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1.0 Introduction Summary

The following Wetland Delineation was conducted on behalf of Broadway Realty. This Wetland
Delineation was completed as a preemptive measure for a future multi-family development. The site is
currently idle land that has undergone a number of uses since 1938. The subject site is located in a fully
improved sewer and water area and is located in the incorporated Village of Bellevue.

1.1 Purpose

The purpose of this study is to identify and delineate any and all wetlands within the boundaries of the
2.68-acre project area shown within this report.

The fieldwork portion of this report was conducted on July 07, 2023. At the time of the fieldwork, all vegetation
was actively growing.

The Wetland Delineation specific to this report was further required due to the following items being
highlighted:

e The WDNR Surface Water Data Viewer (SWDV) indicates a one (1) “Wetland <2.00 Acres” symbol
adjacent to the southern boundary of the project area.

e Areview of the Web Soil Survey (WSS) indicates that the entire project area as being mapped as an
Oshkosh silt loam and an Oshkosh silty clay loam. Both soil series are considered non-hydric. The
hydric soil rating indicates the percentage of map units that meets the criteria for hydric soils. Each
map unit is rated based on its respective components and the percentage of each component with the
map unit. Hydric soils are defined by the National Technical Committee for Hydric Soils (NTCHS) as
soils that formed under conditions of saturation, flooding or ponding long enough during the growing
season to develop anaerobic conditions in the upper solum. Under natural conditions, these soils are
either saturated or inundated for periods of time sufficiently long enough during the growing season
to support the growth and reproduction of hydrophytic vegetation.

1.2 About the Delineator

The fieldwork was conducted and completed by Aaron Holdt, a partner in George & Holdt — Soil
Consultants LLC. Aaron holds a BS in Soil Science from the University of Wisconsin-River Falls and has
completed both the Basic and Advanced Wetland Training classes administered by the University of
Wisconsin-La Crosse. In addition, Aaron holds a Wisconsin Soil Professional license.

Aaron has been mapping wetlands for the past 20 years and has been a full time Soil Consultant for over
27 years. George & Holdt is a multidisciplinary consulting company that provides services in wetlands, soil
consulting, soil testing, stormwater, POWTS design and POWTS inspections.

Aaron has performed or assisted in over 10,000 Soil and Site Evaluations since 1995, in addition to
delineating thousands of acres of wetlands over the past 20 years. Aaron is also a Wisconsin Department
of Natural Resources Assured Wetland Delineator.

Assisting Aaron in this delineation was Jonah Wesoloski. Jonah is a December 2020 graduate of the
University of Wisconsin-Stevens Point. Jonah holds a BS in Water Resource Management and a minor in
Soil Science. In addition, Jonah has completed both the Basic and Advanced Wetland Training classes
administered by the University of Wisconsin La Crosse.



Jonah also holds a Wisconsin Soil Professional license. Jonah formerly spent 2 summers interning with
George and Holdt — Soil Consultants LLC and became a full-time employee in March 2021. Currently,
Jonah has 4 years of field experience working for George & Holdt — Soil Consultants LLC.

2.0 Methodology

2.1 Resource Review

The following resource items were reviewed by Aaron Holdt as part of the wetland determination.
Pre-Field Review included but was not limited to:

Review of the WDNR Surface Water Data Viewer (SWDV) & Wisconsin Wetland Inventory (WWI)
NRCS Web Soil Survey

County (Brown) Soil Survey

USGS Topographic Maps

FSA Slides

Brown County 2’ Contours

Soil Genesis & Classification

Google Earth Imagery

1938 Historic Aerial Photo

Brown County GIS Maps

National Wetlands Inventory Map

Soils of Wisconsin

NRCS State Hydric Soils List (Wisconsin)

History search of data and information regarding previous wetland determinations and/or
delineations.

2.2 Description of Methods Used

Wetland boundaries were established based on the routine wetland delineation method as defined in
the Interim Regional Supplement to the Corp of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: North Central
and Northeast region (Version 2.0). Additional guidelines set forth in the Basic Guide to Wisconsin’s
Wetlands and Boundaries and Field Indicators of Hydric Soils in the United States (Version 8.2) were
also used in performing this specific delineation.

