? Yes X No Depth {nches): o Woetland Hydrology Present?  Yes No
{includes capliaty fringe}

Describe Recorded Data (slream gauge, monitoring well, aerial ghotos, previous inspacfions), if available: USGS Topo Map {Figure 1, Appendix 1), 2.Foot Gontour Map (Figure 2, Appendix
1), NRCS Soils Map (Figure 3, Appendix 1}, 2000, 2006, 2010, & 2014 aerlals {Figures 4A-D, Appendix 1), Wisconsin Wetland Inventary (Figure 5, Appendix 1), NOAA Precip Map
(Flgure 6, Appendix 1), WETS Analysis and data (Appendix 2)

Remarks: Saturatlon s most vigible on the 2014 aerlal indlcating recent changes to hydralogy. Note that the Imsnediately adjacent new stormwater conveyance ditch is aiso present
suggesting that the newly formed wetland [ a result of the ditch construction and possibly a tile breakege.

US Army Corps of Engineers Midwest Region - Version 2.0



Appendix 5:

NR 151 Wetland Susceptibility Table



Wettand Category for Stormwater Perm|tt|ng
P '_ : < ‘Highly - Moderately “Less .
i Wetland : Susceptlble. Susceptible Susceptlble

W-1 X

Less Susceptible: Dominated by 90% or greater invasive
species

Moderately Susceptible: Sedge meadows, fens, bogs,
forested wetlands, fresh wet meadows, shallow/deep
marshes, various swamps

Highly Susceptible: Trout streams, threatened and
endangered species, fish and wildlife refuges, calcareous
fens, wild and scenic rivers

* These designations apply to any project requiring NR 151
stormwater permitting and are based on wetland delineation field
work and the professional opinion of R.A. Smith Naticnal, Inc. Final
determination of wetland susceptibilty rests with the WDNR. Some
of the characteristics of a Highly Susceptible wetland may not be
apparent to RASN due to confidential data or data beyond the scope
of this delineation (i.e. rare species, high quality trout stream etc).
Navigable waterways may also be subject to NR 151 protective area
standards.
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INTRODUCTION

R.A. Smith National, Inc. (RASN) is pleased to provide this Wetland Delineation Report for an approximately 22-
acre property located at 11010 West St. Martin’s Road in the City of Franklin, Milwaukee County, Wisconsin
(Appendix 1, Figure 1). The property is owned by Southbrook Church whose contact is Mr. Ron Romeis.

The 22-acre property is located north in the NE %4 of Section 18, Township 5 North, Range 21 East (Appendix 1,
Figure 1). The property is bordered by West St. Martin’s Road to the south, residential properties to the east and
west, and St. Martin’s Park to the north which contains wetlands, woodlands, and manicured lawn areas.

The purpose of the wetland delineation was to identify the proximity and extent of wetlands within the property in
association with proposed phases for expansion of the church. Four (4) wetlands (wetlands “W-1 throungh W-4")
were identified on the property. The delineation is presented here in terms of qualifications, methodology, results,
and conclusions.

STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATIONS

RASN provides wetland and ecological services including wetland delincation, assessment, permitting, and
restoration. RASN ecologists offer a wide variety of technical experience in the natural resource field, and have
successfully completed projects throughout the Midwestern and Northeastern United States.

Ms. Heather Patti, PWS and Ecologist with RASN, earned a Masters Degree in Botany and a minor in Ecology
from North Carolina State University. Ms. Patti is experienced with a variety of aspects of ecological restoration,
including wetland, mixed hardwood, and prairie restoration. She provides over 15 years of experience in wetland
delineation, assessment, and mitigation. Ms. Patti attended the Basic & Advanced Wetland Delineation course
offered by UW-LaCrosse in 2005, became a WDNR Assured Wetland Delineator in 2009, and recently attended the
Hydric Soil Identification Course offered by UW-LaCrosse in 2011.

Ms. Tina Myers has over 13 vears of multidisciplinary ecological experience and is a PWS and Ecologist with
RASN, She is also recognized as a Certified Wetland Specialist (CWS) in Hllinois. Tina earned a Bachelor’s degree
in Conservation Biology from the University of Milwaukee in 1998 and has taken a multitude of ongoing
educational courses including the Corps Wetland Delineation Training which she took in 2006, She has performed
hundreds of wetlands delineations throughout Wisconsin and Iilinois and is also experienced in wetland restoration,
wetland and waterway permitting, wetland assessment, vegetation surveys including rare species surveys, wildlife
surveys, and environmental monitoring,

Deliver excellence, vision, and responsive service {o our clients,

16745 W, Bluemound Rd., Suite 200 » Brookfield, WI53005 = (262) 781-1000 » Fax (262) 781-8466
Appleton, W1 = Orange, CA » Pittsburgh, PA » rasmithnational.com
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METHODOLOGY

The wetland delineation consisted of a map review followed by a site visit to delineate the on-site wetlands. The
fieldwork documented the presence and absence of hydrophytic vegetation, wetland hydrology, and hydric soil
indicators outlined in the 7.8, Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) 1987 Wetland Delineation Manual, Technical
Report Y-87-1 (1987) and subsequent guidance documents (USACE 1991, 1992), Guidelines for Submitting
Wetland Delineations in Wisconsin to the St. Paul District Corps of Engineers (USACE 1996), the Basic Guide to
Wisconsin's Wetlands and Their Boundaries (Wisconsin Department of Administration Coastal Management
Program, 2003), and the Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: Midwest
Region (Version 2.0}, the guide for the USDA Natural Resources Conservation Services (NRCS) Field Indicators
of Hydric Soils (version 7.0) in the United States, and in general accordance with Wisconsin Department of
Natural Resources (WDNR) guidelines. Midwest Regional USACE supplement was recently adopted for the
purpose of bringing the existing 1987 Manual up to date for wetland delineations. This supplement is intended to
be used as an additional guidance to the [987 Manual, and is not its replacement.

Prior to conducting fieldwork, RASN reviewed several maps for the property, including the United States
Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute quadrangle topographic map (Appendix 1, Figure 1), the NRCS Soil Survey
Report for Milwaukee County (Appendix 1, Figure 3}, the United States Geological Service (USGS) historical aerial
photographs dated 2000, 2005 and 2010 (Appendix 1, Figures 4A-C), the Wisconsin Wetland Inventory Map
(Appendix |, Figure 5), the SEWRPC Environmental Corridor Map (Appendix 1, Figure 6) and NOAA’s Advanced
Hydrologic Prediction Service Map (Appendix 1, Figure 7).

Areas having wetland field indicators were evaluated in the field by RASN wetland scientists Ms. Heather Patti
and Ms. Tina Myers during site visits on July 23" and 24, 2012, According to guidance described in the 1987
Manual and Midwest Regional Supplement, areas that are under normal circumstances reflect a predominance of
hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils, and wetland hydrology are considered wetlands. RASN collected field data
at sixteen (16) sample points, using a transect and data point approach following the USACE Midwest
Supplement wetland determination forms (Appendix 3). A sharpshooter shovel was used to dig the soil pits, and
a soil probe was also used to refine the wetland boundary. Cursory soil probes were also taken in areas that
contained transitional hydrophytic vegetation. The delineated wetland areas were flagged and subsequently
surveyed by McClure Engineering, Inc. Pink wire flags with the words “Wetland Delineation” were used to stake
the wetland boundaries and data point locations. The wetland boundaries and data point locations are depicted on
the Wetland Boundary Exhibit in Appendix 1, Figure 2. Observations were made at representative sample points
along transects extending through upland and wetland areas. All wetlands and transects along wetland boundaries
were photo documented as shown in Appendix 3.

RESULTS

The USGS topographic map (Appendix 1, Figure 1) shows the location of the property. The topography within the
ranges in elevation between 792-806 feet above mean sea level where the lowest points are the wetlands W-1 and
W4 within the site. All four wetlands receive surface water runoff from the surrounding uplands and at least two
may be considered isolated. There are no navigable waterways on the property.

According to the NRCS Soil Survey Report of Milwaukee County, Wisconsin (Appendix 1, Figure 3}, mapped soils
consist of Ashkum silty clay loam, 0-3% slopes (AsA), Blount silt loam 1-3% slopes (B1A), Houghton muck 0-2%
slopes (HtA), and Morley silt loam, 2-6% slopes, eroded (MzdB2). Of these soil types, the NRCS hydric soil fist
classifies the Ashkuom silty clay loam as a poorly drained soil, the Houghton muck as a very poorly drained hydric
soil, and the Blount silt loam as a somewhat poorly drained partially hydric soil. The Morley silt loam, on the
other hand, is a well-drained non-hydric soil. All four wetlands identified on the site are located within hydric
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soif units.

RASN reviewed a series of recent aerial photographs from 2000, 2005, and 2010 {(Appendix 1, Figures 4A-C). The
2000 aerial shows the landscape prior to the construction of the church, its adjacent parking lot, and stormwater
pond. The 2005 aerial shows the landscape just a few years after the development occurred. And finally, the 2010
aerial shows the most current conditions of the property which have not changed significantly since 2005. As
shown on all of the aerials, the site consists of emergent wetlands, shrub carr wetlands, upland woodland, upland
meadow, and manicured lawn.

The Wisconsin Wetland Inventory Map (Appendix 1, Figure 5) depicts four wetlands within the property in the same
approximate locations as W-1 through W-4, Each of the mapped wetlands is depicted with an E2K symbol, which
stands for Emergent/ Wet meadow (E), narrow-leaved persistent {2), Wet Soil, Palustrine (K). In addition, the
stormwater pond, which was built in 2002, is labeled as WoHx meaning Open Water (W) subclass unknown (0},
standing water (H), excavated (x). The remaining areas that do not have a symbol are considered upland, even those
areas with mapped hydric soils. Additionally, the SEWRPC Environmental Corridor Map {Appendix 1, Figure 6)
depicts an Isolated Natural Resource Area (INRA) in the same location as W-4. The INRA extends off-site to the
north, including wooded wetlands and uplands located on the St. Martin’s Park proeprty.

Recent precipitation data are used to assess the current season’s hydrology. Precipitation data can help make
determinations as to whether or not the wetland hydrology criterion has been met at recorded data points. Rainfall
data recorded by the local WETS table and the National Weather Service’s Advanced Hydrologic Prediction
Service (AHPS) were used to evaluate the hydrology of the site prior to the visit (Appendix I, Figure 7).
According to the local WETS table (Milwaukee Mt Mary College W1 5474), average precipitation in the
Milwaukee area for the three months prior to the site visit (April through June) is 9.92 inches., Average rainfall
for the month of July is typically 3.46 inches. Prior to the site visit, only 1.94 inches was recorded during the
month of July according to the Weather Channel and approximately 0.06 inches was recorded on the day of the
site visit. According to the AHPS map (Appendix 1, Figure 7), the late spring — early summer precipitation in the
Milwaukee area fell approximately 4 to 6 inches below the normal range for this time of year. This suggests that
the surface or near-surface hydrology at the time of the July 2012 site visit was dry for this time of year.

Field Investigation

All areas on the above-mentioned maps as being wetland or having wetland characteristics were evaluated in the
field. A total of sixteen (16) data points were examined and four (4) wetlands totaling 4.97acres (155,478 square
feet) were delineated and surveyed by McClure Engineering (Appendix 1, Figure 2). Cursory soil probes and data
points in both upland and wetland areas were sampled in the field to determine the wetland boundaries. The data
sheets were compiled and are included in Appendix 3. The following is a description of the delineated wetlands,

Wetland 1 — Shrub Carr, Fresh (Wet) Meadow & Shaliow Marsh

Wetland 1 (W-1) consists of an approximately 3.35-acre depression dominated by reed canary grass (Phalaris
arundinaceq), sandbar willow (Salix interior), pussy willow (Salix discolor), red-osier dogwood (Cornus alba),
gray dogwood (Cornus racemosa), green ash (Fraxinus pennsylvanica), eastern cottonwood (Populus deltoides),
box elder (Acer negundo), and cattails (Typha spp.) (Appendix 1, Figure 2). The adjacent uplands mostly consist
of upland meadow dominated by Kentucky blue grass (Poa pratensis), Queen Anne’s lace (Daucus carotal,
Canada goldenrod (Selidage canadensis), and ox-eye daisy (Leucanthemum vulgare). Several remnant prairie
species were also noted including black-eyed Susan (Rudbeckia hirta), yellow coneflower (Ratibida pinnata),
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gayfeather (Liatris pychnostachya), bergamot (Monarda fistulosa), and stiff goldenrod (Solidage rigida).  The
uplands directly west of W-1 are predominantly mowed lawn.

Hydrology in W-1 is sustained by surfacewater runoff from the surrounding landscape. With the exception of the
shallow (cattail} marsh, most of W-1 is considered a problem area due to its seasonal hydrology and dark Mollisol
soils. In general, however, there was a discernible vegetative and topographic break between the upland and
wetland boundary. Physical on-site evidence of wetland hydrology included geomorphic position and a positive
FAC-Neutral test. Three wetland data points were taken within W-1 (Appendix 4). The data points were situated
on the north and west sides of W-1 where adjacent development is most likely to occur.

According to the NRCS Soil Survey of Milwaukee County, Ashkum silty clay loam {AsA) is the dominant
mapped soil type within W-1. This soil type is considered to be a poorly drained hydric soil whose water table
typically ranges from within 0 to 12 inches below the soil surface. During the site visit, RASN did not observe a
water table; however, the soils did fall within the range of characteristics for Ashkum silty clay loam having dark
mollic epipedons and depleted matrices with redox concentrations below the mollic horizon.

Wetland 2 — Shrub Carr

Wetland 2 (W-2) consists of an approximately 0.2-acre depression dominated primarily by sandbar willow, green
ash, eastern cottonwood, pussy willow, reed canary grass, stinging nettle (Urtica dicica), and fowl blue grass
(Poa palustris). (Appendix 1, Figure 2). The adjacent uplands included similar upland meadow species
associated with W-1.

Hydrology in W-2 is sustained by surface water runoff from the surrounding landscape. One wetland data point
was taken within W-2 {Appendix 4) along one transect due to its small size and plant community uniformity.
Like W-1, W-2 is considered a “problem area” due to its seasonal hydrology and dark Mollisol soils. Physical ou-
sile evidence of wetland hydrology included geomorphic position and a positive FAC-Neutral test.

According to the NRCS Soil Survey of Milwaukee County, Ashkum silty clay loam (AsA) is also the dominant
mapped soil type within W-2, Similar to W-1, RASN did not observe a water table in W-2; however, the soils
once again fell within the range of characteristics for Ashkum silty clay loam having dark mollic epipedons and
depleted matrices with redox concentrations below the mollic horizon.

Wetland 3 — Fresh {(wet) Meadow

Wetland 3 {W-3) is an approximately (.52-acre fresh (wet) meadow wetland depression dominated by reed canary
grass (Appendix 1, Figure 2). Quaking aspen (Populus tremuloides) was more prevalent just along the northern
edge of the W-2. The presence of tussock sedge (Carex stricta) in some pockets of W-2 suggests that this
wetland was historically sedge meadow prior to the presence of invasive reed canary grass. The adjacent uplands
included similar upland meadow species associated with W-1 and W-2 as well as manicured lawn.

Hydrology in W-3 is sustained by surface water from the surrounding landscape, Two wetland data points were
taken within W-2 (Appendix 4) along two transects due to its medium size and plant community uniformity. The
data points were situated on the south side of W-3 where adjacent development is most likely to occur. Like W-1
and W-2 is considered a “problem area” due to its seasonal hydrology and dark Mollisol soils. Physical on-site
evidence of wetland hydrology included geomorphic position and a positive FAC-Neutral test.
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According to the NRCS Soil Survey of Milwaukee County, Ashkum silty clay loam {AsA} is also the dominant
mapped sail type within W-3. Similar to W-1 and W-2, RASN did not observe a water table in W-3; however,
the soils once again fell within the range of characteristics for Ashkum silty clay loam having dark mollic
epipedons and depleted matrices with redox concentrations below the mollic horizon.

Wetland 4 — Fresh (wef) Meadow

Wetland 4 (W-4) is an approximately 0.9-acre fresh (wet) meadow depressional wetland dominated by reed
canary grass (Appendix 1, Figure 2). There is also a small pocket containing dominant cattails (Typha spp.) This
wetland extends off-site into St. Martin’s Park to the north where it becomes a wooded swamp dominated by
silver maple (Acer saccharinum). The adjacent uplands are partially mowed lawn and scrub shrub directly west
of W-4 and black walnut grove {Juglans nigra) south of W-4.

Hydrology in W-4 is sustained by surface water from the surrounding landscape. Two wetland data points were
taken within W-4 (Appendix 4) along two transects due to its medium size and plant community uniformity. The
data points were situated on the south and west sides of W-4 where adjacent development is most likely to occur.
Like all of the wetlands within the property, W-4 is considered a “problem area” due to its seasonal hydrology
and dark Moliisol soils. Physical on-site evidence of wetland hydrology included geomorphic position, oxidized
roots, and a positive FAC-Neutral test.

According to the NRCS Soil Survey of Milwaukee County, Houghton muck (HtA)} is the dominant mapped soil
type within W-4. Houghton muck is considered a very poorly drained hydric soil. Similar to the other wetlands
within the proeprty, RASN did not observe a water table in W-4; however, the soils were similar to those
identified in the other three wetlands having dark mollic epipedons and depleted matrices with redox
concentrations below the mollic horizon.

CONCLUSION

Based on the wetland assessment completed by RASN, four (4) wetland areas were identified on the property. A
total of 4.97acres (155,478 square feet) of wetlands were delineated and surveyed by McClure Engineering.

This report is limited to the delineation of state and/or federally regulated wetlands on the property. However,
there may be other regulated environmental features within the property (e.g., historical, archaecological,
threatened or endangered species). Federal, state and/or local units of government may have regulatory authority
to restrict land use within or close in proximily to other environmental features. For example, Wisconsin Adm.
Code NR 151.12 requires buffers or a “protective area” from the top of the channel of streams, rivers and lakes, or
at the delineated boundary of wetlands. The jurisdictional decision on the width of wetland buffers rests with the
WDNR. The local unit(s) of government may also have protective area buffers from wetlands than that imposed
under NR 151.

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has regulatory authority over waters of the U.S. including adjacent wetlands,
and the WDNR has regulatory authority over wetlands, navigable waters, and adjacent lands under Ch, 30
Wisconsin State Statues, Act 6, and NR 103 Wisconsin Administrative Code. Local jurisdictions may also have
regulations through zoning ordinances. Our client, Southbrook Church, respectfully requests verification of the
delineated wetlands by the USACE.
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Figure 1
Topographic/Site Location Map
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NRCS Web Soil Survey Map
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Figure 4B
2005 Aerial Photo Map
Southbrook Church
City of Franklin
Milwaukee County, Wi

Data Source:
Southeastern Wisconsin
Regional Planning Commission
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Figure 4C
2010 Aerial Photo Map
Southbrook Church
City of Franklin
Milwaukee County, Wi

Data Source:
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Figure 6
Environmental Corridor Map
Southbrook Church
City of Franklin
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Appendix 2:

Site Photographs



Scuthbrook Church Wetland Delineation

City of Franklin, Milwaukee County, WI Photos 1 - 2

Page 1 of 9

Photograph 1 (7/24/2012): South facing view of T-1 towards W-1.

Photograph 2 (7/24/2012): East facing view of Transect 2 near northwestern portion of W-1,



Southbreok Church Wetland Delineation

City of Franklin, Milwaukee County, WI Photos 3 - 4

Page 2 of 9

Photograph 4 (7/24/2012): North facing view of the western boundary of W-1,




Southbrook Church Wetland Delineation

City of Franklin, Milwaukee County, W1 Photos 5 - 6

Page 3 of 9

Photograph 5 (7/24/2012): Interior view of the northeastern portion of W-1,

Phetograph 6 (7/24/2012): Facing northwest along W-1 boundary from T-1. Shrub carr wetland
is left of the flag and upland “old-field” is to the right.



Southbrook Church Wetland Delineation Photos 7 - 8

City of Franklin, Milwaukee County, WI Page 4 of 9

Photograph 7 (7/24/2012): Northeast view of interior of W-1 from the southeast portion of W-1.
Note the shallow marsh community in the background.

Photograph 8 (7/24/2012): Upland peninsula within W-1. Shrub carr wetland is in the back-
ground and upland prairie remnant is in the foreground,



Southbrook Church Wetland Delineation

City of Franklin, Milwaukee County, W1 Photos 9 - 10

Page 5 of 9

Photograph 9 (7/24/2012): South facing view of the stormwater pond that was built in 2602
during the construction of the church. The stormwater pond is exempt from NR103 regulation.

Photograph 10 (7/24/2012): South facing view of a typical upland plant community within the
site. Uplands are dominated by cool season grasses and Queen Anne’s lace. W-1 is in the back-
ground,



Southbrook Church Wetland Delineation

City of Franklin, Milwaukee County, WI Photos 11 - 12

Page 6 of 9

Photograph 9 (7/24/2012): East facing view of Transect 4 within W-2,

Photograph 10 (7/24/2012): Interior view of W-2, a shrub carr.



Southbrook Church Wetland Delineation Photos 13 - 14
City of Franklin, Milwaukee County, WI Page 7 of 9

Photograph 10 (7/24/2012): East facing view of Transect 6 along the W-3 boundary.



Southbrook Church Wetland Delineation

City of Franklin, Milwaukee County, WI Photos 15 - 16

Page 8 of 9

Photograph 9 {7/24/2012): Overview of W-3, facing east.

Photograph 10 (7/24/2012): South facing view of Transect 7 along W-4’s boundary.




Southbrook Church Wetland Delineation
City of Franklin, Milwaukee County, WI Photos 17 - 18
ol ’ ok Page 9 of 9

Photograph 9 (7/24/2012): Northeast facing view of Transect 8 along W-4’s boundary.

Photograph 10 (7/24/2012): Southwest facing view along the W-4 boundary.



Appendix 3:

Wetland Determination Data Forms —
Midwest Region



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

Project’Site:  Southbrook Chutch City/County: Franidin, Milwaukee Sampling Date: July 24, 2012
Applicant/Owner: Southbrook Church State: Wi Sampling Point: T-1 DP-1{upl)
Investigator(s): Heather Patti & Tlha Myers Section, Township, Range: NE 1/4 Sec 18, TSN, R21E
Landform {hilislepe, terrace, etc.): hitlslope Local reliet (concave, convex, nonej: convex
Slope {%): 2.3% Lat; See Figure 2 Long: See Figure 2 Datum: See Figure 2
Soil Map Unit Name: Morley silt loam {MzdB2), 2-6% slopes, eroded WWI Classification: nane
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? No X (if no, explain In Remarks)
Are Vegetation No Sait Mo or Hydralogy No _significantly disturbed? Are "Mormal Circumstances” present? Yes X No
Are Vegelation No Soit No _or Hydrology No  naiurally problematic? {if needed, explain any answers in Remnarks}
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling peint locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydrophytic Vegetalion Present? Yes Ne X Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes Mo X within a Wetland? Yes No X
Woelland Hydrology Present? Yes No X If yes, opticnal wetland site ID:
Remarks: Climatic conditions are very dry for this time of year -4-6 inches below average precipitation at date of site visit.
VEGETATION - Use scientitic names for plants. Sampling Point: T-1 DP-1(upl}
Absolute % Bominant Indlcator : .
Tree Stratum {Plot size: n/a ) Covar Species Slatug Dominance Test Workshest:
Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, cr FAC: 1 {A)
2.
3. Tatal Number of Dominant
4. Species Across Afl Strala: 2 (B}
5.
6. Pergent of Dominant Species
7. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50% {A/B)
0 = Totat Covar
Prevalence Index Workshest:
Total % Cover of: Multlely by:
OBL species ¢ x1= 0
Sapiing/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ISR} FACW species 10 X2 = 20
1. Malus pumila 30 ¥ UPL FAC spacies 85 x3= 2565
2. Rhamnus cathartica 5 N FAC FACYU species 92 X4 = 368
3. Cornus alba 5 N FACW UPL species 75 x5= 375
4. Column Totals: 262 A} 18 (8)
5.
8. Prevalence Index B/A = 3.8
7.
40 = Total Cover Hydroghytic Vegetation Indicators:
Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetatien
Dominance Test is »50%
Prevalence Index is < 3.0"
Herb Stratum {Plot size: 'R ) Merpholegical Adaplations’ {Provide supparting
1. Poa pralensis a0 Y FAC data in Remarks or on separate sheet}
2. Solidago canadensis 30 N FACU Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain}
3. Metilotus officinalls 30 N FACU
4, Rudbeckia hirla 30 N FACU
B. Solidago rigida 25 N UPL " Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
6. Paucus carola 0 N UPL be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
7. Fraxinus pennsylvanica S N FACW
8. Taraxacum officinale 2 N FACU
9.
10,
1.
iz
13.
14,
222 = Total Cover
Woody Yine Stratum (Plot size: n/a )
1.
2.
3. Hydrophytic
4. Vegetation
4] = Total Cover Present? Yas No X

Remarks: (include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.}

and wetland hydraloy.

The plant community is an upland meadow with some prairie remnant species. The prevalence index is above 3.0 and area lacks hydric soil

US Army Corps of Engineers

T-1 DP-1

Midwest Region - Version 2.0



Sampfing Polnt:

SOIL T-1 DP-1{upl

Profile Description: {Describe to the depih needed to document the indicator or conflrm the absence of indicators.)

[EEETTTLEER

' Type: C=Cencentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reducad Malrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

NRERRRRRREY

Depth Matrix Redox Fealures
{inches}) Color (meist) _ % _ GColor fmoist) % Type' Loc® Texture Remarks
0-7 10YR 3/3 oo - siity clay loa
7-12 10YR 4/2 & 7.5YR 44 10 C silly clayloat
10YR 3/3
12-20 10YR 4/4 10YR 5/6 10 c silty clay

# Location: PL=Pare Lining, M=Matrix

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12}
Sandy Mucky Mineral {51}

Redox Dari Surface {F&}
Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
Redox Depressiens (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Solls®:

| Histosol {At) Sandy Gleyed Mafrix (34} Coast Prairte Redex (A16) {(LRR,K,L,R)
| Histic Epipadon (A2) Sandy Redox (S5) Bark Surface (S7} (LRR,K,L)
| Black Histic (AJ) Stripped Matrix (58) 5 cm mucky peat or peat (S3) (LRR,K,L)
| Hydrogen Sulfide (Ad) Loamy Mucky Mineral {(F1} Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR,K,L,R)
| Stratified Layers (AS) Leamy Gleyad Matrix (F2) Very Shallow Dark Surface {TF12)

2 cm Much {A10) Depleted Matrix (F3) Other {Explain In Remarks)

* Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or
preblamatic.

Restrictive Layer (it observad):
Type: none

Depth {inches): n/a

Hydric Soit Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

The hydrlc soil criterion is ot met at this data point.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indloators (minfmum of one is required; check all that apply)

Surface Water {Al)

Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

Iren Deposits (B5)

Inundation Visitle on Aerial Imagery (87)
Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)

I THTTTTTL

Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

Recent [ron Reduction in Tilied Solls {C6}
Thin Muck Surface (C7)

(Gauge or Weill Data (D9}

Othar (Expialn in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators {minlmum of two requirad)
Surface Solf Cracks (B6)

Drainage Patterns (810}

High Water Table (A2) Aguatic Fauna (813} Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Saluration (A3} Trus Aquatic Planis (B14) Crayfish Burrows (C8)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Cdor (C1} Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery {C9}
Sedment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Stunted or Stressed Plants {D1)

Drift Deposits {B3) Presence of Reduced Iron {C4) Geomorphic Position (B2}

FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Fieid Observations:

{includes capiliary fringe}

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (fnches):
Waler Table Present? Yes Ne X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No_ X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Prasent?  Yes No

Descrlbe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitaring well, aerial photos, previous inspections}, if available:
WWI Map, NRCS Solls Map, aerials, AHPS Preclpitation data, Milwaukee County WETS tabfe

Remarks:

No wetland hydrology Indicators present at this data point.

US Army Corps of Engineers

T-1 DP-1

Midwest Region - Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

Project/Site:  Southbraok Church City/County: Franklin, Milwaukee Sampling Date: July 24, 2012
ApplicantOwner: Southbrook Church State: Wi Sampling Point: T-1 DP-2 (wid)
Investigator(s): Heather Patti & Tina Myers Seclion, Township, Range: NE 1/4 Sec 18, TSN, R21E

Landform {hilislope, terrace, etc.}: depresslon Local rellef {concave, convex, none): concave

Slope (%): 0% Lat:  See Figure 2 Long: See Figure 2 Datum: See Figure 2

Soli Map Unit Name: Ashkum silty clay loam (AsA}, 0-3% slopes WWI Classification: E2K

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No X {if no, explain in Remarks})

Are Vegetation No Sof  _ MNo  or Hydrology No__ significantiy disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ X No
Are Yegetation No S0 _™Yes of Hydrology “*Yes naturally preblematic? (if neaded, explain any answers in Remarks)

SUMMARY OF EINDINGS --- 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? Yas X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No If yes, optional wetland site ID: W1

Remarks: *4-6 inches below average precipitation - drought conditions
*Problem soil - Mollisol ** This is a depresslonal wettand with seasonal hydrology

VEGETATION - Use scientific names for planis. Sampling Paint: T-1 DP-2 (wtd)
Absolute % Dorninarit Indicatar
Tres Stratum (Plot size:  30'R } Caver Species Status Dominance Test Worksheal:
Number of Dominant Species
1. Sallx nigra 20 Y 0OBL That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (A)
2. Popuius fremuloides 2 N FAC
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Actess All Strata: 4 (B}
5.
8. Percent of Dominant Species
7. That Are OBL, FACW, ar FAC: 75% {A/B)
22 = Total Cover
Prevalence Index Workshest:
Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
OBL specles xi=
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15K} FACW species X2 =
1. Salix discolor 80 Y FACW FAC specdies X3=
2. Cornus alba 20 N FACW FACU specles x4 =
3. Cornus racemnosa 10 \] FAC UPL species x5=
4. Populus tremuioides 10 N FAC GColumn Tetats: {A) {B)
5
8 Prevalence Index B/A =
7
120 = Tolal Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
X Dominance Tast Is »80%
- Prevalence Indexis < 3.0'
Herb Siratum (Plot size:  §R ) Morghelogical Adaplations’ (Provide supporting
1. Poa pratensis 20 Y FAC data in Remarks or on separate sheet)
2. Solidago canadensis 20 Y FACU Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
3. Geuwm canadense 15 N FAC
4. Fragaria virginiana 10 N FACU
5. Euthamia graminifoiia 5 N FACW " Indicators of hydric soi and welland hydrology must
6. Solidage gigantea 5 N FACW be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
7. Qenthera blennis 5 N FACU
8.
9.
10.
11,
12.
13.
14.
80 = Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Flot size: _nfa )
1
2,
3. Hydrophytic
4 Vegetalion
0 = Tolal Cover Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Inciude photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
The hydrophytic vegetation ctiterion is met. The plant community is shrub-carr.

LIS Army Corps of Engineers T-1 DP-2 Midwest Region - Version 2.0




SOIL

Sampiing Point:

T-1 DP-2 (wid)

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

ETEEEEE T

' Type: C=Cencentration, D=Depletion. RM=Reduced Malrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Gralns.

FEEET TR

Remarks

Depth Malrix Redex Features
{inches) Color {moist} _ % _ Color {moist) % Type' Log® Toxiure
0-4 10YR 3/1 100 - siity clay loa
4-14 10YR 3/1 10YR 5/8 5 [ silty clay loai
1420 10YR 5/2 10YR 5/8 14 C silty clay

* Logatlon: PL=Pors Lining, M=Malrix

Hydric Seil Indicators:

| Histosol (A1)

| Histic Epipedon {A2)

| Black Hislic (A3}

| Hydrogen Sulfice (Ad)

| Slratified Layers (A5}

2 cm Much (A10)

Depleted Below Dark Surface (At1)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)

Sandy Mucky Mineral (51)

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (84}

Sandy Redox (S5)

Stripped Matrix {S6)

Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)

Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
Depleted Matrlx (F3)

X Redox Dark Surface (F&)

Cepleted Dark Surface (F7)
Redox Deprassions (F8}

1]

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
Coast Prairie Redox {A16) {L.RR,K,L.,R}
Dark Surface (57) (LRR,K,L)
5 cm mucky peat or peat (S3) (LRR,K,L)
Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR,K,L,R)
Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
Other {Expiain in Remarks)

*Indicators of hydrophylic vegetation and wetiand
hydrofogy must be present, unless disturbed or
prablematic.

Restrictive Layer (If observed):
Type: none

Depth (inches):  nfa

Hydric Soll Present? Yes X No

Remarks: The hydtic soil criterion |s met,

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology indicators:

Primary Indicators [minimum of one is required; check all thaf apply)

Surface Water (At}

High Water Table (A2)

Saturation (A3}

Water Marks (B1)

Sediment Depaosits {B2)

| Drift Deposits {B3)

| Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

| lron Deposits {B5)

| ___Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)
| Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (88}

Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
Aquatic Fauna (B13}
o True Aquatic Plarts (B14}
Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1}
Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
Presence of Reduced iron {G4)
Recent lron Reduction in Tilled Sokis (C8)

Thin Muek Surface [C7}

Gauge or Well Data (D9}
Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicaters {minimum of two required)
Surface Scit Cracks (B6)
Drainage Patterns (B10)
Dry-Seascn Water Table (C2)
Crayfish Burrows {C8)
Saturation Vlsible on Aerlal Imagery (C9)
__ Siunted or Stressed Planis (D1)
A Geomorphic Position {D2)
X FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Fleld Observations:

Surface Watar Prasent? Yes
Water Table Present? Yes
Saturation Present? Yes

{includes capillary fringe)

Ne X Depth {inches):
Ne X Depth {inches):
No X Depth {inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X

Nao

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, manitoring well, aerial photos, previcus inspections}, if avaltable:
WWI Map, NRCS Soils Map, aerials, AHPS Precipitation data, Milwaukee County WETS table

Hemarks:

Seasonal wetland hydrology is present, but secondary indicators were observed.

S Army Corps of Engineers

T-1 DP-2

Midwest Regicn - Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

Project/Site:  Southbrook Church City/County: Franklin, Milwaukee Sampling Bate: July 24, 2012
Applicant/Cwrner: Sauthbrook Church State: Wi Samypling Point: T-2 DP-3{upd}
Invastigator{s): Heather Patti & Tina Myers Seclion, Township, Range: NE 1/4 Sec 18, TSN, R21E

Landform (hilislope, terrace, eto.}: hltlslope Local relief {concave, convex, none): convex

Slope (%): 2-3% Lat:  See Figure 2 Long: See Flgure2 Datum; See Figure 2

Soil Map Unit Name: Ashkum silty clay loarm {AsA), 0-3% slopes WWI Classification: none

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the sita typical for this time of year? Yes No X {if no, explain In Remarks)

Are Vegetation Na Solt No  or Hydrology No _significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ X No
Are Vegetation No Soff **Yes or Hydrology No  naturally problematic? (i needed, explain any answers in Remarks)

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No X Is the Sampled Arsa
Hydric Scil Prasem? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X I yes, optional watland site 1D:
Remarks: *4-8 inches below average precipitation - drought conditions
“The soil is a mollisol containing a dark surface horizon, but vegetation and landscape position are indicative of uplands.
VEGETATION - Use scientific names for plants. Sampling Point: T-2 DP-Hupl)
Absolute % Dominant Indicator .
Tree Skratum (Plot size! n/a } Cover Species Status Dominance Test Worksheat:
Number of Dominant Species

1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)

2.

3. Total Number of Dominant

4. Species Across All Strata: 2 (8}

5.

8. Percent of Deminant Species :

7. That Are OBL, FACW, ar FAC: 50% (A/B) ;

0 = Tatal Cover

Prevalence Index Worksheet:

Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

OBL species )] x1= 1] !

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15'R} FACW species 20 x2= 40 |

1. Malus pumila 5 Y UPL FAC species 95 x3= 285

2. FACU species 20 x4d= 80

3. UPL species 35 X5= 175

4. Caolumn Totais: 170 {A) 580 (B}

5.

6. Prevalence Index B/A = 3.4

7.

5 = Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetatfon Indicators:
Rapid Test for Hydrophytle Vegstation
Dominance Test is >50%
— Prevalence Index is < 3.0'
Hert Stratum {Plot siza: ~ 5'R ) Morgphelogical Adaptations’ (Provide supporting

1. Poa pratensis 95 Y FAC data in Remarks or on separate shest)

2. Daucus carota 30 N UPL Problematic Hydrophytic Vagetation' (Explain}

3. Solidago canadensis 15 N FACU

4. Phalaris arundinacea 10 N FACW

5. Euthamia graminifolia 8 N FACW ! Indicators of hydric scoll and wetland hydrology must )

6. Ambrosia artemisiifolia 5 N FACU be present, unless disturbed or problematic. i

7. _Vitis riparia 2 N FACW |

8.

9. |
10, |
1. |
12 ;
13. N
14, o

164 = Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: n/a )

1.

2.

a Hydrophytic

4. Vegetation

0 = Total Cover Present? Yes No X
Remarks: {Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
The hydrophytic vegetation criterfon is not met. The prevalence index is above 3.0, Hydric soil present but not welland hydrology.

US Army Corps of Engineers T-2DP-3 Midwest Region - Version 2.0



SoiL Sampling Point: T-2 DP-3(upl)

Proflle Description: (Describe 1o the depth needed to documant the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Cepth Matrix Redox Fealures
{Inches) Color (molst) % Calor (maist) % Type' Loc” Texture Remarks
0-6 106YR 21 100 - silty clay loat
6-17 10YR 2/1 90 10YR 5/8 5 C M silty clay
10YR 3/4 5 [ M
17-21 106YR 5/2 95 10YR 5/8 5 C M silty clay
' Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reducad Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. ? Lacation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Maltrix
Hydrlc Soit Indicators: indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils™
Histosol (AT} Sandy Gleyed Malrix (S4} Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR,K,L,R)

Histic Epipedon (A2}
Biack Histic (A3}

Sandy Redox (55) Dark Surface {87} (LRR,IK,L)
Stripped Matrix (S6) 5 cm mucky peat or peat (33} (LRR,K,L}

| Hydrogen Sullide (Ad) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) {LRR,K,L,R)
| Stratified Layers (AS) Loamy Gleyed Matix (F2) Very Shallow Dark Surface {TF12)

| 2ocm Much (A10} Depleted Matrix (F3) Cther (Explain in Remarks}

| Depleted Befow Bark Surface (A1) X Redox Dark Surface (F6)

| Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Dark Surface (F7)

| Sandy Mucky Mineral (51) Redox Depressions (F8)

# Indicaters of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or

problemalic,
Restrictive Layer (it observed):
Type: none
Depth {inches):  n/a Hydric Soll Present? Yes X Mo
Remartks: The hydric soil criteria is met, although vegetation and hydrology indicative of uplands.
HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators {minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators {minfmum of one is required; check ali that apply) Surface Soil Cracks (B6}
Surface Water (A1) Water-Stained Leaves (B%) Drainage Patterns (B10}
High Water Table (A2} Aguatic Fauna (813) Dry-Season Waier Table (C2)
Saturation (A3) True Aquatic Plants (B14} Crayfish Burrows {C8)
Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
Sediment Dapasits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots {C3} Stunied or Stressed Plants (D1}
Drift Deposits {B3) Presence of Reduced lron {C4) Geomorphic Pasitien (D2}
Algat Mat or Crust {B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) FAC-Nautral Test (D5)
Iron Deposits (BS}) Thin Muck Surface (C7)
Inundation Vistble on Aerlal imagery (B7) Gauge or Well Data (D9}
Sparsely Vegetated Cencave Surface (BS) Other (Explaln in Remarks)
Fieid Observations:
Surtace Water Present? Yes No_ X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes Ne_ X Depth {inches):
Saluration Prasent? Yes No X Bepth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present?  Yes No X
{ncludes capiliary fringe; - -
Descrlbe Recorded Data {stream gauge, manitoring weil, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
WWI Map, NRCS Solls Map, aerials, AHPS Preclpltation data, Milwaukee County WETS tabie
Remarks: No wetland hydrology Indicators present. There Is a subtle topo break between the upfand and wetland boundary.

US Army Corps of Engineers T-2 DP-3 Midwest Ragion - Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

Project/Stte:  Southibrook Church City/County: Franklin, Milwaukee Sampling Date: July 24, 2012
Applieant/Owner: Southbrook Church Slate: Wi Sampling Point: T-2 DP-4 (wtd)
Investigator(s}: Heather Patll & Tiha Myers Section, Township, Range: NE 1/4 Sec 18, TSN, R21E

tandform (hilisfope, terrace, etc.): depression Locat rellef (concave, convex, none): concave

Slope {%): 0% Lat:  See Figure 2 Long: See Figure 2 Datumn: See Flgure 2

Soil Map Unit Name: Ashkum silty clay loam (AsA), 0-3% sloges WWI Classification: E2K

Are climatic / hydrologle conditions on the sile typical for this time of year? Yes No ‘X {if no, explain in Remarks)

Are Vegetation No Soil __No_ or Hydrology No _ significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances® present? Yes X Ne
Are Vegetation No Soil  _*Yes or Hydrology *Yes_nalurally problematic? {if needed, explain any answers in Remarks)

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

Hydrophytic Vegatation Present? Yes__ X No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric: Scil Present? Yes__ X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrclogy Present? Yes X No If yes, oplional wetland site 1D: W-1
Remarks: *4-6 inches below average precipitation - drought conditions
**Probiem sail - Molflsol ** This Is a degressional wetland with seasonal hydrology
VEGETATION - Use scientific names for plants. Sampling Point: 7-2 DP-4 (wid)
Absolute % [Jominant Indlcator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: _n/a ) Cover Species Stalus Dominance Test Workshest:
Mumber of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A}
2.
3 Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Sirata: 1 {B)
5.
8. Percent of Dominant Species
7. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100% (A/B)
0 =Total Cover
Pravalence Index Workshest:
Total % Cover of: Mulliply by:
OBL species 10 x1= 19
Sapling/Shrub Stratum ({Plot size: Nay FACW species 53 X2= 118
1. . FAC species 85 x3= 285
2, FACU species [¢] x4= 0
3. UPL species 0 xB= 0
4, Column Totals: 164 (A} 413 (B}
5.
8. Pravaience Index B/A = 2.5
7.
0 = Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicatars:
Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
X Dominance Test is »50%
X Frevalence Index is < 3.0'
Herb Stratum (Plot size:  5'R ) Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
1. Poa pratensis 95 Y FAC data In Remarks or on separate sheet}
2. Phatarls arundinacea 25 N FACW Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
3. Sofidago glyantea 20 N FACW
4. Eutharnia graminifolia 10 N FACW
5. Persicaria amphibia 10 N oBL * Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
6. Juncus dudleyi 2 N FACW be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
7. Agrostis gigantea 2 ] FACW
8.
9.
10.
11,
12.
13.
14.
164 = Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratumn {Plot size: nfa )
1
2
3. Hydrophytic
4 Vegetation
0 = Total Cover Present? Yes X No
Remarks: (nclude photo numbers here ot on a separate sheet.)
The hydrophylic vegetation criterion is met. Thisis a fresh (wel) meadow community dominated by Kentucky blue grass.
Prevalence Index was completed to confirm wetland vegetation since KGB also commoniy seen in Uplands.