Field interpretation included, but was not limited to evaluating landscape features such as topography,
landform, landform position, landform shape, soil color patterns across the project area and adjacent
areas (if applicable and accessible).

At each sample point, a percentage of cover for each species within the vicinity of the plot was visibly
estimated and recorded on the data forms. Dominant species were then determined by applying the
50/20 rule. After all the indicators were applied, a decision regarding the dominance of hydrophytic
vegetation was made.

Detailed transect points were conducted in to determine facultative and obligate plant species and in
addition, areas of hydric vs. non-hydric soil were determined.

Soil boring construction included the use of sharpshooter pits, open augers, Dutch augers and regular
soil augers for deeper soil exploration and parent material evaluations.



Soil matrix colors, redoximorphic features, including accumulations and depletions were described
using Munsell Color Charts (2010 Revision-2017 Production).

Detailed morphological soil interpretations were conducted at each sample point to determine if the
soils were in-situ by nature and key components such as drainage class and diagnostic horizons were
recorded in the field notes. If earthy fill material was encountered, professional judgement was
exercised to determine if factors such as compaction, particle grain size and landscape position may or
may not allow the fill material to be subject to periods of long saturation or extended periods of
wetness.

2.3 Field Equipment Utilized

- Munsell Color Charts, 2017 Version
- Dutch Soil Augers

- Open Soil Augers

- Regular Soil Augers

- Sharpshooter

- GPS

- HCL (Free CO3 Test)

- Transect Square

- Tape Measures

2.4 General Comments & Observations

= Based upon a detailed history review, there does not appear to have been a previous Wetland
Delineation conducted on the subject property.

= Areview of the WDNR Surface Water Data Viewer indicates that there is one “Wetland <2.00
Acres” symbol located adjacent to the south boundary of the project area. There are no mapped
or potential wetlands shown within the project area boundaries.

» The project site is located in a densely developed area consisting of a mixture of commercial,
multi-family residential housing and a large mobile home park immediately north of the project
area.

= No navigable bodies of water are located within the project area boundaries.

= A pre-field review of all available resource data was completed prior the onsite field
investigation.

= The pre-field review included but was not limited to assessing the site for potential wetland or
stream features indicated on resource maps, the presence of hydric soil as well as the hydric
rating and hydric components. In addition, soil taxonomy was reviewed for classification
information and drainage class designation.

= The USACE Precipitation tool was used for daily precipitation.

3.0 Offsite Resource Review

3.1 Site History

A review of the FSA, Google Earth and GIS maps reveal that the project area has undergone a number
of uses over the years since 1938. Air photos from 1938 to 1978 reveal that the project area was part of
a farmstead. The east drainage ditch was enhanced in 1978. The farmstead related buildings were
razed/removed by the year 2000. Air photos from 1992 to 2000 reveal mobile homes being
staged/stored on the site. Filling activities started occurring on the site in 2005. The southern drainage
ditch was evident in the 2023 ariel photo. More recent air photos show the site as being idle.



3.2 WDNR SWDV

The Wisconsin WDNR Surface Data Viewer reveals one (1) “Wetland <2.00 Acres” symbol within the
project area boundaries.

3.3 Web Soil Survey, Soil Survey of Brown County & Soil Taxonomy

The Web Soil Survey (WSS) and Soil Survey of Brown County lists the soils within the project area as
being mapped as follows:

Oshkosh silt loam (OnA), 0-2% slopes

The Oshkosh silt loam soil series is described as a well-drained soil that has a hydric soil rating of 0
based upon a review of the Web Soil Survey (WSS). This soil series is considered non-hydric based
upon the hydric soil rating.

Oshkosh silty clay loam (OsA), 0-2% slopes

The Oshkosh silty clay loam soil series is described as a well-drained soil that has a hydric soil
rating of 0 based upon a review of the Web Soil Survey (WSS). This soil series is considered non-
hydric based upon the hydric soil rating.

TABLE WSS-1
Map Soil Slope Hydric Hydric | Mineral Drainage Depth to Landform Subject to
H20
Unit Series % Potential | Rating Soil Class Table Position Ponding
OnA Oshkosh silt loam 0-2% No 0 Yes WD >80" Rises No
OsA Oshkosh silty clay loam 0-2% No 0 Yes WD >80" Rises No

Soil Survey Area: Brown County - Version 19, September 03, 2024

The following soil series are listed on the NRCS Wisconsin Data Access (SDA) Hydric Soil List
Referenced 07-01-2023

The Oshkosh soil series is not listed on the SDA

3.4 FSA Slide Review & Historical Photo Review

Historic air photos were reviewed from sources including FSA Slides, Google Earth and Brown County
GIS. Based on the review, the project was a farmstead through 1978. Starting in 1992, multiple
filling/disturbance events occurred through the year 2005. Currently the project area is idle land. Please
refer to “Appendix | Historic Photo Review” for complete details.

3.5 Precipitation Review

The USACE Precipitation Tool was used for daily precipitation. Based on the precipitation calculations,
precipitation for the Village of Bellevue area was considered to be normal. Precipitation for 30 days
prior to fieldwork being completed was 6.61 inches.



4.0 Results-Onsite Field Investigation

4.1 Site Description and Current Land Use

The project area currently consists of idle land with scattered woody vegetation and forbs.

4.2 Mechanical and/or Human-Made Disturbances

Mechanical disturbances on this site are numerous due to the multiple filling and grading events,
building construction during the years the site was a farmstead, agricultural activities during the
farmstead years and building razing and removal prior to the year 2000.

4.3 Landscape Position and Geomorphology

The project area consists of a nearly level lacustrine plain.

4.4 Soil Boring Interpretation

Based upon the undisturbed former agricultural field located in the extreme western portion of the
subject property study area, the soils have formed in well drained, deep lacustrine deposits of silty clay
loam and silty clay. A typical soil pedon revealed a silty clay loam epipedon overlying a silty clay argillic
horizon that overlies a dense deposit of lacustrine silty clay. Based upon the Web Soil Survey mapping,
the entire is mapped as an Oshkosh silt loam or Oshkosh silty clay loam. Using professional
judgement, it is reasonable to conclude the area impacted by an overburden of earthy fill material were
well drained soils much like the soils encountered in the minimal disturbed area in the western portion
of the study area.

The earthy fill material that blankets much of the project area consists of fairly homogenous silty clay
and silty clay loam (<.002 mm particle size) earthy fill.

The soils located in the wetlands are associated with human-made drainage ditches. The depth of the
drainage ditches terminate into very slowly permeable silty clay and clay lacustrine parent material that
is being inundated in the early spring due to extremely slow soil permeability and sediment runoff.

4.5 Wetlands

Wetland #1 is a degraded wet meadow that formed in a human-made ditch. The wetland is dominated
by Typha angustifolia and has an area of 2251 sq ft within the project area.

Wetland #2 is a degraded wet meadow that formed in a human-made ditch. The wetland is dominated
by Phragmites australis and Phalaris arundinacea. The wetland has an area of 2251 sq ft within the
project area.

5.0 Conclusions

Based upon a detailed site investigation that included soil borings, plant identification, topographical
positions, slope gradient and slope direction (s) combined with a detailed off-site review of recourses
such as FSA slides, historical air photos, soil maps, Google Earth maps, LIiDAR Imaging, and combined
with professional judgement, there are two (2) wetlands located within the limits of the project
boundaries.



Due to the numerous land disturbances, this Wetland Delineation could be consisted highly ambiguous.
However, soil color patterns (in the area of minor disturbances), facultative wetland plant communities
in combination with landscape position make this delineation fairly straightforward.

Aaron Holdt is a WDNR Assured Wetland Delineator who has earned Assured Wetland Delineator
status from Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources. This assurance means automatic
concurrence on any project which Aaron is the lead investigator and report author.

As part of the program requirements however, reporting standards still require that this report be
submitted to the WDNR portal in Madison, Wisconsin.

It is important to note, that this report applies specifically to the project area shown on the
accompanying wetland map exhibit. It is the responsibility of all involved to know the exact location of
all wetland locations and their boundaries. If is further the responsibility of all involved to ensure and
acquire all necessary local, state and federal permits prior to starting any type of construction project,
including but not limited to building, filling and grading.

Any questions regarding this report should be directed to Aaron Holdt, George and Holdt — Soil
Consultants LLC.