US Army Corps of Engineers T-2 DP-4 Midwest Region - Versicn 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point:

T-2 DP-4 {wid)

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

RRRRERREY

" "Iype: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, $5=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

Depth Matrix Redox Features
{inches} Color {molst) _%__Color {moist) % Type'  Loc® Jaxure Remarks
0-4 10YR 311 80 10YR 5/6 10 [+ M silty clay toal
4-12 10YR 21 100 - silty clay loal
12-20 10YR 51 10YR 5/8 20 C silty clay

NERRRERRRS

? Locatton: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix

Hydtlc Soil Indicators:

Histosol (A1}

Histic Epipedon {A2)

Black Histic (A3}

Hydrogen Sulfide (Ad}

Strat'fied tayers (A5}

2 cm Much (A10)

Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)

Sandy Mucky Mineral (31)

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
Sandy Redex {35}
Stripped Malrix (38)
Loamy Mucky Mineral {F1}
Loamy Gleyed Matix (F2)
Deplatec Matrix (F3}

X Redox Dark Surface (F8)
Depiated Dark Surface (F7)
Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problemalic Hydric Soils™

Coast Prairie Redox (A16} (LRR,K,L,R)
Dark Surface (57} (LRR,K,L)

5 cm mucky peat or peat {(S3) (LRR,K,L)
ron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR,K,L,R)
Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)

Other (Explain in Remarks}

|

? [ndicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
hydrology must be present, unless disturbed ar

problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if cbserved):
Type: none
Depth (inches): nia Hydric Soll Present? Yes X No

Remariks: The hydrlc soil criterion is met.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrelogy indicators:

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

| Surfage Waler (AT)

. High Water Table {A2)

| Saturalion (A3)

| Water Marks (B1)

| Sediment Deposlts (B2)

| . Diift Deposits {B3}

| Algal Mator Crust (B4)

| Iron Deposils {B5)

| Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)
| Sparsely Vegelated Concave Surface (B8}

Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
Aguatic Fauna (B13)
True Aqualic Plants (B14)
Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
Cridized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (G3)
Presence of Reduced fron (G4}
Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Sails (C6)
Thin Muck Surface (C7)
Gauge or Weil Data (D9)
Other (Explain In Remarks)

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Surtace Sail Cracks (B6)

Drainage Patterns (B10)
Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
Crayfish Burrows {C8)
Saturation Vislble on Aerial Imagery (C9}
Stunted ar Straased Plants (D1}
X Geomorphic Position (D2)
X FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Cbservatlons:

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

{includes capiilary Iringe}

No_ X Depth (inches):
No_ X Depth (inches):
No_ X Depth (inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Describe Fecorded Data (siream gauge, monitaring well, aerial photes, previous inspections), if available:
WWI Map, NRCS Soils May, aeriats, AHPS Precipitatlon data, Milwaukee County WETS tabhe

Remarks:

Seasonal wettand hydrology Is present, but secondary Indicators were observed.

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

Project/Site:  Southibrook Church Clty/County: Franklin, Mllwaukee Sampling Date: July 24, 2012
Agplicant/Owner: Southbrook Chureh State: Wi Sampiing Polnt: T-3 DP-5 {upl)
Investigatar{s}: Heather Patti & Tina Myers Segtion, Township, Range: NE 1/4 Sec 18, T5N, R1E
Landform {hilislope, lerrace, etc.): hillslope Local relief (concave, convex, none): convex
Slope (%): 3-5% Lla: SeeFlgure2 Long: See Figure 2 Datum: See Flgure 2
Soit Map Unit Name: Ashkum slity clay loam {AsA), 0-3% slopes WW Classification: none mapped
Are climatic / hydrologle conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No *X {if no, explain In Remarks)
Are Vegetation **Yas  Soll **Yes_or Hydrology No__ significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X No
Are Vegetation No Soil **Yes_or Hydrology No  naturally problematic? {If neaded, explain any answers in Remarks)
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS --- Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, ete.
Hydrophytle Vegetation Present? Yes No X Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Prasent? Yes No X If yes, optional wetland site 1D:
flemarks: *4-6 inches below average precipltation - drought conditions
=The soll Is a mollisgl containing a dark surface horlzon **mowed grass lawn and mixed matrix in soils profile Indicating past disturbance
VEGETATION - Use scientific names for plants. Sampling Point: T-3 DP-5 {upl)
Absalute % Bominant Indicator p .
Tree Stratum (Plot size: nfa } Cover Species Status Bominance Test Worksheet:
Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FAGW, or FAC: 1 (A}
2.
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B}
5.
8. Percent of Dominant Species
7. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: 50% (A/B)
0 = Tatal Gover
Prevalence index Worksheet:
Total % Cover of: Muktiply by:
OBL species 1] x1= &
Sapiing/Shrub Stratum {Plot size: n/a} FACW species 1] X2= 4
1. FAC specles - 80 x3= 240
2. FACU specles 65 xd= 260
3. UPL species 3 x5= 15
4. Column Totals: 148 {A} 515 {8}
5.
8. Prevalerce index B/A= 3.5
7.
0 = Totai Caver Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
Dominancs Test is >50%
Prevalence Index s < 3.0'
Herb Stratum (Plot size: SR ) Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
1._Poa pratensis a0 hi FAC data in Remarks or on separate sheet)
2. Elytrigia repens 60 Y FACU Prabiematic Hydrophytle Vegetation' (Expiain)
3. Taraxacum officinale 5 N FACU
4. Dautcys carefa 3 N UPL
5. ! Indlcators of hydric seil and wetland hydrology must
6. ba present, uniess disturbed or problematic.
7
8.
g,
10.
1.
12
13.
14.
148 = Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum {Plot size: _n/a )
1
2,
3. Hydrophytic
4 Vegetation
0 = Total Cover Present? Yes No X

Remarks: {Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
The hydrophytic vegetatian criterlon Is not met since it does not pass the Pl and lacks hydric soil/wetland hydrolagy.
This |s a maintained {mowed) iawn.

US Army Corps of Engineers T-3DP-5 Midwest Region - Version 2.0




SOIL Sampling Point: T-3 DP-5 {upl)

Profile Descriptlon: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confitm {he absence of indicators.)

Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Redox Dark Surface (F6)
Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Cark Surface (F7)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (51} Redox Depressfons (F8)

Depth Matrlx Redox Featurss
(inches) Color (malst) _ % _Color {malst} Y Type' Loc® Texture Hemarks
0-2 10YR 31 & 50 - - silty clay loar
TOYR 4/3 50 .
2-14 10YR 31 & 40 10YR 5/6 10 C M silty clay loat
10YR 4/3 50 .
14-20 10YR 4/3 100 - _ silty clay
" Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, AM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. ? Lgealion: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matix
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematlc Hydrlc Solis™
| Histosel {A1) _ Sandy Gleyed Malrix (S4) Coast Prairle Redox (A16) (LRR,K,L.R)
| Histic Epipedon (A2) _ Sandy Redoex {55) Dark Surface (S7) (LRR,K,L)
| ___Bfack Histic {A3) __ Stripped Matrix (S8) 5 om mucky peat or peat (S3) (LRR,K,L)
| Hydrogen Sulfide {Ad) _____Loamy Mucky Mineral {F1) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12} (LRR,K,L,R)
| Statified Layers (A5) ___ toamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Very Shallow Dark Surface {TF12}
| 2cmMuch (A0} —_ bepleted Malrlx (F3) Other (Explain in Remarks}

? Indicaters of hydrophytic vegatation and wetiand
hydrology must be preseni, unless disturbed or

problematic.
Restirictive Layer (if observed):
Type: none
Depth (inches):  nia Hydric Soll Present? Yes No X
Remarks: The hydric soil celterlon |s not met.
HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology indicators: Secondary Indicators {minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators {minfmum of one is required; checic all that apply) Surface Soil Gracks {B6)
Surface Water (A1) Walter-Slained Leaves (B9} Crainage Patterns (B10)}
High Water Tabia (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Dry-Seascn Water Table {G2)
Saturation (A3) True Aquatic Pfants (B14) Crayfish Burrows (C8}
Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Oder {C1) Saturation Visible on Aeriaf imagery (GS)
Sediment Depaosits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots {C3} Slunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Drift Deposils (B3) Pressnee of Reduced Iron (C4) Geomorphic Position (D2}
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Scils (C8) FAC-Neutral Test (DE)
Iren Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7)
Inundation Visible an Aerial Imagery {B7) Galige or Well Dala (D9)
Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8} Other {Explain in Remarks)
Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No_ X Depth (inches):
Waler Table Present? Yes No_ X Depth {inches):
Saturation Prosent? Yes No_ X Depth {inches}: Wettand Mydrology Present?  Yes No X
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photes, previous inspections), if avaiable:
WWI Map, NRGS Soils Map, aerials, AHPS Precipitation data, Milwaukee Couniy WETS table
FRemarks: No wetland hydrology indicators present. There is a subtle topo break between the upland and wetland boundary.

US Army Corps of Engineers T-3 DP-5 Midwest Region - Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

Project/Site:  Southbrook Church City/County: Frankiin, Milwaukee Sampling Date: July 24, 2012
ApplicantfOwner: Southbreok Church State: Wi Sampling Point: T-3 DP-6 (wid)
Investigator(s}: Heather Patti & Tina Myers Section, Township, Range: NE 1/4 Sec 18, TSN, R21E

tanciorm {hilislope, terrace, stc.): depression Local refief (concave, convex, nonej: concave

Slope (%): 0% Lat: See Figure 2 Long: See Figure 2 Datum: See Figure 2

Soil Map Unit Name: Ashkum silty clay loam (AsA), 0-3% slopes WW! ClasstHication: E2K

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No X {if no, explain in Remarks)

Are Vegelation No Soil No __or Hydrology No __ significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ X No
Are Vegetation No Soff _**Yes or Hydralogy “Yes naturally problematic? {if needed, axpiain any answars In Remarks)

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

Hydrophytic Vegstation Present? Yes X No 1s the Sampled Area
Hydric Sofl Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yas X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No If ves, optional wetland site ID: W-1

Remarks: *4-8 Inches below average precipitation - drought conditions
**Probiem soll - Mollisal ** This is a depresslonal welland with seasonal hydrology

VEGETATION - Use scientific names for plants. Sampling Point: T-3 DP-6 (wtd)
Absolute % Dormirant Indicator ¢
Tres Stratum {Plot siza: 3R ) Caver Spacies Status Dominance Test Workshaot:
Number of Dominant Species
1. Populus delloldes 20 Y FAC That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 Y]
2
3. Total Mumber of Dominant
4, Species Across All Btrata: 3 (B}
5
5] Percent of Dominant Species
7 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: 100% {A/B)
20 = Totai Cover
Prevalence Index Worksheet:
Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
OBL species x1=
| Sapling/Shrub Sratum (Plot size: 15'R} FACW species K2 =
1. Salix interior 490 Y FACW FAC specias x3=
2 FACU species X4 =
3. UPL species X5=
4, Column Totals: {A) {8)
B
B Prevalence Index B/A=
7.
40 = Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegstatien Indlcators:
Rapid Test for Hydrophytle Vegetation
X Domiénance Test is »50%
Pravalence Index is % 3.0'
Herb Stratum (Plotsize: ~ 5'R } Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporling
1. Phalarls arundinacea 90 Y FACW dala in Remarks or on separate sheet)
2. Poa pratensis 30 N FAC Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' {Explain)
4. Euthamia graminifolia 30 N FACW
4, Lycopus americanus 5 N OBL
5. Parsicaria amphibia 5 N OBL ! Inglicaters of hydric sofl and wetland hydrology must
8. Poa palustris 2 M FACW be present, unless disturbed or problematic,
7
8.
9.
10.
11.
12,
13.
14,
162 = Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum {Plot size: _n/a )
1
2.
3. Hydrophytic
4 Vagelation
0 = Total Cover Present? Yes X No

Remarks: {Inciude photo numbers hers or on a separate sheet.)
The hydrophytic vegetation crlietion is met, The plant community is shrub-care.

US Army Corps of Engineers T-3 DP-6 Midwest Region - Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point:

T-3 DP-6 (wtd)

Profile Description: (Bescribe to the depth neaded fo decument the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

RERRERRON

" Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, Rii=Redused Matrix, CS=Covared or Goated Sand Grains.

NRERERRNNN

Hemarks

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color {moist) Ys Color {(maist} % Type' Loc® oxiure
0-12 10YR 2/t Jdao - slity clay loam
12-20 t0YR 5/t 80 10YR 5/8 20 c silty clay

? Locatton: PL=Pore Lining, M=Malrix

Hydric Soil Indlcators:

Histosal (A1)

Histic Epipedon {A2)

Black Histic {(A3)

Hydrogen Sulfide (Ad)

Stratified Layers (A5)

2 cm Much (A10)

Depleted Balow Dark Surface (At1)
Thick Dark Surface {A12)

Sandy Mucky Mineral (St)

REARRRAA

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (54}
Sandy Redox {S5)
Stripped Matrix (S6}

Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
Dapleted Matrix {F3)

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

LLLLTLLL

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Sails™

Goast Prairie Redox (A18) (LRR,X,L,R)
Dark Surface (57} (LRR,K, L)

5 om mucky peat or peat {53} (LRR,K,L)
lran-Manganase Masses (F12) {LRR,K,L,R)
Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12}

Other {Explain in Remarks)

* Indlcators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
hydrology must be prasent, unless disturbed cr

problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed}:
Type: none
Deplh {inches): na Hydric Sofl Present? Yes X No

Remarks: The hydric soll criterion is met.

HYDROLOGY

Watland Hydrology Indicators:

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

| Surface Waler (A1}

High Water Table (A2)

Satwration {A3)

Water Marks (B1)

Sediment Deposits (B2)

Drift Deposits {B3)

Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

Iron Deposits {BS)

Inundation Vislbie on Aerial imagery (87)
| Sparsely Vegelated Concave Surface (BE)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
Aguatic Fauna (B13)
True Aguatic Plants (B14)
Hydrogen Sulfide Ocor (C1)
Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Reots (C3)
Presence of Reduced Iron {C4}
Recent Iron Reduction in Tiked Scils {C6)
Thin Muck Surface {C7)
Gauge or Well Data (D9)
Other (Explafn in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators {minimum of two required)

Surface Soii Cracks (B6)
Drainage Patterns (B10}
Dry-Season Water Table {C2)
Crayfish Burrows (C8}
Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9}
Stunted or Stressed Planis {D1)

X Geomorphic Positlon {D2)

X FAG-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes
Water Table Present? Yes
Saturation Pregsent? Yes

(includes capillary fringe)

No
No
No

X Depth (inches}:

X Depth {inches):

X Dapth {inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Describe Racorded Data {siream gauge, manitoring well, asrial photos, previous inspeslions), if available:
Wi Map, NRCS Soils Map, aetials, AHPS Precipitation data, Milwaukee County WETS table

Remarks:

Seasonal wetland hydroiegy is present, but secondary indicators were observed.

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATICON DATA FORM - Midwest Reglon

Project/Site:  Southbrook Church City/County: Franklin, Miwaukes Sampling Date: July 24, 2012
Applicant/Owner: Southbrook Churcih State: Wi Sampling Paint: T-4 DP-T {upl}
nvestigator{s}: Heather Patli & Tina Myers Section, Township, Range: NE /4 Sec 18, T5N, R21E
Landform (hillsiope, terrace, ete.): hillslope Local relief (zoncave, convex, nonaj: convex
Slope {%): 2-3% Lat:  See Figure 2 Long: See Figure 2 Datum: See Figure 2
Sail Map Unit Name: Ashium silty ciay loam {AsA), 0-3% slopes WWi Classflcation: none
Are clmatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No . {If no, axplain in Remarks)
Are Vegetation No Sail No__ or Hydrology No __ significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X Ne
Are Vegetation *Yes  Sol **Yes_or Hydrology Mo naturally probiematic? {if needed, explain any answers fn Remarks)
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS -~ Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydrophytic Vegatation Present? Yes Mo X Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Scil Present? Yeos No X within a Wetland? Yas No X
Wetland Hydralogy Present? Yes No X If yes, opttenal wetland site ID: nia
Remaris; *4-6 inches below average precipitation - drought condlitlons
**Soil is a molllsod with a dark surface horizon, but vegetatlon and landscape position are indicative of uplands.
VEGETATION - Use scientific names for plants. Samgling Peint: T-4 DP-7 {upl)
Absolute % Dominant Indicator ; ,
Tree Siratum (Plot size: a/a } Caver Species Status Dominance Test Worksheet:
Number of Dominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: 2 (A}
2.
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Spectes Across A Strata: 5 (B)
5.
6. Percent of Dominant Species
7. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: 40% {A/B)
[H = Totat Cover
Prevalence Index Worksheet:
Tolal % Cover of: Multiply by:
OBl species x1=
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 18R FAGW species x2=
1. Cornus racemosa 10 Y FAC FAG specles X3=
2. Lonlcera x bella 10 hd FACU FAGU specles x4=
3. UPL speties x5=
4. CGaolumn Totals: {A} {B)
5.
8. Prevalence Index B/A =
7.
20 = Total Cover Hydrophytlc Vegetation Indicators:
Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
Beminance Test is >50%
Prevalence Index is < 3.0'
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5'R ) Morphologicat Adaptations' (Provide supporting
1. Poa pratensis 60 Y FAC data in Remarks or on separate sheet)
2. Datrcus carola &0 Y UPL Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
3, Solidage canadensis 50 Y FACU
4, Trifolium hybridum 10 N FAC
5. Syinphotricfum novae-angliae 5 N FACW " Indicators of hydric seil and wetland hydrology must
8. Cichorium Intybus 5 N FACU be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
7. Fraxinus pennsylvanica 5 N FACW
8. Brigeron annuus 2 N FACU
9.
10,
1.
12,
13.
14,
197 = Total Cover
Woody Vine Straturn (Plot size: n/a )
1
2.
3. Hydraphytlc
4 Vegetation
0 = Total Govar Present? Yes *X No

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

of uplands in this circumstance.

*Vegatation is met but does not pass Pl and data paint lacks hydric soll and wetland hydrology. Poa pratensis, a FAC species, is more indlcative

US Army Corps of Engineers T-4 DP-7
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SOiL Sampling Point: T-4 DP-7 (upl)

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
{Inches) Color (moist) _ % _Color (moist) % Type'  Log® Texture Remarks
0-3 10YR 31 o0 - silty clay
3-10 10YR 4/3 100 - slity clay
10-20 10YR 4/3 10YR 4/6 5 [ sitty clay

NRRRRRENRS
ARRREEN RN

" Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, AM=Raduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2 Localion: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix

Hydrle Sail Indicators:

| Histosdl (A1)

Histic Epipedon {A2)

Biack Histic {A%)

Hydragen Sulfide (A4)

Siratified Layers (AS)

2 cm Much {A10)

Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)

Sandy Mucky Minsral (S1)

Sandy Gleyed Malrix (54}

Sandy Redox (SE)

Stripped Matrix {86}

Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
Loamy Gleyed Matrix {F2}
Depleted Matrix (F3)
Redox Dark Surface (F8)
Depleted Darlc Burface {(F7)
Redox Depressions {F8}

L]

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils™

Caast Prairie Redox {A16} (LRR,K,L,R)
Brark Surface (S87) (LAR,K,L)

5 om mucky peat or peat (S3) (LAR,K,L)
Iron-Manganese Masses {Fi2) (LRR,K,L,R)
Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)

Other (Expiain in Remarks)

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

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type: none

Depth{inches): nfa

Hydric Soil Present? Yes Mo X

Remarks:

The hydtic sail srlterlan is not met.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indieators {minirmum of one is required; check all that apply)

| Surface Water (A1)

| High Watar Table (A2)

| Saturation {A3)

Water Marks (B1)

Sediment Depaosits (B2}

Crift Deposiis (B3)

Algat Mat or Crust {B4}

| iron Deposfis (B5}

| undation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface {B8)

Water-Stained Leavas (B9}

Aquatic Fauna (B13)

True Aquatic Plants (B14}

Hydrogen Suifide Odor (G1}
Cridlzed Rhizospheres on Living Roots {C3)
Presence of Reduced lron (C4)
Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils {C6)
Thin Mugck Surface (C7)
Gauge or Weil Data (D9}
Other (Expfain in Remarks)

Sacondary Indicators {minimum of iwo required)
Surface Soit Gracks (BB}

Drainage Faiterns (B10)

Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Crayflsh Burrows (C8}

Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C8)
Stunted or Stressed Plants {01)
Geomaorphlc Position {D2)

FAGC-Neutrat Test (D5)

Fiald Observatlons:

{includes caplilary fringe)

No
No
No

Surface Waler Present? Yes
Water Table Present? Yes
Saturation Present? Yes

X Depth (Inches):

X Depth (inches):

X Depth {Inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present?  Yes No

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
WWI Map, NRCS Soils Map, aerlals, AHPS Precipitation data, Milwaukee County WETS table

Remarks:

No wetland hydrology indicatars present.