Respectfully,

Aaron Holdt, WDNR Assured Wetland Delineator

Partner, George and Holdt — Soil Consultants LLC
September 28, 2024
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Hydric Rating by Map Unit—Brown County, Wisconsin

(David Cuene)

Area of Interest (AOIl)
Area of Interest (AOI)
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Soil Rating Polygons
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MAP INFORMATION

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at
1:20,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL:
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area:
Survey Area Data:

Brown County, Wisconsin
Version 18, Sep 7, 2023

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed:
2022

Jul 21, 2022—Aug 2,

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Hydric Rating by Map Unit—Brown County, Wisconsin David Cuene
Hydric Rating by Map Unit
Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI
OnA Oshkosh silt loam, 0 to 2 1.5 57.9%
percent slopes
OsA Oshkosh silty clay loam, 1.1 42.1%
0 to 2 percent slopes
Totals for Area of Interest 2.6 100.0%
UsDA  Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 8/15/2024
== Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 3 of 5



Hydric Rating by Map Unit—Brown County, Wisconsin David Cuene

Description

This rating indicates the percentage of map units that meets the criteria for hydric
soils. Map units are composed of one or more map unit components or soil
types, each of which is rated as hydric soil or not hydric. Map units that are made
up dominantly of hydric soils may have small areas of minor nonhydric
components in the higher positions on the landform, and map units that are made
up dominantly of nonhydric soils may have small areas of minor hydric
components in the lower positions on the landform. Each map unit is rated based
on its respective components and the percentage of each component within the
map unit.

The thematic map is color coded based on the composition of hydric
components. The five color classes are separated as 100 percent hydric
components, 66 to 99 percent hydric components, 33 to 65 percent hydric
components, 1 to 32 percent hydric components, and less than one percent
hydric components.

In Web Soil Survey, the Summary by Map Unit table that is displayed below the
map pane contains a column named 'Rating'. In this column the percentage of
each map unit that is classified as hydric is displayed.

Hydric soils are defined by the National Technical Committee for Hydric Soils
(NTCHS) as soils that formed under conditions of saturation, flooding, or ponding
long enough during the growing season to develop anaerobic conditions in the
upper part (Federal Register, 1994). Under natural conditions, these soils are
either saturated or inundated long enough during the growing season to support
the growth and reproduction of hydrophytic vegetation.

The NTCHS definition identifies general soil properties that are associated with
wetness. In order to determine whether a specific soil is a hydric soil or nonhydric
soil, however, more specific information, such as information about the depth and
duration of the water table, is needed. Thus, criteria that identify those estimated
soil properties unique to hydric soils have been established (Federal Register,
2002). These criteria are used to identify map unit components that normally are
associated with wetlands. The criteria used are selected estimated soil properties
that are described in "Soil Taxonomy" (Soil Survey Staff, 1999) and "Keys to Soil
Taxonomy" (Soil Survey Staff, 2006) and in the "Soil Survey Manual" (Soil Survey
Division Staff, 1993).

If soils are wet enough for a long enough period of time to be considered hydric,
they should exhibit certain properties that can be easily observed in the field.
These visible properties are indicators of hydric soils. The indicators used to
make onsite determinations of hydric soils are specified in "Field Indicators of
Hydric Soils in the United States" (Hurt and Vasilas, 2006).

References:

Federal Register. July 13, 1994. Changes in hydric soils of the United States.
Federal Register. September 18, 2002. Hydric soils of the United States.

USDA  Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 8/15/2024

=== Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 4 of 5



Hydric Rating by Map Unit—Brown County, Wisconsin David Cuene
Hurt, G.W., and L.M. Vasilas, editors. Version 6.0, 2006. Field indicators of hydric
soils in the United States.
Soil Survey Division Staff. 1993. Soil survey manual. Soil Conservation Service.
U.S. Department of Agriculture Handbook 18.
Soil Survey Staff. 1999. Soil taxonomy: A basic system of soil classification for
making and interpreting soil surveys. 2nd edition. Natural Resources
Conservation Service. U.S. Department of Agriculture Handbook 436.
Soil Survey Staff. 2006. Keys to soil taxonomy. 10th edition. U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service.
Rating Options
Aggregation Method: Percent Present
Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified
Tie-break Rule: Lower
USDA  Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 8/15/2024
=== Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 5 of 5
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Northcentral and Northeast Region

ProjectSite: Broadway Realty 1373 Bellevue Street ciy/County: Brown County Sampling Date: 2024-07-17

Applicanttowner: Broadway Realty State: Wisconsin Sampling Point: 01
Investigator(s): Aaron Holdt Section, Township, Range:

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Swale Local relief (concave, convex, none): Concave Slope (%): 0-2
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRRL, MLRA 95 | . 44.479291 Long: ~-87.994289 patum: WG S84
Soil Map Unit Name: Oshkosh silty clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes__ No__ O  (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation , Soll , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes__ 0O No_
Are Vegetation , Sail , or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes __ O No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes__ O No within a Wetland? Yes 2 No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes__ O No If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

Remarks: (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.) . .
Transect located in a man made ditch. The ditch was evident in the 1978 photo

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

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

___ Surface Water (A1) __ Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ___ Drainage Patterns (B10)

_o_High Water Table (A2) __ Agquatic Fauna (B13) ___ Moss Trim Lines (B16)

_o_ Saturation (A3) ___ Marl Deposits (B15) ___ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

__ Water Marks (B1) __ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) __ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

__ Sediment Deposits (B2) __ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) ___ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
__ Drift Deposits (B3) __ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) __ Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
__Algal Mat or Crust (B4) __ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) __ Geomorphic Position (D2)

___ lron Deposits (B5) ___ Thin Muck Surface (C7) __ Shallow Aquitard (D3)
__Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks) ___ Microtopographic Relief (D4)

___ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) _o FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No _ O  Depth (inches):

Water Table Present? Yes _ O No__ Depth (inches): 8

Saturation Present? Yes _ O No___ Depth (inches): 4 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes _ O No
(includes capillary fringe)

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

Remarks:
The antecedent precipitation calculation for the Village of Bellevue area was considered wetter than

normal for the 3 months prior to the fieldwork being completed.

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region — Version 2.0



VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Point: 01

Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status
Number of Dominant Species
1 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)
4. Percent of Dominant Species
5 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.00 (A/B)
6. Prevalence Index worksheet:
7. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
0 = Total Cover OBL species 95.00 x1=_95.00
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: ) FACW species __ 500  x2=_10.00
1 FAC species 0.00 x3= 0.00
5 FACU species 0.00 x4 = 0.00
' UPL species 0.00 x5= 0.00
3. Column Totals: _100.00 (A) 105.00 (B
4.
5 Prevalence Index =B/A= 1.05
6. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
7. _o_1- Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

2 - Dominance Test is >50%
() = Total Cover -
3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0

|:I

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) . Ly ) )
o ___ 4 - Morphological Adaptations™ (Provide supporting
1. Typha angustifolia 70 Y OBl data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
2. Tvypha latifolia 25 Y OBL | __ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
3. Impatiens capensis 5 N FACW |, -
Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

4. be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
5. Definitions of Vegetation Strata:
6.

Tree — Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in diameter
7. at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.
8. Sapling/shrub — Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH
9. and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.
10. Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless
11 of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.
12. Woody vines — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in

height.

100.0 =Total Cover

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1.
2
3. Hydrophytic
4 Vegetation

Present? Yes 0 No

0] = Total Cover

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

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region — Version 2.0



SOIL

Sampling Poaint: 01

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type® Loc® Texture Remarks
0-4 10YR 2/2 95 5YR 5/8 5 C M SICL

4-24 7.5YR 5/3

7.5YR 5/2

75 5YR 5/8 15 _C M SIC
15 ¢ M _SIC

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

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

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Histosol (A1)

Histic Epipedon (A2)
Black Histic (A3)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
Stratified Layers (A5)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
Thick Dark Surface (A12)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
Sandy Redox (S5)
Stripped Matrix (S6)

o

Dark Surface (S7) (LRR R, MLRA 149B)

___ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R,

MLRA 149B)

___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B)

Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L)

__ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)

Depleted Matrix (F3)

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

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:

2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
__ Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)

__ 5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Dark Surface (S7) (LRR K, L)

Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)
Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)
Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)
Red Parent Material (F21)