US Army Carps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

Project/Site:  Southibrook Church Cliy/Caunty: Franklin, Mllwaukee Sampling Date: July 24, 2012
ApplicantfOwner: Southbrook Church State: wi Sampling Point: T-4 DP-8 {wtd)
nvestigator(s): Heather Patti & Tina Myers Sectien, Township, Range: NE 1/4 Sec 18, T5N, R21E
Landform {hillslope, lerrace, elc.}: deprassion tocal reilef (concave, convex, none): slightly concave
Slope (%): 0% Lat: See Figura 2 Long: See Figure 2 Datum: See Flgure 2
Soil Map Unif Name: Ashikum silty clay loam {AsA), 0-3% slopes Wl Classification: E2K
Ars climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? No {If no, explain in Ramarks}
Are Vegetation No Soil No _or Hydrology No  significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances" prasent? Yes X No
Are Vegetation HNo Soil  **Yes or Hydrology =Yes_naturally problematic? [if needed, explain any answers in Remarks)
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS -« Attach site map showing sampling point focations, transects, important features, etc.
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Scil Prasent? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes__ X No If yes, optional wetland site ID: W-2
Remarks: *4-8 inches below average preclpltation - drought conditions
**Problem soil - Mollisof ** depressional wettand with seasonal wetland hydrology
VEGETATION - Use scientific names for plants. Sampling Point: T-4 DP-8 (wtd)
Absglute % Cominant Indicator £
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30°R ) Cover Species Status Dominance Test Workshea:
Number of Dominant Species
1. Populus deftoides 50 Y FAC That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 5 (A
2. Fraxinus pennsylvanica 10 N FACW
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 5 {B)
5.
6. Percent of Dominant Species
7. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100%  (AB)
60 = Total Cover
Prevalence Index Worksheet:
Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
OBL specfes xT=
| Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15'R} FACW species x2=
1. Sallx interior 40 hi FACW FAC species x3=
2. Sallx discolor 10 N FACW FACU species x4=
a UPL species x5=
4, . Column Totals: {A) (B}
5.
8. Prevalence Index B/A =
7.
50 = Total Govar Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicaters:
Rapld Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
X Dominance Test is >50%
Pravalence Index s < 3.0'
Herts Stratum (Plct size:  5'R ) Morphological Adaptations' {Provide supporting
1. Phalaris arundinacea 50 Y FACW data in Remarks or on separate sheet}
2. Poa palustris 49 Y FACW Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' {Explain)
3. Apocynum cannablnum 40 Y FAC
4. Lycopus americanus 5 N OBL
5. Carex vilpinoidea 3 N QOBL ! ndicators of hydrie scil and welland hydrology must
8. Symphotrichum puniceum 3 N OBL. be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
7. Daucus carota 2 N UPL
8.
R
10,
11.
12
13.
14,
143 = Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: _n/a )
1
2.
3. Hydrophytic
4 Yegetation
1] = Total Cover Present? Yes X No
Remarks: (Include phow numbers here or on a separate sheat.)
The hydrophytic vegetation criterion |s mat. Plant community Is a shrub carr wettand.
US Army Corps of Engineers T-4 DP-8 Midwest Region - Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point:

T-4 DP-8 (wid)

Praflle Deseription: (Desctibe to the depth needed to document the indicator or conflrm the absence of indicators.)

[<<3
(=]

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

LT EEEEFER

Depth Matrlx Redox Fealures
{inches) Color {moist) _ % _Lolor {molst) % Type!  tod® Texture Remarks
-3 10YR 31 100 - silty clay
314 10YR 31 90 10YR 5/6 10 c silty clay
14-20 10YR 5/2 10YR 5/8 10 c silty clay

2 ocation: PL=Pora Lining, M=Matrix

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Histosol {A1) Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)

| Histic Eplpedon {A2) Sandy Redox (55)

| Black Histic {A3) Stripped Matrix (56}

| Hydrogen Sulfide {A4) toamy Mucky Minerat (F1}
| Stratified Layers (AB) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)

2 em Much (A10)

Depleied Balow Dark Surface (A11)
Thick Bark Surface (A12)

Sandy Mucky Mineral (51}

Depleted Matrix (F3}
Redox Dark Surface (F6}
Depieted Dark Surface (F7)
Redox Depressions (F8}

E

Indlcators for Prablematic Hydrlc Soils®;

Coast Prairle Redox {A16) (LRR,K,L,R}
Dark Surtace (87) (LRR,K,L)

5 em mucky peat or peat (S3) (LRR,K,L)
ron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR,K,L,R)
Very Shallew Dark Surface {TF12)

Other (Explain in Remarks)

]

Jindlcators of hydrophylic vegetation and wetland
hydrology must be present, untess disturbed or
problematic.

Restrictive Layer {Iif observed):

Type: nona
Depth (inches):  n/a Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No
Remarks:
The hydric soil ¢riterion is met.
HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (mirdmum of ona is required; check all that appiy}

Surface Water (A1) Water-Stained Leaves (B8}

High Water Table (A2) Aguatic Fauna (B13}
Saturation (A3) True Aqualic Plants (B14)
Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Oder {C1)

Oxidized Rhizospherss on Living Roots {C3)
Prasence of Reduced Iron (C4)

Regent Iron Reduction In Tilled Scils (C6)
Thin Mugk Surface (C7)

Gauge or Well Data (09}

Other (Expiain in Remarls)

Sediment Deposits (B2}

Drift Depesits (B3)

Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

Iron Deposits (BS)

nundation Visible on Aeriaf Imagery (B7)
Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)

LTI

Secondary Indicators (minimum of lwo required)
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)
X Geomorphic Positlon (D2}
X___ FAC-Neutral Test (D5}

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No_ X Dapth {inches}):
Water Table Present? Yas No_ X Depth {inches):
Saturation Preseni? Yes No_ X Depth {inchas):

{includes capiliary Finge}

Yes _ X

Wetland Hydrology Present? No

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerlal photos, previous inspections), if avaliable:
WWI Map, NBCS Soils Map, aerlals, AHPS Precipltatlon data, Milwaukee County WETS table

Remarks:

This Is a depressional area with seasonal wetland hydrology, but secondary wetland indicators are present.

US Army Corps of Engineers T-4 DP-8
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WETLAND DETERMINATION PATA FORM - Midwest Reglon

Project/Slte:  Southbrook Church

City/County: Franklin, Milwaukee

Sampling Date: July 24, 2012

Appficant/Cwner: Southbrook Church State: WE Sampling Point: T-5 DP-8 (upl)
Investigator(s): Heather Patti & Tina Myers Sectien, Township, Range: NE 1/4 Sec 18, TSN, R21E

Landferm (hillslepe, terrace, ete.): hillstope Local reilef (concave, convex, none}: convex

Slope (%}): 2-3% Lat:  See Figura2 Long: See Figure 2 Datum: See Figure 2

Soil Map Unit Name: Blount siit loam {BIA), 1-3% slopes WWI ClassHication: none

Arg climatie / hydrologic condilions on the site typical for this tme of year? No *X {if no, explain in Remarks)

Are Vegetation **Yas _ Sail Neg _or Hydrology Mo significantly disturbed?
Are Vegetation No Scil  _*Yes_or Hydrotogy No  naturally problematic?

Arg "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X No

{if needed, explain any answers fn Remarks)

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No
Hydrlc Soll Present? Yse No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland? Yes No

If yes, optional wetiand site ID:

Remarks: *4-8 Inches below average precipltation - drought conditions
“*Mowed grass

*Spil has dark surface hotizon, but vegetation and landscape poslition are indicative of uplands.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names for plants.

Sampling Paint: T-5 OP-9 (upl)

Dominance Test Worksheet:
Number of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A

Total Number of Bominant
Species Across All Strata: 1 23]

Percent of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100% (A/B)

Prevalence index Worksheet:

Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

OBL species Q x1= 0

FAGW spacles 9 2= 1]

FAG species 110 3= 330

FACU species 25 4= 100

UPL species ¢ X6 = 1]

Column Totads: 135 {A) 430 (B}

Prevalence Index B/A = 3.2

Hydrophytic Vegetatlon Indicators:

Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

X Daominance Test fs >50%

Prevalence Index is =3.0'

Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on separate sheet}

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain}

" irdicators of hyeric seil and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Absolute % Dominant Indicater
Trea Stratum (Plot size: _n/a ) Cover, Species Status
1.
2.
3.
4,
5.
6.
7.
0 = Totat Cover
| Sapiing/Shrub Stratum {Plot size: D/a}
1.
2,
3.
4,
5.
8.
7.
0 = Total Caver
Herb Stratum {Pict size: SR )
1. Poa pratensis 100 Y FAC
2. Plantago major 10 N FAC
3. Taraxactim officinale 10 N FACU
4. Elytrigia repens 10 N FACL
5. Trifolium repens 5 N FACU
G.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
i2.
13.
14,
135 = Total Cover
Woady Vine Stratum (Plot size: nfa ]
1
2.
3.
4

=Totat Cover

Hydrophytic
Vegetation
Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include phote numbers hera or on a separate sheet.)

This is a manicured area - mowed lawn. Poa pralensis is planted and thls area tacks hydric soil and wetland hydrotogy.

US Army Corps of Engineers

T-5DP-9
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SOIL Sampling Paint: T-5 DP-9 {upf)

Profile Description: (Describe {o the depth needed to document the indlcator or confirm the absence of Indlcators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features

{inches) Coler (moist) % Color (maist) % Type' Lac® Texiure Remarks
0-10 10YH 3/2 100 - silty clay
1012 10YR 3/2 95 10YR 5/8 3 c M silty clay
12-20 10YR 5/3 95 10YR 5/8 5 c M silty clay

' Type: C=Concentration, C=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Coversd or Coated Sand Grains. 2| ocation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix

Hydrle Seil Indicators: Indlcators for Problematic Hydric Sails®;
Histosal (Al) Sandy Gleyed Malrlx (54) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (ERR,K,L,R)

Hislic Epipedon {AZ) Sandy Redox (35) Dark Surface (7} (LRR,K,L)

]

| Black Hislic (A3} Stripped Matrix {56} & cm mucky peat or peat (33} (LRR,K,L)

| Hydrogen Suliide {A4) Loamy Mucky Minerat (F1) fran-Manganess Masses (F12) {LRR,K,L,R)

| Stratified Layers {A5) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Very Shallow Dark Surface {TF12)

| 2cm Much (A10} Depleted Matrix (F3) Other {Explain in Remarks)

| Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11} Redox Dark Surface (FB)

| Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Dark Surlace (F7}

| Sandy Mucky Mineral (1) Redox Depressions {F8)
% Indicators of hydrophylic vegetation and wettand
hydrology must be present, uniess disturbed or
problematic,

Restrictive Layer (i observed):

Type: none
Dapth {inches): n/a Hydric Soll Presemt? Yes No X

Hemarks: Solls are borderline hydric but are nof quite met.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators {minimum of two required)

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that appiy) Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

| Surface Water (A1} Water-Stained Leaves (B9} Brainage Patterns (B10)

| High Water Table (AZ2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Bry-Season Water Table (C2)

| Saturation (A3} True Aquatic Plants (B14) Crayfish Burrows (C8)

| Warter Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odar (C1) Saturation Visible on Aerlal Imagery {C9}

| Sediment Deposils (B2} Oxidized Rhizaspheres on Living Roots (C3) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1}

| Dyilt Deposits (B3} Presence of Reduced Iron {C4) QGeomorphic Posltion (D2}

| Algal Mat or Grust (B4) Recent lron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C8) FAC-Neutral Test (DE)

| lron Deposits {B5} Thin Muck Surface (G7)

. __Inundatien Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Gauge or Well Data (D9}

| Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8} Other {Explain in Remarks)

Fleid Cbsaervations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No__ X Depth (inches):

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

Saturation Prasent? Yes No_ X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present?  Yes No X

|(includes capiliary fringe) -

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial pholos, previous inspections}, if available:
WWI Map, NRCS Soils Map, aeriafs, AHPS Precipitation data, Milwaukee County WETS table

Ramarks: Mo wetland hydrolegy indicators present.

US Army Carps of Engineers T-5 DP-9 Midwest Reglon - Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Reglon

Project/Site:  Southbrook Church City/Courty: Franklin, Milwaukee Sampling Date: July 24, 2012
Applicant/Owner: Soutitbrook Church State: WI Sampling Point: T-56 DP-10 (wid)
Investigator(s): Heather Patti & Tina Myers Saction, Township, Range: ME 1/4 Sec 18, T5N, R21E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): depression Local reliaf {concave, convex, none): slightly concave

Slope (%): 0% Lat:  See Flgure 2 Long: See Figure 2 Datum: See Figure 2

Soit Map Unit Name: Ashkurn slity clay loam (AsA), 0-3% slopes WWI Classification: E2K

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this thme of year? Yas Na X {if no, explain In Remarks)

Are Vegetalion No Soil No  or Hydrology No  slgnificantly disturbed? Ara "Normal Circumstances' present? Yes_ X No
Are Vegetation No Soit *“Yes or Hydrology “*Yes naturally problematic? {if needed, explain any answers in Remarks)

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

Hydroghylic Vegetation Present? Yes X No is the Sampled Area
Hydrie Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No ¥ yes, optlonal wetland site 1D: W-3
Remarks: *4-6 inches befow average precipitation - drought conditiens
“Problem soil - Mollisol ** This is a depressional area with seasonal wetland hydrology.
VEGETATION - Use scienfific names for plants. Sampling Point: T-5 DP-10 (wid)
Absolute % Dominant Indigator -
Tree Straturn (Plot size: 3R } Cover Species Stafus Dominance Test Workshest:
Number of Dominant Species
1._Fraxinus pennsytvanica 20 Y FACW That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 {A)
2.
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B}
5.
6, Percent of Dominant Species
7. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: 100% (A/B}
20 = Total Cover
Prevalence [ndex Workshaet:
Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
OBL species x1=
|Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: na) FACW species x2=
1. FAC specles x3=
2. FAGU species x4 =
a UPL specles x5=
4. Column Totals: (A} {B}
5.
6. Prevalence index BfA=
7.
0 = Total Cover Hydrophytlc Vegetation Endicators:
X Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
Dominance Test s >50%
Prevalence Index is < 3.0'
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 'R ) Marphelogical Adaplations’ (Provide supporting
1, Carex stricta 60 ¥ 0BL data in Remarks or on separate sheet)
2. Phalaris arundinacea 40 Y FACW Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' {Explain)
3
4.
5. 1 mdicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
8. be present, unless disturbed or prablematic,
7.
8.
9.
10,
11.
12
13,
14,
100 = Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: n/a )
1
2.
3. Hydraphytic
4, Vegetation
0 = Total Cover Present? Yes X Mo
Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.}
The hydrophytic vegetatlon criterion is met. This is a fresh {wet) meadow plant community.

US Army Corps of Engineers T-5 DP-10 Midwest Region - Version 2.0



S0IL Sampling Point: T-5 DP-10 (wtd)
Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed o dacument the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Bapth Malrix Redox Features
finches) Calor (moist) Color {malst) % Type' Loc® axture Rerarks
017 10YR 2/1 10YR 5/6 5 C siity clay
10YR 3/4 5 C silty clay
17-20 10¥R 5/t 10YR 5/8 10 C siity clay

8| |8
B

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

FEPEETTTTFRR

* Locatlon: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix

Hydric Soil indicators:

|____Histosal (A1}

| Histic Epipadon {A2)

| Black Histic (A3)

| Hydrogen Sulfide (Ad)

| Stratified Layers (A5)

| 2om Much (A10}

| Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
| X _Thick Dark Surface {A12)

| Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S54)
Sandy Redox (S5)
Stripped Matrix (56}
Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
Depieled Matrix (F3)
X Redox Dark Surface {F8)
Depleted Bark Surface {F7)
Redox Depressions (F8}

|

|

Indicators far Problematic Hydrlc Soils®;
Coast Prairle Redox {A16) (LRR,K,L,R)
Dark Surface (S7) {LRR,K,L)

§ cm mucky peat of peat (53) (LRR,K,L)
Iron-Manganese Masses (F12} (LRR,K,L,R)
Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)

Other (Explain in Remarks)

*indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or

problematic.
Restrictive Layer (If observed):
Type: none
Depth (inches):  na Hyd¥ic Soll Present? Yes X No
Remarks:
The hydric soll erlterion is mat.
HYDROLOGY

Wettand Hydrology Indicators:

Primary Indicators {minimum of one Is required; check all that apply)

Surface Water (A1}

High Wataer Table {AZ2)

Saturation (A3)

Water Marks (B1}

Sediment Deposils {B2)

| Drift Deposits {83}

| Algal Matar Grust {B4}

| iron Deposits {B5}

| Inundation Vislble on Aerial Imagery (B7)
| Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)

Water-Slained Leaves (B8)

Aqualic Fauna {B13)

True Aqualic Plants (B14)

Hydrogen Sulfide Qdor (C1)

COridized Rhizospheres on Living Roots {C3)
Presence of Reduced Iron {C4)

Recent Iron Reduction in Tiled Scils (C6)
Thin Mugk Surface (G7)

Gauge or Well Data (D)

Other (Expiain In Remarks)

L

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

Surfacs Seil Cracks (B8)
Drainage Paltterns (810}
Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

X Crayfish Burrows (C8}
Saturation Visible on Aerial imagery {C9}
Stunled or Stressed Plants (D1}

X Geomorphic Posltion {02}

X FAC-Neutrat Test (D5)

Fleld Observations:

Surface Water Prasent? Yes
Water Table Prasent? Yes
Safuration Present? Yes

{Includes capillary fringe)

Ne X Depth (Inches):
Mo X Depth (inches):
No X Depth (inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present?  Yes _ X No

Describe Recorded Data [stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspactions), if avaliable:
WWI Map, NRCS Soils Map, aerlals, AHPS Precipitation data, Milwaukee County WETS table

Remarks:

Depresslonal area with seasonal wetland hydrology, but secondary hydrological indicators are present.

US Army Corps of Enginears
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

Project/Site:  Southbrook Church City/County: Franklin, Milwaukee Sampling Date: July 24, 2012
ApplicantOwner: Southbraok Church Slate: Wi Sampling Pelnt: T-6 DP-11 (upl)
Investigator(s}): Heather Patti & Tina Myers Seotion, Township, Range: NE 1/4 Sec 18, T5N, R21E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, elc.): hillslope L.ocal refief {concave, convex, none): convex

Slope (%e): 2-3% Lat: SeeFigure 2 Long: See Figura 2 Datum: See Figure 2

Solf Map Unit Name: Ashkum silty clay loam {AsA), 0-3% slopes WwWI Classification: none mapped

Are climalic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No X {if no, explain in Remarks)

Are Vegatation *Yes Soil _No_or Hydrology Mo significantly disiurbed? Are "Mormal Circumstances” present? Yes _ X __ Na
Are Vegetation No Soil  _Yaes or Hydrology No__ naturally problematic? (if needed, explaln any answers in Remarks}

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

Hydraphytic Vegetation Present? Yes No X Is the Sampled Area
Hydrte Seil Present? Yes X No wlthin a Wetland? Yes No X
Wettand Hydrology Present? Yes No X If yes, opticnal wetland site ID: n/a

Remarks: *4-8 Inches below average precipitation - drought conditions

“Mowed grass *Soil contains hydric characteristics and are problematic (Malillsal), but veg./ landscape position are indicative of uplands. |
VEGETATION - Use scientific names for plants. Sampling Point: T-6 DP-11 (upl)
Absofute % Dominant Indlcator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: n/a ) Cover Specles Status Dominance Test Workshest:
Number of Dominant Species
1. Thal Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 A}
2.
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 2 {B}
5.
B. Peroent of Dominant Species
7. That Are QBL, FACW, or FAGC: 50% (A/B)
0 = Tolal Caver
Prevalence Index Workshest:
Total % Cover of! Muiliply by:
OBL species 9 %1= ]
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plct size: hia) FACW species 4] x2= 0
1. FAG species 105 *3= 315
2. FAGU species 50 Xd= 200
3. UPL specles i) xb= o
4, Calumn Totals: 155 {A) 515 {B}
5.
8. Prevalence Index B/A= 33
7.
] = Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
Rapid Test for Hydrophvtic Vegetation
Dominance Test is »50%
Prevalence Index is < 3.0'
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 'R )] Morphological Adaptations' {Provide supporting
1._Poa pratensis 1400 Y FAC data in Remarks or on separate sheet)
2. _Trifelium repens 40 Y FACU Probiematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)
3. Taraxacum officinale 10 N FACU
4. Plantago major 5 N FAC
5. " Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
6. be prasent, unless disturbed or problematic.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
____ 155  =Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: n/a 3
1
2.
3. Hydrophytic
4 Vegetation
0 =Total Cover Present? Yes No X

Remarks: (Inciude photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
The hydrophytlc vegetation criterion is not met. This data point does not pass Pl or exhibit morphologlcal adaptatlons,

LS Ammy Corps of Engineers T-6 DP-11 Midwest Region - Version 2.0




SOIL Sampling Point:

1-6 DP-11 (upl)

Profile Dascription: {Describe ko the depth needed to document the indicator or conflrm the absence of indicators.)

ERERRRNRRY

" Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Malrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grafns.

LEEETEEET R

Degth Matrix Redex Features

{inches) Color {moist) % Color {moist} % Type' Loc® axture Remarks
o-10 10¥R 3/2 oo - sitty clay
10-14 10YR 3/2 95 10YR 5/8 5 C sifty clay
14-20 10YR 51 10YR 5/8 5 C siity clay

# tpcation: PL=Pere Lining, M=Mairix

Hydric Soil Indicators:

| Histosol {A1)

| Histic Epipadon (A2)

i Black Histic (A3)

. Hydrogen Sulfide (A4}

. Stratified Layers (A5}

| 2em Much (A10)

| Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
| Thick Dark Surface (A12)

| Sandy Mucky Mineral (51)

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
Sandy Redox (35}
Stripped Matrix (S6)
Loamy Mucky Mineral {(F1)
Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)
Dapleted Matrix {F3}
Radox Dark Surface {F6)
Bepleted Dark Surfacs (F7)
Redox Depressions {F8)

LT

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:

Coast Pralvie Redox (A16} (LRR,K,L,R)
Bark Surface {87} (LRR,K,L}

5 cm mucky peat or peat (53} (LRR,K,L)
Iron-Manganese Masses {F12) (LRR,K,L,R)
Very Shallow Bark Surface (TF12)

Other (Explain in Remarks)

3 Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetiand
hydrofogy must be present, unless disturbed or

praoblematic.

Restrictive Layer (If observed):
Type: none

Depth {inches):  n/a

Hydrlc Soil Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

Soils are borderline hydrlc but not quite met. Vegetation and landscape position are Indicative of uplands.

HYDROLOGY

Wettand Hydrology Indlcators:

Primary Indlcators {minimum of one is required; check all that apply)

Surface Water (A1}

High Waler Table {A2)

Saturation (A3}

Water Marks {B1)

Sediment Deposits (B2)

Crift Deposits (B3)

Algal Mat or Crust {B4)

Iren Deposits (B5)

Inundation Visibie an Aerial Imagery (B7)
| Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (88)

RARRRARR

Water-Stained Leaves (B9}

Aguatic Fauna (B13}

True Aqualic Plants {(B14)

Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1}

Oxidized Rhizospherss on Living Roots {C3)
Pregence of Reduced Iron {C4)
Recent tron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C8)
Thin Muck Suwrface (C7)
Gauge or Well Data (D)
Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indieators {minimum of two required)
Surface Soif Cracks {B6)
Drainage Palterns (B10)
Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
Grayfish Burrows {C8}
Saturation Visibie on Aerial Imagery (C8)
Stunted or Stressed Planis {D1)
Geomorphic Position {02}
FAC-Neutraf Test (D5)

Field Observations:

(includes capillary fringe}

Surface Water Present? Yes No__ X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No_ X Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No_ X Depth (inches}): Wetland Hydrology Present?  Yes No

Describe Recerded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections}, if available:
WwWI1 Map, NRCS Soils Map, aerials, AHPS Precipitation data, Milwaukee County WETS tahle

Remarks: Mo wetland hydrology indicators present.

Us Army Carps of Engineers T-6 BP-11 Midwest Region - Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Regien

Project/Site:  Southbrook Church

City/County: Franklin, Miwaukee

Sampling Date: July 24, 2012

ApplicantOwner: Southbrook Church State: Wi Sampling Point: T-6 DP-12 (wid)
Invastigator(s): Heather Patti & Tina Myers Section, Township, Range: NE 1/4 Sec 18, T5N, R21E

Landform {hillslope, terrace, eto.}: depression Local relief {concave, convex, none): concave

Siope (%} 0% Lat:  See Figure2 Long: See Figutre 2 Datum: See Figure 2

Soit Map Unlt Name: Ashkum silty clay loam (AsA), 0-3% slopes WWI Classtfication: E2K

Are climatic / hydrolagic conditions on the site typical for Ihis time of year? No X {if ro, explain in Remarks)

Are Vegetation No Soil No  or Hydrology No__signifio:
Are Vegetation No Soil **Yes or Hydrology **Yes natural

antly disturbed?
ly probiematic?

Are "Normal Clreumstances” presenlt? Yes X No
{If nesded, explain any answers in Remarks)

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

Hydraphytic Vegetalion Present? Yes X No
Hydrle Soii Present? Yes__ X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland? Yes X Ne
If yes, optional wetland site B W-3

Remarks: *4-6 inches below average precipitation - drought conditlons

“Prablem soil - Mollisol ** This Is a depressional wetland with seasonal wetland hydrology.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names for plants.

Sampling Point: T-6 DP-12 (wid)

Absolute % Dominant Indicater
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30'R } Cover Species Status
1. Popuius tremuloides 30 Y FAC
2
3.
4.
5
6
7
30 = Total Covar
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 158}
1. Populus tremuloides 19 ¥ FAC
2
3.
4.
5
B
7
10 =Total Cover
Herb Stratum (Plot slze; ~ 5'R )
1. Carex stricta 60 hi OBL
2. Phalaris arundinacea 50 ¥ FACW
3.
4,
5.
6.
7.
8.
9,
10.
11,
12.
13.
14,
110 = Total Cover
Woody Ving Stratum (Plet size: ma )]
1
2.
3.
4
0 = Total Cover

Dominance Test Worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 4 (A

Total Number of Dominant
Species Across All Strata: 4 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species

That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100% {AVB)
Prevalence index Worksheet:
Total % Cover of: Muttiply by:
OBL species x1=
FACW species X2=
FAC species x3=
FACU species x4=
UPL species X5=
Coiumn Totals: (A) (B)

Prevalence Index B/A =

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

X Dominance Test is >50%

Prevalence Index is = 3.0'

Morphological Adap‘cations1 {Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on separate sheet)

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

! Indicators of hydric scil and wetland hydrology must
he present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Hydrophytic
Vegatation
Present? Yos X No

Remarks: (Include phoio numbers here o on a separate sheet.)

The hydrophytic vegetation criterion is met. This is withln a tresh wet/sedge meadow community.

US Army Corps of Engineers

T-6 DP-12

Midwest Region - Version 2.0



SOIL Sampling Point: T-6 DP-12 {wtid)
Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indlcator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Mairix Redox Features
{inches}) Color {moist) _ % _Calor (moist % Type' i Texture Remarks
015 10YR 21 20 10YR 5/6 & 5 C M silty clay
. 10YR 3/4 5 c silty clay
15-20 10YR 6/1 %0 10YR 5/8 10 C silty clay

* Type: C=Corcentralion, D=Depletion, RM=Reducad Matrix, CS=Covered or Coaled Sand Grains.

LEETETTTTFR

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

Hydric Soil Indicators:

| Histosol (A1)

| Histic Epipedon (A2}

Black Histic (A3}

Hydrogen Sulfide (A4}

Stratified Layers (A9}

2 cm Much {A10)

| Depleted Below Dark Surface (A1)
| X Thick Dark Surface (A12}

| Sandy Mucky Mineral (51}

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (54)

Sandy Redox {35}

Stiipped Matrix (36}

Leamy Mucky Mineral {F1)

Loamy Gleyed Malrix (F2}
Depleted Matrix {F3}

X Redox Dark Surface (F6}

Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
Redox Deprassions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydtle Soils™:
Coast Pralrie Redox {A18) (LRR,K,L,R)

Dark Surface (57} {LRR,K,L)

5 om mucky peat or peat (33) (LRR,K,L)
Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR,K,L,R)
Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12}

Other (Explain in Remarks)

® Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
hydrolegy must be prasent, unless disturbed or

problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type: none

Depth {inches): n/a

Hydric Soit Present?

Yes X No

Remarks:

The hydric soil crlterlon Is met. This is a problem soil - mollisol.

HYDROLOGY

Watland Hydrology Indicators:

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

Surface Water {At)
Righ Water Table (A2}
Saturation (A3}

Water Marks (B1)
Sediment Deposlis (B2)
Drift Deposits {B3)}
Algal Mat ar Crust (B4)
Iron Deposits (B}

HRRERA

Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery {B7)
Sparsely Vegstated Concave Surface (B8}

Watar-Stained Leaves (B9)
Aqgualtle Fauna (B13}

True Aquatic Plants (B14)
Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

Oxldized Rhizospheres on Living Reots {C3)

Presence of Reduced lran (C4)}

Thin Muck Surtace {C7)
Gauge or Well Cata (D9)
Other (Explain in Remarks)

Recent lron Reduction in Tilled Sails (C8)

Secondary Indicators {minimum of two required)

>

Surface Soil Cracks {B6}

Drainage Patterns (B10}

Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Craylish Burrows {C8}

Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
Slunted or Stressed Plants (01)
Geomaorphic Position (D2)

FAC-Meulral Test (D)

Field Observations:

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

{includes oapillary frings)

No X Depth (inches):
Ne X Depth (inches):
No X Depth (inches):

Wetland Hydralogy Present? Yes X

No

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial pholos, previous inspections}, if available:
WWI Map, NRCS Soils Map, aerials, AHPS Pracipitation data, Milwaukee County WETS table

Remarks:

This Is a depressional wetland with seasonal wetland hydralogy, but secondary hydrological indicators are present.

US Army Corps of Engineers

T-6 DP-12

Midwest Region - Versicn 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

Project/Site:  Southbrook Church City/County: Franklin, Milwaukee Sampling Date: July 24, 2012
ApplicantfOwner: Southbrook Church State: Wi Sampling Paint: T-7 DP-13 {(uph)
Investigator(s}: Heather Patti & Tiha Myers Section, Township, Range: NE 1/4 Sec 18, T5N, R21E

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

Slope (%): ~5% Lal: See Figure 2 long: See Figura 2 Datum: See Figure 2

Sofl Map Unit Name: Houghton muck {Ht), 0-2% slopes WWI Classification: none

Are climaic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No *X (i no, explain in Remarks)

Are Vegelation “Yes Soil _No or Hydrology No __significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Clrcumstances” present? Yes _ X No
Are Vegetation No Soil _No_or Hydroiogy Mo naturally problematic? {if needed, explain any answers in Remarks)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS -— Attach sile map showing sampling peint locations, transects, important features, ete.

Hydrephytlc Vegetation Present? Yes X No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Prasent? Yes No X within a Wetland? Yos No X
Wetiand Hydrology Present? Yes No X If yes, oplional wetland site ID: n/a

Remarks: *4-6 Inches below average pracipitation - drought conditions
“Mowed lawn

VEGETATION - Use scientific names for plants. Sampling Paint: T-7 BP-13 (upl)
Absolute % Bominant Indlcator .
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30'R 3 Cover Specles Slatus Daminance Test Workshest:
Number of Dominant Species
1. Fraxinus pennsylvanica 10 Y FACW That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 {A)
2
3. Total Number of Dominant
4, Species Across All Sirata: 3 {B)
5
6 Percent of Dominant Species
7 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 67% {A/B)
10 = Total Cover
Prevalence Index Workshest:
Tatal % Cover of: Multiply by:
OBL specias o 1= 0
| Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: NAY FACW species 10 X2= 20
1. FAC species 75 X3 = 225
2, FACU species 70 x4 = 280
3. UPL species 0 X5 = 0
4, Calumn Totals: 185 (A} 525 (8}
5.
6. Pravalence index B/A = 34
7.
0 = Total Covar Hydraphytic Vegetation Indicators:
Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
X Dominance Test is »50%
Prevalence Index is € 3.0'
Herb Strajum {Plot size: &R ) Merphelogleal Adaplations' {Provide supporfing
1. Poa pratensls 60 ¥ FAC data in Remarks or on separate sheat)
2. Taraxacum officinale 40 Y FACU Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Expiain)
3. Trifolium repens 25 N FACU
4. Plantago major 15 N FAC
5. Glechoma hederacea 5 N FACU ! Indicaters of hydric soil and wetiand hydrology must
8. be present, unless disturbed or prablematic.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
145 = Total Gover
Waody Vine Stratum (Plot stze: n/a }
1
2.
3. Hydrophytic
4 Vegetation
1] = Totat Cover Present? Yes X No

Remarks: {Inctude photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
The hydrophytic vegetation criterion is met due to the dominance of Poa pratensis. Poa pratensis is more reftective of uplands in this

Circ tance.

US Army Corps of Engineers T-7 DP-13 Midwest Region - Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Peint:

T-TDP-13 (upl)

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

Remarks

Depth Matrix Redox Features

{inches) Color {moist} _ % _Color {maist) % Type'  Loc® Texture
0-8 10YR 3/2 100 - silty clay loam
5-20 10YR 6/3 90 10YR 5/6 10 c sandy loam

disturbed soil - sandy loam with

Hydrle Soil Indicators:

Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
Thick Dark Surface {A12)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (51}

RERRERA

RERRRRRRE

' Type: C=Concentration, D=Cepietion, RM=Reduced Matrix, S=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

NEERRRRRREY

gravel fragments

2} ocation: PL=Pare Lining, M=Matrix

Redox Dark Swrface (F8)
Depleted Dark Surtace (F7}
Redox Depresslons {F8)

| Histosol (A1) Sandy Gleyed Malrix {S4)
Histic Epipedon (A2} Sandy Redox (55)
Black Histic (A3} Stripped Matrix (36)
Hydrogen Suifide (Ad) Loamy Mucky Minerat (F1)
Stratifled Layers (AG) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2}
2 om Much {A10) Depleted Matrlx {F3}

Indicators for Prablematic Hydric Soils®;

Coast Prairie Redox (A16) {LRR,K,L,R)
Dark Surface (S7) (LRR,K,L)

5 om mucky peat or peal (53} (LRA,K,L})
Iron-Manganese Masses (F12} (LRR,K,L,R)

Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12}

Other (Explain in Remarks}

® Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
hydralogy must be present, uniess disturbed or

problamatic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type: none
Depth (fnches):  nla Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X

Remarks: ‘The hydrlc soil criterion is not met. This is a disturbed soll - sandy loam with gravet fragments. Landscape position {on & slight hlllslope)
and lack of hydrologic Indiacter indicate upland.
HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:

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

| Surface Water (A1)

| High Water Table (A2)

| Saturation {A3)

| Water Marks (B1)

| Sediment Depostis (B2}

| Drlft Deposits (B3}

| Algal Mat or Grust (B4)

| lron Deposlis (BS)

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

Waler-Stained Leaves (BS)
Aquatic Fauna {B13)
True Aquatic Plants (B14)
Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
Oxidized Rhlzospheres on Llving Roots (C3)
Presence of Reduced fron (C4)
Recent Iron Reduetion in Tilled Soils (C8)
Thin Muck Surface (C7}
Gauge or Well Data (D9}
Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators {eminlmum of two reguired)
Surface Soil Cracks (B6}

Drainage Patterns (B10)

Dry-Seascon Water Table (C2)

Crayfish Burrows (C8})

Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
Siunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Geomarphic Position (D2)

FAC-Neutral Test (DS}

Field Observatlons:

{includes caplllary frings}

Surface Water Present? Yes No_ X Depth {inches):
Water Table Present? Yes Noe X Depth {inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present?  Yes No

Describe Recorded Dala (siream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections}, if available:
WWI Map, NRCS Soils Map, aerials, AHPS Preclpitation data, Milwaukee County WETS fable

Remarks:

No wetland hydrology indicators present.

US Amy Coarps of Engineers

T-7 DP-13
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwes! Region

Project/Site:  Southibrook Church Gity/County: Franklin, Mitwaukee Sampling Date: July 24, 2012
ApplicantOwner: Southbraok Church State: Wi Sampling Point: T-7 DP-14 (wtd)
Investigator{s): Heather Patti & Tina Myers Saction, Township, Range: NE 1/4 Sec 18, TSN, RZ1E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, ete.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): slightly concave

Slope (%): 0% Lat  SeeFlgure 2 Long: Sese Figure 2 Datum: See Figure 2

Sell Map Unit Name: Houghion muck {Ht), 0-2% slopes WwI Classification: E2K

Ara climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this ime of year? Yes No *X {If no, explain in Remarks}

Are Vegetation No Soil No or Hydrology No _significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances” present? Yes K No
Are Vegetation No Soll _*Yes or Hydrology **Yes naturally problematic? {if needed, axplain any answers in Remarks)

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes_ X MNe _ within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wotland Hydrology Present? Yes X No I yes, optional wetland site [D: W-4
Remarks: *4-6 inches below average preclpitatlon - draught condltions
**Problem soil - Moilisol ** This is a depressional wetland with seasonal wetland hydrology.
VEGETATION - Use scientific names for piants. Sampting Point: T-7 DP-14 {wtd)
Absolute % Cominant Indlcatar .
Tree Stratum {Plot size: n/a ) Cover Specles Statug Bominance Test Warksheet:
Number of Dominant Spacies
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 {A)
2
3. Tatad Number of Dominant
4, Specles Across All Strata: 1 (B)
5.
6, Percent of Dominant Species
7. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: 100%  (AB)
0 = Total Cover
Provalence Index Worksheot:
Total % Cover of: Multipiy by:
OBL species x1=
| Sapling/Shrub Stratum {Pict size: nia}) FACW species X2=
1. FAC species X3 =
2. FACU specles X4=
3. UPL specles X8 =
4. Column Totais: {A) {B}
5.
8. Prevalence index B/A =
7.
1] = Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Indlcators:
X Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
X Dominance Test is >50%
Prevalence Index is < 3.0'
Herb Siratum {Plot size:  5'R ) Morphological Adaptations' (Provide supporting
1._Phalaris arundinacea 100 Y FACW data in Remarks or on separate sheet)
2. Probiematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' {Explain)
3
4,
5. " Indicators of hydrle scil and wetiand hydralogy must
8 be present, uniess disturbed or problematic,
7
8.
9.
18,
1.
12,
13.
14,
100 = Total Cover
Waoody Vine Stratum {Plot size: _n/a )
1
2.
3. Hydrophytle
4. Vegetation
0 = Total Cover Present? Yes X No
Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
The hydrophytic vegetation criterlon Is met. This is a fresh (wet) meadow plant cemmunity.

US Army Corps of Engineers T-7 DP-14 Midwest Region - Version 2.0



SO

Sampling Point:

T-7 DP-14 (wid)

Profile Description: {Desctibe to the depth needed to document the Indicator or conflrm the absence of indicators.)

ERNENRRARN

" Type; O=Concentration, P=Deplation, RM=Reducad Matrix, C8=Covered or Coated Sand Gralns.

LEEETEEETE P

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches} Coler (moist} _% _Color (moish % Type' Log Texture Remarks
0-18 10YR 21 100 10YR 5/8 2 [+ PL slity clay oxyidized roots at 8"
18-22 10VR 5/1 30 10YR 5/8 10 [+ sifty etay

2| ocation: PL=Pare Lining, M=Mairlx

Hydric Soil Indicators:

| Histosal (A1)

| Histic Epipedon (A2)

| Biack Histic (A3}

| Hydrogen Sullice (A4}

| Stratfied Layers {A5)

| 2cm Much (AT0)

| Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
| X Thick Dark Surface (A12)

| Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)

Sandy Gleyed Malrix (54}

Sandy Redox (S5)

Stripped Matrix (S6)

Loamy Mucky Minerat (F1)

Loamy Gieyed Malrix {F2)
Depleted Matrlx (F3}

X Redox Dark Surface (F&)

Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
Redox Depressions {F8}

1]

Indicators for Problematic Hydrle Soils®

Coast Prairle Redox {A16) (LRR,K,L,R)
Dark Surface {57) (LRR,K,L)

5 om mucky peat ar peat {53) (LRR,K,L)
Iron-Manganese Masses (F12} (LRR,K,L,R)
Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12}

Qther {Explain in Remarks)

® Inclicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland
hydrolagy must be present, unless disturbed or
prablematic.

Restrictive Layer (If abserved):
Type: nong

Deplh (inches):  n/a

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

The hydric soil criterion Is met. This is a problem sail - molilsol.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology [ndicators:

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

| Surface Water (A1)

| High Water Table (A2)

| Sawration [AZ)

Water Marks {B1)

Sediment Deposits (B2}

Drift Deposits (B3)

Algal Mat or Crust {(B4)

Iron Deposits (B5)

Inundation Vistble on Aerial Imagery (B7)
| Sparsely Vegelated Concave Surface (B8}

Water-Stained Leaves (R8)
Aguatic Fauna (B13)
o True Aquatic Plants (B14)
Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
X__ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (G3}
Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)
Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Solls (Ca)
Thin Muck Surface (C7)
Gauge or Well Dala (D8)
Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators {minirmum of two reduired)
Surface Soil Gracks (B&)

Drainage Patterns (B10)
Dry-Seascn Water Table (C2)
Crayfish Burrows (G8)
Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1}
X Geomorphtc Position {D2)
X FAC-Nsutlral Test (D5}

Field Observations:

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerlal photos, previous inspections), if available:
WWI Map, NRCS Soils Map, aerials, AHPS Precipitation data, Milwaukee County WETS table

Surface Water Presem? Yes Ne_ X Depth {inches):

Water Table Prasent? Yes Ne X Depth {inches}:

Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth {inches): Wetland Hydralogy Present? Yes X No
tincludes capillary fringe) N

Remarks: The wetland hydrology criterion is met.

US Army Corps of Engineers T-7 DP-14
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Reglon

Project/Sitet Southbrook Church City/County: Frankiln, Milwaukes Sampling Date: July 24, 2012
Applicant/Owner: Southbrook Church State: Wi Samgling Point: T-8 DP-15 (upl)
Investigatar(s): Heather Pattl & TIna Myers Secton, Township, Range: NE 1/4 Sec 18, TSN, R21E

Landform (hillslope, terrace, ete.): hillslope Local reliet (concave, convex, none): convex

Slope {%): 3-5% Lat: See Figure 2 Long: See Figure 2 Datum: See Flgure 2

Soli Map Unit Name: Blount silt loam (BIA)}, 1-3% slopes WWI Classification: norne

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No X {if no, explain in Remarks)

Are Vegetation No Seil Mo or Hydrology No _gignificantly disturbed? Are "Nermal Circumstances” present? Yes X No
Are Vegetation No Seil  _Mo_or Hydrology No__naturally problematic? (if needed, explam any answers in Remarks)

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

Hydrophytic Vegetalion Preseni? Yes No X Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X withir a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrelogy Prasent? Yes No X If yes, optional watland slte 1D:
Remarks: *4-6 inches below average precipitation - dreught conditions
VEGETATION - Use scientific names for plants. Sampling Point: T-8 DP-13 {upl)
Absolute % Dorninant Indicator :
Tree Stratum {Plot size: 30'R } Cover Species Status Daminance Test Warkshest:
Number of Dominant Species
1. Juglans nigra a0 Y FACU That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)
2.
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across All Strata: 4 (B)
5
3] Percent of Dominant Species
7 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 25% {A/B}
80 = Total Cover
Prevalence index Worksheet:
Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
CBL species %T=
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plol size: 15 FACW spacles x2=
1. Rhamnus cathartica 10 Y FAC FAC species X3=
2 FAGU spacles xd=
3. UPL species x5=
4, Column Totals: {A) {B)
5
6 Prevalence Index B/A =
7
10 = Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetatlon Indicators:
Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
Domintance Test Is >50%
Prevalence Index is < 3.07
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 'R ) Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide supporting
1. Festuca pratensis 85 Y FACU data in Remarks or on separate sheet)
2. Aster sagittifolius A0 Y UPL Problematic Hydrophytic Vegatatlon' (Explain)
3. Poa pratensis 20 N FAC
4. Geum canadense 10 N FAC
5, Hackelia virginlana 5 N FACU " Indicators of hydrlc soil and wetland hydrology must
8. Erigeron annius 5 N FACU be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
7.
8.
9.
10,
11.
12.
13.
14.
175 = Total Cover
Woady Ving Stratum (Plot size: n/a )
1.
2.
3. Hydrophytic
4, Vegetation
4] = Total Cover Present? Yes Ne X

Remarks: {Include photo nuniters here or on a separate sheet.)
The hydrophytic vegetation critetion |s not met. This data point Is located within a black walnut grove adjacent to the wettand.

US Army Carps of Engineers

T-8 DP-15

Midwest Region - Version 2.0




SO,

Sampling Point:

T-8 DP-15 (upl)

Proflle Descrlption: {Describe to the depth needed 1o document the indicater or confirm the absence of indicators.)

! Type: C=Congenlration, D=Depietion, RM=Reduced Matrix, C8=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.

FEPETEEETE

Depth Mafrix Redox Features

{inches) Golor {moist) _ % _Color (malst) % Type!  Lac® Texiura Remarks
0-18 10YR 32 dog - slity clay disturbed soil - sandy loam with
18-20 2.5Y7/2 100 - sandy leam gravel iragl ts

2 Lacation: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix

Hydrle Soil Indicaters:

| Histosol {A1)

| Hislic Epipedon (A2}

| Black Histic (A3)

| Hydrogen Sulitde (Ad)

| Siratified Layers {A5)

| 2cm Much (A10}

| Depleted Balow Dark Surface (AT1)
| Thick Dark Surface {A12)

| Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4}
Sandy Redox (S5)
Stripped Matrix (56}
Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1)
Loary Gleyed Matrix (F2}
Depleted Malrix {F3)
Redox Dark Surface (F6)
Depleted Dark Surface (F7)
Redox Depressions {F8)

Indlcators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:

Goast Prairie Redox (A18] {LRR,K,L,R)
Bark Surface {S7) (LRR,K,L}

5 crm mucky peat or peat (33} (LAR,K,L)
Irorn-Marnganese Masses (F12) (LRA,K,L,R)
Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)

Other (Explain In Remarks}

* ndicators of hydrephytic vegetation and wetland
hydrotogy must be present, unless disturbed or
probiematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type: none

Depth {inches): n/a

Hydrle Soll Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

The hydric soil criterion is not met. This is a disturbed soil - sandy loam with gravel fragments present In the lower horizon.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; chock all that apsly)

Surface Water (A1) Waler-Stained Leaves (BS)

High Water Table (A2) Aqguatic Fauna (B13)

Saturation (A3} True Aquatic Plants (B14)

Water Marks (B1)} Hydrogen Suifide Odor (C1)

Sediment Deposits (BR) Cxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots {C3}
Drift Deposits {83) Presence of Reduced Iron {C4)

Algal Mat or Crust (B4} Recent Iron Reduction in Tiled Soils (C6)
fron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7)

Inundation Visible on Aerlal Imagery (87} Gauge or Well Data (D8)

| Sparsely Vegelated Concave Surface (B8} Other (Explain In Remarks}

Secondary Indicators fminimurn of two required)
Surface Soil Cracks (B6)
Drainage Patterns (B10}
Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
Crayfish Burrows {C8)
Salturation Visible on Aerial imagery {C8)
Stunted or Stressed Plants (01)
Geomorphic Pasition (D2)
FAC-Meutral Test (D5)

Field Chservations:

Surface Water Prasent? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):
Saluralion Present? Yes Na X Depth (inchas):

(includes capiflary fringe}

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes

No

Dascrlbe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aeriat photos, previous inspections), it available:
WWI Map, NRCS Soils Map, aerials, AHPS Precipitation data, Milwaukee County WETS tabfe

Remarks: No wetland hydrology indicators present.

US Army Corps of Engineers T-8 DP-15

Midwest Regicn - Version 2.0




WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

Project/Site:  Southbraok Church City/County: Franklin, Milwaukee Samgling Date: July 24, 2012
ApplicantGwner: Southbraok Church State: wi Sampling Point: T-8 DP-16 {wtd}
Investigator{s): Heather Patti & Tina Myers Section, Township, Range: NE 1/4 Sec 18, TSN, R21E
Landform {hillstope, terrace, ets.): depression Locat relief {concave, convesx, none}: concave
Slape (%) 0% Lat: See Figure 2 Long: See Figure 2 Catum: See Figure 2
Sall Map Unlt Name: Houghton muck {Ht), 0-2% slopes WWI Classification; E2K
Are cllmatic / hydrolegic conditions an the site typical for this time of year? Yes Nao *X (if no, explain in Aemarks}
Are Vegetation No Sail No __or Hydrology No__ slgnificartly disturbed? Are "Normal Clreumstances” present? Yes__ X No
Are Vegetation No Sail **Yes or Hydrology **Yes naturally problematic? {if needed, explain any answers in Remarks)
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS -- Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, ste.
Hydrophytlc Vegetation Present? Yes__ X No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No withln a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydralogy Present? Yes X No If yes, apticnal welland site 1D: W-4
Remarks: *4-6 inches below average precipitation - drought conditions
*Proient soll - Mollisol ** This is a depresslonal wettand with seasanal wetland hydrology.
VEGETATION - Use scientific names for plants. Sampling Point: T-8 DP-16 (wid)
Absolute % Dominant Indicator .
Tree Stratum (Flot size: n/a j Cover Species Status Bominance Test Warkshest:
Number of Bominant Species
1. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A}
2.
3. Total Number of Dominant
4. Species Across Al Strata: 1 (B}
5.
8. Percent of Dominant Species
7. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100% (A/B)
0 = Total Gover
Prevalence Index Worksheet:
Taotal % Cover oft Multiply by:
OBL spedies x1=
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Flot size: nia} FAGCW species X2=
1. FAC species %3=
2. FACU species X4 =
3. UPL species b=
4. Column Totals: (A} (B}
5.
6, Prevalence Index B/A =
7.
0 = Total Cover Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
X Rapld Test for Hydrophytle Vegetation
Dominance Test Is >50%
Pravalence Index is s 3.0'
Herb Stratum (Plot size:  §'R ) Morphcloglcal Adaptations’ {Provide supperting
1. Phalaris arundinacea 100 Y FACW data in Remarks or on separate shest)
2. Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' {Explain}
3.
4,
5. " indicators of hydric ol and wetland hydrology raust
6. be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
7.
8.
9.
10.
1.
12.
13.
14.
100 = Tetal Cover
Woody Ving Stratum (Plot slze: n/a }
1
2.
3. Hydrophytic
4 Vegetation
a = Total Cover Present? Yes X No
Remarks: {Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
The hydrophytlc vegetation criterion is met. This is a fresh (wet) meadow plant communily - monotyplc reed canay grass.

US Army Corps of Engineers

Midwest Region - Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Point:

T.8 DP-16 (wtd)

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

ERRRNRRERN

' Typs: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coaled Sand Grains.

NRRRERRRRRY

Depth Mairix Redox Features

{inches} Colot {moist) _ % _ Color (moist % Typa' Loc® axture Remarks
0-18 10YR 2/1 100 10YR 5/8 2 c PL silty clay oxyldlzed roots at 3"
1822 10YR 51 90 10YR 58 10 [ silty clay

? Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix

Hydrle Solil Indicators:

2 o Much (A10}

Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
| X_Thick Dark Surface (A12)

| Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)

Depisted Malrix (F3)

X Redox Dark Surface (F6)
Depisted Dark Surface (F7)
Redox Depressions (F8)

| Histosal (A1} Sandy Gleyed Malrix (S4)

| Histic Epipedon (A2) Sandy Redax (S5}

| Black Histlc (A3} Siripped Matrix {36}

| Hydrogen Sulfide (Ad) Loarmy Mucky Mineral {F1)
| Stratified Layers {AS) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2}

1]

Indicators for Prablematic Hydric Soils®

Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR,K,L,R)
Dark Surface (§7) {LRR,K,L)

5 cm mucky peat or peat (83) (LAR,K,L}
iren-Manganese Masses (F12} (LRR,K,L,R)
Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)

Other (Explain In Remarks)

® Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and welland
hydrclogy must be present, uniess disturbed ar
problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type: none

Depth (Inches): n/a

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No

Remarks: The hydric soll criterion is met. This is a problem soll - mollisoi.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indlcators:
Primary Indicators {minimum of one is required; checic all that apply)

| Surface Waier (A1) Water-Stained Leaves (B)

| High Waler Table {A2) Agquatic Fauna (B13)

Saturation (A3} True Aquatic Plants (B14)

Water Marks (Bt} Hydrogen Sulfide Odar (C1)

Sediment Daposits (B2} X __ Oxldized Rhizospheres on Living Roots {C3)
Drift Deposlts (83) Presence of Reduced Iror {C4)

Algai Mat or Crust (B4) Recent lron Reduction In THed Solis (C6)
Iron Deposits {B5) Thin Muck Surface {G7)

| inundation Vislble on Aerfal Imagery (B7} Gauge or Well Dala (D8)

| Sparsely Vegelated Concave Surface (B8) COther (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indlcators (minimum of two reguired)

Surface Soit Cracks (B6)
Drainage Patterns {B10}
Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
Crayfish Burrows {C8}
Saturation Visible on Aerlal Imagery (C8)
Stunted or Stressed Plants {01}

X Geomorphic Position (B2}

X FAG-Neutral Test (D)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No_ X Degth {inches):
Waler Table Present? Yes No_ X Degpth (inches}:
Saturation Pregent? Yes No_ X Depth {inches}:

{includes capillary fringe}

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring welt, aerlal photos, previous inspecticns), if avallable:
WWI Map, NRCS Soils Map, aerials, AHPS Precipilation data, Milwaukee County WETS table

Remarks: The wetland hydrology criterion is mel.

US Army Corps of Engineers T-8 BP-186

Midwest Region - Version 2.0
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CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP No.

BEING A RE—-DIVISION OF ALL OF REMNANT LOT 2 OF CSM NO. 6613, ALl OF CSM NO, 7317 AND
VACATED W. ALLWOOD DR., ALL BEING A PART OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF
SECTION 18, TOWNSHIP 5 NORTH, RANGE 21 EAST, CITY OF FRANKLIN, MILWAUKEE COUNTY, WISCONSIN
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CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP No.

BEING A RE-DIVISION OF ALL OF REMNANT LOT 2 OF CSM ND. 6613, ALL OF CSM NO. 7317 AND
VACATED W, ALLWOOD DR., ALL BEING A PART OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF
SECTION 18, TOWNSHIP 5 NORTH, RANGE 21 EAST, CITY OF FRANKLIN, MILWAUKEE COUNTY, WISCONSIN

CONSERVANCY EASEMENT LINE TABLE
LINE NO.| BEARING | DISTANCE LNE NC.| BEARING | DISTANCE
L1 | s7e4s’20E | s6.04' L37 | NOOMT7IEW | 11473
L2 | N450C'31"E | 22417 L38 | NO1*46'58™W | 111.55'
L3 | N163142°E | 49.88' L3g | NB21021"W | 33.59'
L4 | N30s1M47E | 4368 L4¢ |nos4's7T™W | 2110
15 | M739M3E | 314 41 | Nsi4stosw ! 1377
L6 |NO529'40"E| 28.29' L42 | NO3“42'49"W | 10.80°
17 | Mis3a20E | 3s.84° L43 | NB947'51"W ! 52.85'
L8 | M2720'57E | 23.94' L44 |N7534°38"W : 54.90°
L9 | N34ogi4e | 2877 L45 | see'0B12°W | 54.99°
L10 | nNs2:27'57°E | 3B.89° 146 | NBB29'26"W | 157.32'
L11 | Ne74e't4*s | 3003 L47 | S1844M4"E | 20.85'
112 | N3405'43"E | 45.20° L48 | s1741'e8"w | 5474
113 | N4795297E | 43.32° 148 | s3857ME"W | 53347
L14 | se74238E | 2548 L50 | s83'20'52"W | 36.05'
L15 | s417a0as"e | 39.04' L& | S86°39'45™W | 66.83'
L6 | S1153407E | 42.90° 152 | s4559'03"w | 55.53
L17 |S6420°3"E [ 20.24° 153 | s7704'04"W | 17.73'
L18 | s4040'41" | 71.25' 154 | NB737'36"W | 32.06"
L1e | sozvrere | 706890 155 | Ns1273eW | 31440
120 | s74'56'S5"E | 14.32' L56 | N2824'04"W |  44.01"
L21 | N6126°21°E | 3113 157 | Ne3Badzw | 33.57
L2z [Noz12'40"w | 133.84° 158 | NooDg'sS"W | 18.85'
23 |N3s27adw | 3873 Ls9 | Neo'02'44"w | 30.08'
L24 | NO495M7°E | 109.55' L60 | nBB20'34"W | 46.79'
25 |N30M53E'W | #1.33 L61 | smaozos™w | 44.68'
L26 |[ssoo32s™w | 15.59" L6z | s4949'10"w | 146.08'
127 |NB4'55'44"W | 18.93' L63 | N47'53'33"w | 100.00'
L28  |N4gsase"w | 33.00° Ls4 | s4z06'27°W | 287.00°
L29  |[N2B1345"W | 11.49' L65 |N47'53'33"w | 159.58'
L30  |NOG3231"w | 28.24' L66 | NOOZ4'05"W | 250.48'
L3 NO&'02'16"E 39.47' ‘“‘““ggg“ P “ﬂ#
L32 |N44s4'28°E | 8383 S CON &,
é‘&\ %b
L33  |N2334'45°E | 20.12' E a
F /o wome )\ 3%
L34 - E) H A 1 oy g .
NETZI'D4"E | 47.45 Ff R} 2
L35 | NO33845"E | 22,31 E PN 5—2461 ExS
- ¢ N WALKESHA, & F-3
L36 |N62'49'S6"E | 39.01' £ LAY
PN
%, N
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DATED THMIS ______ DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2015 T
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CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP No.

BEING A RE~DIVISION OF ALL OF REMNANT LOT 2 OF CSM NO, 6813, ALL OF CSM NO, 7317 AND
VACATED W. ALLWOOD DR., ALL BEING A PART OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF
SECTION 18, TOWNSHIP 5 NORTH, RANGE 2t EAST, CITY OF FRANKLIN, MILWAUKEE COUNTY, WISCONSIN
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CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP No.

BEING A RE~DIVISION OF ALL OF REMNANT LOT 2 OF CSM NO. 6613, ALL OF CSM NO. 7317 AND
VACATED W. ALLWOOD DR., ALL BEING A PART OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF
SECTION 18, TOWNSHIP 5 NORTH, RANGE 21 EAST, CITY OF FRANKLIN, MILWAUKEE COUNTY, WISCONSIN

WETLAND LINE TABLE

LINE NO.| BEARING | DISTANCE | [LINE NO.| BEARING | DISTANGE | |LNE NO.| BEARING  DISTANCE
L67 | N29°D1'567E | 5817 L1061 | SO907'40"W | 52.58" L1289 | NB2B4'47"S | 3473
L68 | N0g4'1a"W | 2813 Lioz | s5758'46"w | 16.07 L1130 | N3139'31°E | 25.87"
169 | s77i2'52'w | 26.18' L103 | s3418'49"W | 37.53 131 | S8802'06"E | 37.62'
L70 | S3757'57"W | 51.48' L104 | N67'51'49"W | 2451 1132 | N75°35'13°E | 2343
L7t | N8s1343"E | 29.27' L105 | $4845117"W | 56,97 L133 | N8s27'26"t | B5.80'
172 | NZ1O7H"E | 58.97 L1o6 | ss71310°w | 59.36" U134 | STOB407E | 56.31
173 | NI3SB44"E | 28.72' L107 | saz40'1e"w | 3821 L135 | S1B1414°E | 14.32
L74 | N3O'B1M4"E | 42.62' L1108 | sBe3217°w | 2852 L136 | so131'26"w | 66.00"
L75 | Nize#'s7E | eo.3¢ 1169 | N3g40'58"W | 55.00 L137 | s4344'45™w | 25.41°
L76 | N2720'57"E | 25.49' LG | No2B4CI"W | 26.42' L1138 | soz47'38's | 2820
L77 | N3409"4"E | 22.15' L1 | N1446'01°E | 24.39° L1389 | N8316'32°W | 5345
L78 NB048147E | 6431 L112 | N2809'31"W | 29.82' L140 | S60°03'28"W | 17.47'
L79 | N3405'43"E | 78.96' L1133 | N72'50'02"W | 25.35' 14 | N4o'5458"W | 22.92'
L8O | S414045"E | 23.29° L114 | N51M6°00"W | 18.29° L142 | NOB'02'16"E | 40.81’
L81 | SO649'43"E | 29.01" L1185 | Noo24'05"W | 47.24° L143 | N44OZ'36'E | 60.59'
L82 ! S2845'55E | 26.48' L6 | si7saaw | 42.04' L144 | N2334457E | 21.37
L83 | S6420'39"E | 2353 L117 | S36'57°16"W | 33.56' L145 | NG721'04"E | 20.58"
LB4 | S4040'35"E | 54.38' L1138 | 58320'52"W | 11.66' L146 | 56848'01°E | 31.84'
185 | S0426'57"E | B0.77" L119 | N54'3517"W | 29.06'
L86 | $7248'07"E | 47.23' 120 | NO4YT53"W | 12.00°
L87 | N6126'21"E | 23.84' L2 | Ns23020"w | &5
188 | s20'53'38"E | 68.19 22 | st203'i0"W | 3057
Lss | sies7asE | 21.16 L123 | $76°40°43"W | 52.30"
Lso | so7s9'05"E | 35.93' Li2¢ | s4s22'01"W | 54,97
L91 | S144036™W | 21.11° L1258 | N6737'36"W | 3083
192 | soe#1'07"E | 76.81" L126 | N28'B2'35"W | 57.27
L3 | siso3n1w | 3862 L127 | N63'54'42"W | 24,00
LS4 | S40738'34™W | 33.30' L128 | N17'20'25%E | 23.30°
L85 | SE541'50"W | 45.64'
L6 | stsor'ss"w | 52.92'
197 | NB4'29'34"W | 37.61"
L98 | s7127'21"W | 35.24' @‘\§g€8%?fg’%ﬁ
L9 | ssor2s'se"w | 2421 §\\\ et/ 4'.%
100 | sc842'347E | 19.70° ] JOHN P. Y

3 KONOQPACK| z
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DATED THIS DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2015 R

THIS INSTRUMENT WAS DRAFTED BY JOHN P. KONOPACKI, S—2461
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CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP No.

BEING A RE-DIVISION OF ALL OF REMNANT LOT 2 OF CSM NO. 8613, ALL OF CSM NO., 7317 AND
VACATED W. ALLWOOD DR., ALL BEING A PART OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF
SECTION 18, TOWNSHIP 5 NORTH, RANGE 21 EAST, CITY OF FRANKLIN, MILWAUKEE COUNTY, WISCONSIN
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CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP No.

BEING A RE-DIVISION OF ALL OF REMNANT LOT 2 OF CSM NO. 6613, ALL OF CSM NO. 7317 AND

VACATED W. ALLWOOD DR., ALL BEING A PART OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF

SECTION 18, TOWNSHIP 5 NORTH, RANGE 21 EAST, CITY OF FRANKLIN, MILWAUKEE COUNTY, WISCONSIN
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CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP No.

BEING A RE-DIVISION QOF ALL OF REMNANT LOT 2 OF CSM NO. 6613, ALL OF CSM NO. 7317 AND
VACATED W. ALLWOOD DR., ALL BEING A PART OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 CF
SECTION 18, TOWNSHIP 5 NORTH, RANGE 21 EAST, CITY OF FRANKLIN, MILWAUKEE COUNTY, WMISCONSIN

SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE

State of Wisconsin )
)88
County of Milwaukee )

I, John P. Konopacki, Professional Land Surveyor, do hereby certify that [ have surveyed, divided, mapped and
dedicated a re-division of all of remnant Lot 2 of Certified Survey Map Ne. 6613, recorded in Reel 4475, lmage 2603 to
2608, Document No. 7666018 in the Milwaukee County Register of Deeds Office for Certitied Survey Maps and afl of
Certified Survey Map No. 7317, recorded in Reel 5705, Image 5433 to 5435, Document No. 8673112 in the Milwaukee
County Register of Deeds Office tor Certified Survey Maps and vacated West Allwood Drive, all being a part of the
Northeast 1/4 of the Northeast 1/4 of Section 18, Township 5 North, Range 21 East, City of Franklin, Milwaukee
County, Wisconsin, bounded and described as follows:

Beginning at the northeast corner of the Northeast 1/4 of said Section 18; thence South 00°24'33" East along east line of
said Certified Survey Map No. 7317 and then along the east line of said Lot 2, 1082.81 feet to the southeast line of said
Lot 2; thence South 37°37'55" West along said southeast line of said Lot 2, 317.88 feet to the southeast line ot said Lot 2;
thence North 47°53"33" West along said scuthwest line, 978.60 feet; thence North 42°06'27" East along said southwest
{ine, 330,00 feet; thence MNorth 47°53"33" West along said southwest line, [98.00 feet; thence Scuth 42°0627" West along
said southwest ling, 330,00 feet; thence North 47°53'33" West along said northeast right of way line, 149.95 feet to the
aforesaid southwest line; thence North 42°06'27" East along said southwest ling, 362,00 feet; thence North 47°53'33" West
along said southwest line, 100.00 feet; thence South 42°06'27" West along said southwest line, 362.00 feet; thence Notth
47°53'33" West along said southwest line, 100.00 feet to the west line of said Lot 2; thence North 00°24'05" West along
said west line, 338.65 feet to the north line of said Northeast 1/4; thence South 88°47'56" East along said north line,
1321.44 feet to the point of beginning.

Containing in ali 1,079,20 square feet (24.7752 acres) gross and 997,584 square feet (22.9014 acres} net of land, more or
less. Dedicating 81,626 square feet (1,8739 acres) of land, more or less, for public right of way purposes as graphically
shown on this maps.

The right of way for West Allwood Drive has been vacated by the City of Franklin Resolution No, , 38
recorded in the Register of Deeds for Milwaukee County as Docurent No, .

All subject to easements and restrictions of record and poetential future road widening and government restrictions, if any.

That I have made such survey, land division, right of way dedication and map by the direction of Southbreok Church, Inc.
owner of said land.

That such map is a correct representation of all exterior boundaries and the land surveyed and the land division thereof and
the right of way dedication made,

That 1 have fufly complied with the provisions of Chapter 236 of the Wisconsin Statutes and Division 15-7.0700 of the
City of Franklin Unified Development Ordinance in surveying, dividing, mapping and dedicating the same.

DATED THIS DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2015 VICINITY MAP

John P. Konopacki, P.L.S,
Professional Land Surveyor, S-2461
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CERTIFIED SURVEY MAFP No.

BEING A RE—DIVISION OF ALL OF REMNANT LOT 2 OF CSM NO. 6613, ALL OF CSM NO. 7317 AND
VACATED W. ALLWOOD DR., ALL BEING A PART OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF
SECTION 18, TOWNSHIP 5 NORTH, RANGE 21 EAST, CITY OF FRANKLIN, MILWAUKEE COUNTY, WISCONSIN

CORPORATE OWNER'S CERTIFICATE

Southbrook Church, Ine., a Wisconsin Corporation and existing under and by virtue of the Laws of the State of
Wisconsin, as owner, certifies that said corporation caused the land described on this map, to be surveyed, divided,
mepped and dedicated as represented on this map, in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 236 of the Wisconsin
State Statutes and Division 15-7.0700 of the City of Franklin Unified Development Ordinance,

Southbrook Church, Inc, a Wisconsin Corporation:

State of )
) S8
County )
Personally came before me this day of , 2015, the above named
, and s , of the above named corporation, to me

known to be such , and of said curporatmn and acknowledged that they
executed the foregoing instrument as such officers as the deed of said corporation by its authority.

Notary Public, County,

My Commission Expires

CITY OF FRANKLIN COMMON COUNCIL APPROVAL

This Certified Survey Map is hercby approved by the Common Council of the City of Franklin, on this day of
, 2015,

By: Date:
Stephen Clson, Mayor

By: Date:
Sandra L. Wesclowski, City Clerk
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DATED THIS ______ DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2015
THIS INSTRUMENT WAS DRAFTED BY JOHN P. KONCPACKI, S5—2461 SHEET 9 OF 9




CONSERVATION EASEMENT

Southbrook Church

This Conservation easement is made by and between the CITY OF FRANKLIN, a municipal corporation of the State
of Wisconsin, hereinafter referred to as “Grantee,” and Southbrook Church, Ingc., a Wisconsin Corporation, hereinafter
referred to as “Grantor,” and shall become effective upon the recording of this Grant of Conservation Easemeut, together with
the Acceptance following, with the Office of the Register of Deeds for Milwaukee County, pursuant to §700.40(2)(h) of the
Wisconsin Statutes.

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, Grantor is the owner in fee simple of certain real property, located within the City of Franklin,
Milwaukee County, Wisconsin, Northeast 1/4 of the Northeast % of Section 18, Township 5 North, Range 21 East, described
in Exhibit A attached hereto and hereby made a part hereof (protected property); and

WHEREAS, the Grantor desires and intends that the natural elements and the ecological and aesthetic values of the
protected property including, without limitation, mature woodlands, wetland buffers, and wetlands, and refer to Natural
Resource Protection Plan by JSD Professional Services, Inc., dated January 23, 2015, with all applicable revision dates,
which is located in the office of the Department of City Development, be preserved and maintained by the continuation of
land use that will not interfere with or substantially disrupt the natural elements or the workings of natural systems, except for
construction by the City of Franklin of a future 10-foot wide (maximum) pedestrian walking path at a mutually agreed to
location; and

WHEREAS, Grantee is a “holder”, as contemplated by §700.41{1)(b)1. of the Wisconsin Statutes, whose purposes
include, while exercising regulatory authority granted to it, inter afia, under §62.23 and §236.45 of the Wisconsin Statutes,
the conservation of land, natural areas, open space, and water areas; and

WHEREAS, the Grantor and Grantee, by the conveyance to the Grantee of the conservation easement on, over, and
across the protected property, desire to conserve the natural values thereof and prevent the use or development of the
protected property for any purpose or in any manner inconsistent with the terms of this conservation easement; and

WHEREAS, the Grantee is willing to accept this conservation easement subject to the reservations and to the
covenants, terms, conditions, and restrictions set out herein and imposed hereby;

NOW, THEREFORE, the Grantor, for and in consideration of the foregoing recitations and of the mutual covenants,
terms, conditions, and restrictions subsequently contained, and as an absolute and unconditional dedication, does hereby grant
and convey unto the Grantee a conservation easement in perpetuity on, over, and across the protected property.

Grantee’s rights hereunder shall consist solely of the following:

1. To view the protected property in its natural, scenic, and open condition;

2. To enforce by proceeding at law or in equity the covenants subsequently set forth, including, and in addition to all other
enforcement proceedings, proceedings to obtain all penalties and remedies set forth under Division 15-9,0500 of the
Unified Development Ordinance of the City of Franklin, as amended from time to time, any violation of the covenants
subsequently set forth being and constituting a viclation of such Unified Development Ordinance, as amended from time
to time, or such local applicable ordinance as may be later adopted or in effect to enforce such covenants or the purposes
for which they are made, it being agreed that there shall be no waiver or forfeiture of the Grantee’s right to insure
compliance with the covenants and conditions of this grant by reason of any prior failure to act; and

3, To enter the protected property at all reasonable times for the purpose of inspecting the protected property to determine if
the Grantor is complying with the covenants and conditions of this grant.

And in furtherance of the foregoing affirmative rights of the Grantee, the Grantor makes the following covenants which shall
run with and bind the protected property in perpetuity, namely, that, on, over, or across the protected property, the Grantor,
without the prior consent of the Grantee, shall not:
1. Construct or place buildings or any structure;




3.
6.

Construct or make any improvements, unless, notwithstanding Covenant 1 above, the improvement is specifically and
previously approved by the Common Council of the City of Franklin, upon the advice of such other persons, entities, and
agencies as it may elect; such fmprovements as may be so approved being intended to enhance the resource value of the
protected property to the environment or the public and including, but not limited to animai and bird feeding stations,
park benches, the removal of animal blockage of natural drainage or other occurring blockage of natural drainage, and the
like;

Fxcavate, dredge, grade, mine, drill, or change the topography of the land or its natural condition in any manner,
including any cutting or removal of vegetation, except for the removal of dead or diseased trees;

Conduct any filling, dumping, or depositing of any material whatsoever, including, but not fimited to soil, yard waste, or
other landscape materials, ashes, garbage, or debris;

Plant any vegetation not native to the protected property or not typical wetland vegetation;

Operate snowmobiles, dune buggies, motorcycles, all-terrain vehicles or any other types of motorized vehicles,

To have and to hold this conservation easement unto the Grantee forever. Except as expressly limited herein, the Grantor
reserves all rights as owner of the protected property, including, but not limited to, the right to use the protected property for
all purposes not inconsistent with this grant. Grantor shall be responsibie for the payment of ali general property taxes levied,
assessed, or accruing against the protected property pursuant to law.

The covenants, terms, conditions, and resirictions set forth in this grant shall be binding upon the Grantor and the Grantee and
their respective agents, personal representatives, heirs, successors, and assigns, and shall constitute servitudes running with
the protected property in perpetuity. This grant may not be amended, except by a writing executed and delivered by Grantor
and Grantee ot their respective personal representatives, heirs, successors, and assigns. Notices to the patties shall be
personally delivered or mailed by U.S. Maii registered mail, return receipt requested, as follows:

To Grantor: To Grantee:
Southbrook Church, Inc. City of Franklin
11010 W. St. Martins Road Office of the City Clerk
Franklin, WI 353132 9229 W. Loomis Road
Franklin, Wisconsin53132
In witness whereof, the grantor has set its hand and seals this on this date of ,20

Southbrook Church, Inc.

By:
STATE OF WISCONSIN }
} ss
COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE }
This instrument was acknowledged before me on the day of ,AD 20 Dby

Southbrook Church, Tnc.

To me known to be the person(s) who executed the foregoing Easement and acknowiedged the same as the voluntary act and
deed of said corporation.

Notary Public

My corission expires




Acceptance

The undersigned does hereby consent to and accepts the Conservation Fasement granted and conveyed to it under and
pursuant to the foregoing Grant of Conservation Easement. In consideration of the making of such Grant Of Conservation
Easement, the undersigned agrees that this acceptance shall be binding upon the undersigned and its successors and assigns
and that the restrictions imposed upon the protected property may only be released or waived in writing by the Common
Council of the City of Franklin, as contemplated by §236.293 of the Wisconsin Statutes.

In witness whereof, the undersigned has executed and delivered this acceptance on the day of ,
AD20_ .
CITY OF FRANK{IN
By:
Stephen R. Olson, Mayor
By:
Sandra L. Wesolowski, City Clerk
STATE OF WISCONSIN }
} ss
COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE }
Personally came before me this day of , AD. 20, the above named Stephen R.

Olson, Mayor and Sandra I, Wesolowski, City Clerk, of the above named municipal corporation, City of Franklin, to me

known to be such Mayor and City Clerk of said municipal corporation, and acknowledged that they executed the foregoing

instrument as such officers as the Deed of said municipal corporation by its authority and pursuant to Resotution No.
, adopted by its Common Council on the day of ;20 .

Notary Public

My commission expires

This instrument was drafted by the City of Franklin.

Approved as to contents:

Nicholas Fuchs, Senior Planner Date
Department of City Development

Approved as to form only:

Jesse A. Wesolowski Date
City Attorney



EXHIBIT A
EASEMENT DESCRIPTION MAP

GRANTEE: CITY OF FRANKLIN GRANTOR: SOUTHBROOK CHURCH, INC.
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK 11010 W. ST. MARTINS ROAD
9229 W. LOOMIS ROAD FRANKLIN, Wl 53132

FRANKLIN, W 353132

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

A permanent conservation easement which crosses a part of the grantor's property located in the Northeast 1/4 of the
Northeast 1/4 of Section 18, Township 5 North, Range 21 East, City of Franklin, Milwaukee County, Wisconsin,
bounded and described as follows:

Beginning at the Northeast comer of the Northeast 1/4 of said Section 18; thence South 00°24'53" East along the East line
of said Northeast 1/4 also being the East line of Lot 2 of Certified Survey Map(CSM) #6613 as recorded with the
Milwaukee County Register of Deeds,1082.81 fect; thence South 37°37'55" West along the East line of said Lot 2, 252.68
feet to a point on the north right of way line of W, St, Martins Road, thence North 47°53'33" West along said north right
of way line, 480.59 feet; thence South 76°46'20" East, 56.04 feet; thence North 45° 00'31" East, 22.17 feet; thence North
16°31'42" East, 49.88 feet; thence North 30°51'14" East, 43.68 feet; thence North 17°29'13" East, 31.41 fect; thence North
05°29'40" East, 28,29 feet; thence North 15°34'20" East, 35.84 feet; thence North 27°20'57" East, 23.94 feet; thence North
34°09'14: East, 28.77 feet; thence North 52°27'57" East, 38,69 feet; thence North §7°49'14" East, 30.03 feet; thence North
34°05'43" East, 45.20 feet; thence North 47°15'29" East, 43.32 feet; thenes South 87°12'38" East, 25.18 feet; thence South
41°40'45" East, 39.04 feet; thence Soutk 11°53'40" East, 42.90 feet; thence South 64°20'39" East, 20.24 feet; thence South
40°40'41" East, 71.25 feet; thence South 03°11127" East, 70.69 feet; thence South 74°56'55" East, 14.32 feet; thence North
6192621" East, 31.13 feet; thence North 02°12'40" West, 133.64 feet; thence North 35°27'44" West, 36.73 feet; thence
North 04°15'1 7" East, 109.55 feet; thence North 30°15'36" West, 41.33 feet; thence South 60°03'29" West, 15.59 feet;
thence North 84°55'44" West, 18,93 feet; thence North 49°54'S8" West, 33,09 feet; thence North 28°13'45" West, 11.49
feet; thence North (6°323 1" West, 28.24 feet; thence North 06°02'16" East, 39.47 feet; thence North 44°54'28" East, 63.83
feet; thence North 23°34'45" East, 29.12 feot; thence North 67°21'04" East, 4743 feet; thence Nosth 03°38'45" Bast, 22.31
feet; thence North 62°49756" East, 39.01 feet; thence North 006°17'19" West, 114.73 fect; thence North 01°46'58" West,
111.55 feet; thence North 82°10'21" West, 33.6% feet; thence North 05°40'57" West, 21.10 feet; thence North B1°46'03"
West, [3.77 feet; thence North 03°42'49" West, 10.80 feet; thence North 89°47'5[" West, 52.65 feet; thence North
75°34'38" West, 54.90 feet; thence South, 89°08'12" West, 54.99 feet; thence North 88°29'26" West, 157.32 feet; thence
South 18°14'14" East, 20,85 feet; thence South 17°41'48" West, 54.74 feet; thence South 36°57'16" West, 53.34 feet;
thence South 83° 20'52™ West, 36,05 feet; thence South 86°39'45" West, 66.83 feet; thence South 45° 59'03" West, 55,53
feet; thence South 77°04'04" Weat, 17.73 fect; thenee North 67°37'36" West, 32.06 fect; thence North 51°27'39" West,
31.14 feet; thence North 28°24'04" West, 44.01 feet; thence North 63°54'42" West, 33.57 feet; thence North 00°09'55"
West, 18.65 feet; thence North 60°02'44" West, 30.98 feet; thence North 86°20'34" West, 46.79 feet; thence South
58°03'06" West, 44.68 feet; thence South 49°19'10" West, 146.06 feet to the Northeast corner of Lot | of said Cestified
Survey Map #6613; thence North 47°53'33" West along the North line of said Lot 1, 100.00 feet fo the Northwest corner
of said Lot 1; thence South 42°0627" West along the West tine of said Lot 1, 297.00 feet to a point on the north right of
way line of W, St. Martins Road; thence North 47°53'33" West along said north right of way line, 159.58 feet to a point on
the West line of said Lot 2; thence North 00°24'05” West atong said West line of said Lot 2, 250.48 feet to a poiat on the
North line of said Northeast 1/4, also being the North line of said Lot 2; thence South 88°47'56" East along said North line,
1321.44 feet to the peint of beginning.

Confaining in afl 422,712 sguare feet (9.7041 acres} of land, more or less.

PREPARED BY:
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GRANTEE: CITY OF FRANKLIN

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
9229 W. LOOMIS ROAD
FRANKLIN, Wt 53132

CONSERVANCY EASEMENT
DETAIL SHEET

MILWALIKEE REGIONAL OFFICE
N22 W22331 NANCY'S COURT SUITE 3
VAUKESHA, WiSCONSIN 53186
262.512.0606 PHONE J 262.514,1232 FAX

EXHIBIT A

EASEMENT DESCRIPTION MAP

GRANTOR: SOUTHBROOK CHURCH, INC.
11010 W. ST. MARTINS ROAD
FRANKLIN, W 53132
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GRANTEE: CITY OF FRANKLIN
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
9229 W. LOOMIS ROAD
FRANKLIN, W 53132

EXHIBIT A
EASEMENT DESCRIPTION MAP

GRANTOR: SOUTHBROOK CHURCH, INC.

11010 W. ST. MARTINS ROAD

FRANKLIN, W 53132

CONSERVANCY EASEMENT LINE TABLES

LINE TABLE LINE TABLE

LINE NC.| BEARING | DISTANCE LINE NO.| BEARING | DISTANCE
Lt S76'46'20"E | 56.04° L37 | NOO17197W | 11473
L2 N4500'31"E | 2217 L38 | NO1'46'58"W | 111.55°
L3 N16'31'42"E | 49.88' L33 | N82110'21°W | 33.89°
L4 N30'51M147E | 43.68' L40 | NO540'57"W | 2110
L5 N17°39"13%E | 31.41° 41 [ N81v46'03"W | 1377
L6 NOS20'407E | 28.29' L42 | NOF42'40"W | 10.80'
L7 N1534'20"E | 35.84' L43 | N89'47'51"W | 52.65'
La N2720'57°E | 23.94' L44 | N7534°38"W | 54.90°
L9 N3409"14"E | 2877 L45 | sB90812"W | 54.99°
1o | N5227'57°E| 38.69" L46 | NBB29'26"W | 157.32
L1 N67*49"14"E | 30.03' L47 S181414°E | 20.85'
L12 | N340543°E| 45.20° L48 | S17°41'48"W | 54.74
L13 | N4715'20°E | 43.32' L49 | S36'57168"W | 53.34'
L14 | SB742'38"E | 25.18' L50 | SB3'20'52"W | 36.05"
LI5 | S41°40'45°E | 39,04’ L51 | S86°3%'45"W | 66.8%
L16 | S11'53'40"E | 42.90° L52 | 545'58'03"W | 55.53
L17 | SB420'39"E | 20.24' L3 |s77os'04w | 17.73
L1B | S4040'M"E | 7125 L54 | N6737'36"W | 32.06'
L1¢ | so311’27"E | 70.89' L85 | N5127'39"w | 3114
L20 | S7T4'58'B5"E | 14.32 L56 | N28'24'04"W | 44,01
L21 | N6126'21E | 3113 L57 | NB3'54'42°W | 3357
L22  |NO2112'40°W [ 133.64' L8 | NoO'09'55"W | 18.85"
L23  |N35727'44°W | 38.73 L59 | NBOD2'44"W | 30.98'
L24 | NO41517°E | 108,55 LBO | N88&'20°34"W | 46.79'
125 |N3015'36"W | 41.33 L61 | S58'03'06"W | 44.88°
L26 |[sBOO3'20"W | 15.59 162 | S481910"W | 148.08°
127  |N8455'44°W | 18.93 L83 | N4753'33"w | 100.00°
L28  |N4954'58"W | 33.09' L64 | s4206'27"W | 207.00
L29  [N2B13'45"W | 11.49° L85 | N4753'33'W | 159.58"
L30  [NOB32'31"W | 28.24' L66 | NOO'24'05"W | 250.48"
L31 | NOB'O2M6"E | 39.47
L32 | N44'54'28"E | 63.83 H
L33 | N2334'45"E | 2912 ﬁ oot Survkeas, Lis,
L34 [NOTZIO4E | 47.48 Ao o
L35 NO3"38'45"E 22.31" zﬁz,m'égg; gﬂbﬁf ]c %’fé’fa"’?;‘ff FAX
L36 |NB2'49's6"E | 39.01'
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Hydrologic Scil Group—Milwaukee and Waukesha Counties, Wisconsin
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Hydrologic Soil Group—Mitwaukee and Waukesha Counties, Wisconsin

Hydrologic Soil Group

b Hydrol_pg_ic.s_oil Group— Summary by Map Unit — Milwaukee and Waukesha Counties, Wisconsin (W_IBDZ)_
Map unit symbol " Map unit name h Rating " Acres in AOI Percent of AOI
ABA Ashkum silty clay loam, 0 | C/D 9.2 37.6%
to 2 percent slopes
BiA Blount siltfoam, 1103 |C/D 9.5 39.5%
percent slopes
Morley silt loam, 206 |C 58 23.0%
percent slopes,
ercded
Totals for Area of interest 244 100.0% |
Description

Hydrologic soil groups are based on estimates of runoff potential. Soils are
assigned to one of four groups according to the rate of water infiltration when the
soils are not protected by vegetation, are thoroughly wet, and receive precipitation
from long-duration storms.

The soils in the United States are assigned te four groups (A, B, C, and D} and
three dual classes (A/D, B/D, and C/D). The groups are defined as follows:

Group A. Soils having a high infiltration rate (low runoff potential) when thoroughly
wet. These consist mainly of deep, well drained to excessively drained sands or
gravelly sands. These soils have a high rate of water transmission.

Group B. Soils having a moderate infiltration rate when thoroughly weat. These
consist chiefly of moderately deep or deep, moderately well drained or well drained
soils that have moderately fine texture to moderately coarse texture, These soils
have a moderate rate of water transmission.

Group C. Soils having a slow infiltration rate when thoroughly wet. These consist
chiefly of scils having a layer that impedes the downward movement of water or
soils of moderately fine texture or fine texture. These soils have a slow rate of water
transmission.

Group D. Soils having a very slow infiltration rate (high runoff potential) when
thoroughly wet. These consist chiefly of clays that have a high shrink-swell
potential, soils that have a high water table, soils that have a claypan or clay layer
at or near the surface, and soils that are shallow over nearly impervious material.
These soils have a very slow rate of water transmission.

If a soil is assighed to a dual hydrologic group (A/D, B/D, or C/D), the first letter is
for drained areas and the second is for undrained areas. Only the soils that in their
natural condition are in group D are assigned to dual classes.

504 Natural Resources Web Soil Survey
«=88 Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey

5/8/2015
Page 3 of 4




Hydrolcgic Soil Group—Milwaukee and Waukesha Counties, Wisconsin

Rating Options

Aggregation Method: Dominant Condition
Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified
Tie-hreak Rule: Higher

UsDA  Natural Resources " Web Soil Survey 5/8/2015
‘ Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 4 of 4









TO:
DATE:
RE.

Exhibit B

City of Franklin Environmental Commission

Common Council
July 31, 2015
Special Exception application review and recommendation

APPLICATION: Southbrook  Church, Inc. (David Hampson, Building

Committee/property owner), Applicant, dated: July 15, 2015
(11010 West St. Martins Road)

I. §15-9.0110 of the Unified Development Ordinance Special Exception to
Natural Resource Feature Provisions Application information:

1.

4.

Unified Development Ordinance Section(s) from which Special Exception is
requested:

Special Exception requested from Sections 15-4.0{02 and 15-4.0103 of the
City of Franklin Unified Development Ordinance.

Nature of the Special Exception requested (description of resources,
encroachment, distances and dimensions):

The Special Exception Requested is to fill approximately 0.064 acres of
wetland, grade and pave within approximately 0.26 acres of wetland buffer
and grade, pave and maintain turf grass within approximately 0.40 acres of
wetland setback at the Southbrook Church Inc. property located at 11010 West
St. Martins Road.

Applicant’s reason for request:

The requested NRSE is for the purpose of filling the subject wetland area to
allow for the expansion of the Southbrook Church facilities, and construction
of the required fire lane and fire protection water main. This NRSE would also
cover the construction of a walking path through wetland buffer/wetback and
wooded areas by the City of Franklin (exact location TBD).

Applicant’s reason why request appropriate for Special Exception:



The current project involves the expansion of the Church building, as well as
construction of a fire lane, utilities and a paved walking trail (by City). This
building expansion is based on the Church’s Master Plan, which includes a future
worship area expansion into the subject wetland area (refer to attached site
plans). The applicant provided a 2012 Wetland Report for the property, which
indicates the subject wetland (W-1) didn’t exist during the Master Plan
development.

. Environmental Commission review of the §15-9.0110C.4.f. Natural Resource
Feature impacts to functional values:

{, Diversity of flora including State and/or Federal designated threatened and/or
endangered species:

The proposed improvements will not impact any State or designated
threatened or endangered species or species of special concern.

2. Storm and flood water storage:

No significant impact is anticipated. The majority of the wetlands on the
property are being protected via a Conservation Easement.

3. Hydrologic functions:

No significant impact anticipated. The subject wetland (W-1} is an isolated
wetland.

4, Water quality protection including filtration and storage of sediments,
nutrients or toxic substances:

No significant Impact is anticipated.
5. Shoreline protection against erosion:
No impact is anticipated.
6. Habitat for aquatic organisms:
No impact is anticipated.
7. Habitat for wildlife:
No impact is anticipated.

8. Human use functional value:



The proposed trail will increase the Human use functional value of the natural
resources on the north side of the property by providing public access to the
site within close proximity to those features. The proposed trail will allow
church members and residents better views from which to enjoy the aesthetic
qualities of the natural resource features.

9. Groundwater recharge/discharge protection:
No significant impact is anticipated.
10. Aesthetic appeal, recreation, education, and science value:

The subject wetland (W-1) did not provide any aesthetic appeal, recreation,
education or scientific value. However, the proposed trail is anticipated to
have positive impacts on recreation for the neighborhood by providing an
important connection for pedestrians and bicycles.

| 1.State or Federal designated threatened or endangered species or species of
special concern:

The proposed improvements will not impact any State or designated
threatened or endangered species or species of special concern.

12, Existence within a Shoreland:
No impact. The Church property is not located within a Shoreland.

13. Existence within a Primary or Secondary Environmental Corridor or within an
Isolated Natural Area, as those areas are defined and currently mapped by the
Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission from time to time:

No impact. The Church property is not located within a Primary or Secondary
Environmental Corridor as defined and mapped by SEWRPC. 4 portion of an
Isolated Natural Area (wetland) is present along the north property line.
However, the portion of the wetland on Southbrook’s property will be
completely protected by a Conservation Easement.

1I1. Environmental Commission review of the §15-10,0208B.2.d. factors and
recommendations as to findings thereon:

|. That the condition(s) giving rise to the request for a Special Exception were
not self-imposed by the applicant (this subsection a. does not apply to an
application to improve or enhance a natural resource feature). The Southbrook
property was investigated for the presence of wetlands in 2012 by Tina Meyers
of R.A. Smith National. At that time, no wetland was discovered at the subject




location. Subsequent to that investigation, the church constructed a west
parking lot addition and associated stormwater drainage facilities. Part of
that work involved constructing a small diversion berm to prevent runoff from
Allwood Court from entering the open swale and stormwater pond system.
That berm, over the past three years, blocked that runoff as designed, however
it also ponded water above the swale causing the subject wetland to form. This
scenario could not be foreseen and is therefore not self-imposed.

Furthermore the location of the proposed trail and the minimal associated
resource impacts are due to the desired connections the trail will provide and
the unique space constraints of the site. Therefore, the conditions giving rise (o
this special exception were not self-imposed.

2. That compliance with the stream, shore buffer, navigable water-related,
wetland, wetland buffer, and wetland setback requirement will:

a. be unreasonably burdensome to the applicants and that there are no
reasonable practicable alternatives; or

b. unreasonably and negatively impact upon the applicants’ use of the propetty
and that there are no reasonable practicable alternatives: The proposed
location of the path is the only practicable alternative given the desired
connection it will provide and fuctoring in the constrainis of the site. The
path will be designed to minimize impacts to natural resource features and
compliment the natural environment.

Relocation of the fire access lane would result in a greater distance from
that pavement to the church building, if it were redesigned to avoid wetland
impacts. This alternative was looked at, but deemed to be impracticable.

The future worship area could not be reasonably redesigned without
negative impacts io the internal flow of the facility. Furthermore, the fitture
worship area cannot be redesigned due to the required fire lane and the
constraints formed by the adjacent wetlands and stormwater basin. Said
basin is surrounded by wetlands and, as such, is locked into its present
location.

3. The Special Exception, including any conditions imposed under this Section
will:

a. be consistent with the existing character of the neighborhood: the proposed
impacts to natural resource features are minimal and will not adversely
impact the existing character of the neighborhood; and




b. not effectively undermine the ability to apply or enforce the requirement
with respect to other properties: The circumstances surrounding  ithis
project are unique to Southbrook Church and thus will not undermine the
City’s ability to apply or enforce the natural resource protection
requirements with respect to other properties; and

¢. be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the provisions of this
Ordinance proscribing the requirement: As the proposed impacts are
minimal when compared to the amount of natural resources being
protected on the property via a conservation easement and since the
highest quality resources on the property are not being impacted by this
project, the proposed project is in harmony with the general purpose and
intent of the provisions of this Ordinance; and

d. preserve or enhance the functional values of the stream or other navigable
water, shore buffer, wetland, wetland bufter, and/or wetland setback in co-
existence with the development (this finding only applying fo an
application to improve or enhance a natural resource feature):

IV. Environmental Commission review of the §15-10.0208B.2.a., b. and ¢.
factors and recommendations as to findings thereon:

1. Characteristics of the real property, including, but not limited to, relative
placement of improvements thereon with respect to property boundaries or
otherwise applicable setbacks:

The project will meet all other zoning and site planning requirements.

2. Any exceptional, extraordinary, or unusual circumstances or conditions
applying to the lot or parcel, structure, use, or intended use that do not apply
generally to other properties or uses in the same district:

The Southbrook property was investigated for the presence of wetlands in
2012 by Tina Meyers of RA. Smith National, At that time, no wetland was
discovered at the subject location. Subsequent to that investigation, the church
constructed a west parking lot addition and associated stormwater drainage
facilities. Part of that work involved constructing « small diversion berm to
prevent runoff from Allwood Court from entering the open swale and
stormwater pond system. That berm, over the past three years, blocked that
runoff as designed, however it also ponded water above the swale causing the
subject wetland to form. This situation is extraordinary and does not apply to
other properties or uses in the same district.

3. Bxisting and future uses of property; useful life of improvements at issue;
disability of an occupant:




The existing use is institutional and is envisioned to remain so.
4. Aesthetics:

The aesthetics of the site will not be negatively impacted by the proposed
improvements or the minimal impacts to natural resource features.

5. Degree of noncompliance with the requirement allowed by the Special
Exception:

The project will disturb approximately 0.064 acres of wetland, grade and pave
within approximately 0.26 acres of wetland buffer and grade, pave and
maintain turf grass within approximately 0.40 acres of wetland setbaclk

6. Proximity to and character of surrounding property:

Southbrook Church is surrounded by areas of natural resource features and
St. Muartin's Neighborhood Park to the north, single-fumily residences and
Robinwood Elementary School to the east, single-family residences and vacant
land owned by the Indian Community School to the south and single-family
residences, vacant land owned by the Franklin Lions and the Herda's
Hardware building to the west.

7. Zoning of the area in which property is located and neighboring area:

Southbrook Church’s property is zoned I-1 Institutional District and R-3
Suburban/Estate Single-Family Residence District. The property to the north
is zoned P-1 Park District, the properties to the east are zoned I-1 Institutional
District and R-3 Suburban/Estate Single-Family Residence District, properties
to the south are zoned R-3 Suburban/Estate Single-Family Residence District
and I-1 Institutional District and the properties fo the west are zoned R-3
Suburban/Estate Single-Family Residence District, VR-Village Residence
District, P-1 Park District and VB Village Business Disirict.

8. Any negative effect upon adjoining property:
No negative effects are anticipated.
9. Natural features of the propetty:

The Southbrook Church property contains wetlands, wetland buffer, wetland
setback and mature woodlands.

10. Environmental impacts:



The project will disturb approximately 0.064 acres of wetland, grade and pave
within approximately 0.26 acres of wetland buffer and grade, pave and
maintain turf grass within approximately (.40 acres of wetland setback

V. Environmental Commission Recommendation:

The Environmental Commission has reviewed the subject Applicatién pursuant to
§15-10.0208B. of the Unified Development Ordinance and makes the following

recommendation:

1. The recommendations set forth in Sections III. and IV. Above are incorporated
herein.

2. The Environmental Commission recommends [approval] of the Application
upon the aforesaid recommendations for the reasons set forth therein.

3, The Environmental Commissions recommends that should the Common
Council approve the Application, that such approval be subject to the
following conditions:

a. The Conservation Easement shall be reviewed and approved by the
Common Council, prior to the issuance of an Occupancy Permit.

b. All required approvals and permits from the Army Corps of
Engineers, the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources and Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) as may be necessary be
obtained, prior to the commencement of work.

c. Wetland disturbances shall be mitigated

The above review and recommendation was passed and adopted at a regular meeting
of the Environmental Commission of the City of Franklin on the 22 day of July, 20135.
Dated this 31 day of July, 2015.

(DAl Covwan

Wesley édrmon, Chairman

Attest:

(A2, /é%k

Curtis Bolton, Vice- Chatrman




Exhibit C
Item C.3.

@ CITY OF FRANKLIN &5
REPORT TO THE PLAN COMMISSION

Meeting of August 6, 2015

Natural Resource Special Exception

Project Name: Natural Resource Special Exception (NRSE) Request for
Southbrook Church

Project Location: 11010 West St. Martins Road

Applicant: Southbrook Church, Inc.

Existing Zoning: I-1 Institutional District and R-3 Suburban/Estate Single-
Family Residence District

Use of Surrounding Properties:  Areas of natural resource features and recreational to the
north, single-family residential and institutional (school) to
east, single-family residential, recreational and commercial
to the south and single-family and institutional to the west.

2025 Comprehensive Plan: Institutional, Residential and Areas of Natural Resoutce
Teatures
Applicant Action Requested: Recommendation to the Common Council for approval of

the requested Natural Resource Special Exception (NRSE)

INTRODUCTION:

Please note:
s Staff recommendations are underlined, in italics and are included in the draft
ordinance.

On June 29, 2015, the applicant submitted an application for a Special Exception to Natural
Resource Feature Provisions of the City of Franklin Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) to
the Department of City Development. JSD Professional Services has provided a Natural Resource
Protection Plan (NRPP) and R.A. Smith National has provided two Wetland Delineation Reports for
the wetlands on the subject 19.81-acre property. R.A. Smith National conducted field assessments on
July 23 and 24, 2012 and April 17, 2015 to identify and delineate natural resource features on the
subject property. The submittal also included a Conservation Easement document. Staff recommends
the Conservation Easement be reviewed and approved by the Common Council, prior to
issuance of an Occupancy Permit.

The applicant is requesting approval of a Special Exception to Natural Resource Feature Provisions
of the City of Franklin Unified Development Ordinance to fill approximately 0.064 acres of wetland,
grade and pave within approximately 0.26 acres of wetland buffer, and grade, pave and maintain turf
grass within approximately 0.40 acres of wetland setback at the Southbrook Church Inc. property
located at 11010 West St. Martins Road, as necessary for the current and future development of the
Church, the installation of a fire lane, and to provide for a trail on the property that the City plans to
develop.
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Pursuant to Section 15-10.0208 of the Unified Development Ordinance (UDO), all requests for a
Natural Resource Special Exception must be provided to the Plan Commission for a public
hearing and its review and recommendation.

BACKGROUND:

On January 26, 2015, the applicant submitted applications for a Site Plan Amendment, Certified
Survey Map, Rezoning, Comprehensive Master Plan Amendment and Right-of-Way Vacation
for the Southbrook Church property located at 11010 W. St. Martins Road. The proposed site
modifications included an approximately 23,600 square foot addition to the church, new exterior
lighting, a new dumpster enclosure and a new fire lane to provide 360-degree access to the
church building and a future trail to be developed by the City of Franklin along the north side of
the property. The proposed Certified Survey Map, Rezoning, Comprehensive Master Plan
Amendment and Right-of-Way Vacation related to the four single-family residential lots located
at the northeast corner of the subject area and are currently owned by Southbrook Church, Inc.

The Southbrook Church, Inc. property is approximately 19.81 acres or 863,325 square feet.
Currently, the site consists of the existing 16,300 square foot church building, 304 off-street
parking spaces, storm water ponds and a shed.

At the May 19, 2015, meeting of the Common Council the following action was approved,
“motion to direct the City Engineer to return with a contract for engineering services for the
Southbrook Church Trail, W. St. Martins Road to W. Allwood Drive (approximately 1,450 linear
feet). As the City is taking steps to move forward with the Trail project, Staff recommended the
applicant include the natural resource impacts associated with the trail in this NRSE Application.

The Southboork Church Site Plan Amendment, Rezoning, Comprehensive Master Plan
Amendment, Certified Survey Map and Right of Way Vacation Applications were ali approved
by the City of Franklin as part of the church’s proposed building expansion. However, Condition
No. 6 of Resolution No. 2015-7070 (approving the CSM) states, “A Natural Resource Protection
Plan that includes the four (4) residential properties adjacent to West Allwood Drive shall be
submitted to the Department of City Development for review and approval by Staff, prior to
issuance of a Building Permit.

On June 4, 2015, after receiving a revised NRPP, Staff signed-off on issuance of the Building
Permit for Southbrook Church, Inc. subject to the following conditions of approval:

1. The applicant shall either receive Common Council approval of a Special Exception to
Natural Resource Feature Provisions of the UDO and WDNR approval to fill the recently
discovered wetland at the rear of the building addition, or develop the alternate fire lane
as depicted on Sheet C2.0 City-file stamped June 1, 2015 on file in the Department of
City Development.

2. The applicant shall obtain final approval from the Fire Department prior to construction
of the alternate fire lane.




3. Silt fencing and orange construction fencing shall be installed and maintained at the edge
of the 30-foot wetland buffer as depicted on Sheet C2.0 City-file stamped June 1, 2015
on file in the Department of City Development until such time as all approvals are
obtained for filling of the subject wetland.

4. The applicant shall record the Certified Survey Map and Conservation Easement with the
Milwaukee County Register of Deeds Office, prior to issuance of an Occupancy Permit.

At the July 22, 2015 meeting of the Environmental Commission, the following action was
approved: motion to recommend approval of the Special Exception to Natural Resource Features
for Southbrook Church, Inc. subject to Staff conditions as listed and as presented to the
Environmental Commission with further recommendation, not requirement, to mitigate wetland
disturbances; and approval by the Plan Commission and Common Council prior to the
commencement of work, The Environmental Commission’s recommendation form is attached
for your review.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS:

During an April 17, 2013 field delineation to update Southbrook’s NRPP to include the four (4)
residential properties adjacent to West Allwood Drive, Tina Myers of R.A. Smith National
discovered a small wetland that had formed since the original NRPP was completed for the
property in 2012. The subject wetland (W-1) straddles the property between Southbook Church
and the Allwood Court Subdivision and is immediately north of a drainage ditch, which conveys
stormwater from Southbrook’s northwest parking lot to their stormwater pond in the southeast
corner of the property. The applicant claims the wetland was man-made, basically an unintended
consequence from grading associated with the church’s parking lot and stomwater pond
expansion in 2013. Filling of the wetland and the subsequent elimination of the associated
wetland buffer and wetland setback will provide space for a future phase Worship Area, which is
part of the Church’s Master Plan, and make room for the fire lane proposed as part of the current
church addition.

The applicant submitted a Wetland Exemption Application to the Wisconsin Department of
Natural Resources {WDNR), which was denied. As such, the WDNR has claimed jurisdiction
over the wetland the applicant is proposing to fill (W-1). According to the applicant, a General
Fill Permit Application has been submitted to the WDNR. The WDNR’s review of the General
Fill Permit will be concurrent with the City’s review of the NRSE Application. Staff does not
believe a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers permit will be required for this project. Staff
recommends _all requived approvals and permits from_the Army Corp of Engineers. the
Wisconsin_Department of Natural Resources and Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) as may be necessary be obtained, prior to the commencement of work.

The applicant is requesting approval to impact the following natural resource features:

e Approximately 0.064 acres (2,770 square feet) of wetland,
e Approximately 0.26 acres (11,326 square feet) of wetland buffer;
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¢ Approximately 0.40 acres {17,424 square feet) of wetland setback;

The applicant is also proposing to impact approximately 0.034 acres (14,810.4 square feet) of mature
woodlands, which represents approximately 30% of the mature woodlands on the property. However,
this impact is permitted, as the minimum 70% protection standard for the resource feature is still
being met. Therefore, the woodland impact is not part of the Natural Resource Special Exception
Request. The mature woodland impacts area associated with the trail project the Church is partnering
with the City on. The proposed trail will link Robinwood Elementary School and St. Martins
Neighborhood Park (owned by Milwaukee County) with St. Martins Road.

Per Section 15-10.0208 of the Unified Development Ordinance (UDOQ), the applicant shall have
the burden of proof to present evidence sufficient to support a Natural Resource Special
Exception (NRSE) request. The applicant has presented evidence for the request by answeting
the questions and addressing the statements that are part of the Natural Resource Special
Exception (NRSE) application. The applicant’s responses to the application’s questions and
statements are attached for your review.

Alternatives:

The applicant did submit an alternate Site Plan, depicting an alternate route for the fire lane, which
avoids any natural resource feature impacts. However, the Church does not wish to pursue this
option, as the wetland would still impact their future phase Worship Area addition. Attached, please
find a copy of the alternate Site Plan depicting the alternate fire lane route.

Mitigation:
The applicant is not proposing any mitigation as part of this request.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

City Development Staff recommends approval of the proposed Natural Resource Special Exception
(NRSE), subject to the following conditions of approval:

o The Conservation Easement shall be reviewed gnd approved by the Common Council,
. prior to the issuance of an Occupancy Permit.

o Al required approvals and permits from the Army Corp of Engineers, the Wisconsin
Department of Natural Resources and Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
as may be necessary be obtained, prior fo the commencement of work,
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