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:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes _ O No

Remarks:

Transect meets the criteria for Redox Dark Surface (F6)

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Northcentral and Northeast Region

ProjectSite: Broadway Realty 1373 Bellevue Street ciy/County: Brown County Sampling Date: 2024-07-17

Applicanttowner: Broadway Realty

State: Wisconsin Sampling Point: 02

Investigator(s): Aaron Holdt
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Shoulder

Section, Township, Range:

Local relief (concave, convex, none): Convex

Slope (%): 3-7

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRRL, MLRA 95 | . 44.479258 Long: ~-87.994319 patum: WG S84
Soil Map Unit Name: Oshkosh silty clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes

, Soil
, Soil

Are Vegetation , or Hydrology

Are Vegetation , or Hydrology

significantly disturbed?

naturally problematic?

No__ O (If no, explain in Remarks.)

No

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ O

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes__ O No
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No 0
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No o

Is the Sampled Area

within a Wetland? Yes No d

If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

Remarks: (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)

soil or hydrology indicators present

Transect located in an upland meadow that had been filled/disturbed in 1992 and 2005. No hydric

HYDROLOGY

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

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

High Water Table (A2)

Saturation (A3)

Water Marks (B1)

Sediment Deposits (B2)

Drift Deposits (B3)

Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

Iron Deposits (B5)

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

__ Agquatic Fauna (B13)
___ Marl Deposits (B15)

__ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

__ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

___ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

__ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

___ Thin Muck Surface (C7)

___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Drainage Patterns (B10)

Moss Trim Lines (B16)

Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Crayfish Burrows (C8)

__ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Geomorphic Position (D2)

Shallow Aquitard (D3)

Microtopographic Relief (D4)
FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes

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

Remarks:

The antecedent precipitation calculation for the Village of Bellevue area was considered wetter than
normal for the 3 months prior to the fieldwork being completed. No hydrology indicators present

US Army Corps of Engineers
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VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Point: 02

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30 ) % Cover _Species? _Status
Number of Dominant Species

1. Acer negundo _10 Y _EFAC | ThatAre OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 A

2.

Dominance Test worksheet:

Total Number of Dominant

Species Across All Strata: 3 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 66.67 (A/B)

Prevalence Index worksheet:

N oo o > w

Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

10.0 = Total Cover OBL species 0.00 x1l= 0.00
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: ) FACW species __30.00  x2=_60.00
FAC species 10.00 x3=_30.00
FACU species 80.00 x4=_320.00
UPL species 0.00 x5= 0.00
Column Totals: _120.00  (A) 410.00 (B

Prevalence Index =B/A= 3,42

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
__1- Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

2 - Dominance Test is >50%
() = Total Cover -
3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0

N oo g & 0 DN RE

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) . g . .
- . - ___ 4 - Morphological Adaptations™ (Provide supporting
1. Cirsium arvense 50 Y FACU data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
2. Phalaris arundinacea 30 Y FACW | __ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
3. Poa pratensis 20 N __ FACU |, o
. Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
4. Sonchus arvensis 10 N FACU | be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
5. Definitions of Vegetation Strata:
6
Tree — Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in diameter
7. at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.
8. Sapling/shrub — Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH
9 and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.
10. Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless
11 of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.
12. Woody vines — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in
height.
110.0 =Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1.
2
3. Hydrophytic
4 Vegetation
Present? Yes 0 No

0] = Total Cover

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
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SOIL Sampling Point: 02

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-24 5YR 5/4 100 SICL/CL Fill
"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. ?Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___ Histosol (A1) ___ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, __2cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
__ Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) __ Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
___ Black Histic (A3) ___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) __ 5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
___ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) __ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) __ Dark Surface (S7) (LRR K, L)
__ Stratified Layers (A5) __ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) __ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)
__ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) __ Depleted Matrix (F3) ___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) __ Redox Dark Surface (F6) __ lron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)
__ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) __ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) __ Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
___ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) __ Redox Depressions (F8) __ Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Sandy Redox (S5)
Stripped Matrix (S6)
Dark Surface (S7) (LRR R, MLRA 149B)

Red Parent Material (F21)
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:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present?  Yes No _ O

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region — Version 2.0



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Northcentral and Northeast Region

ProjectSite: Broadway Realty 1373 Bellevue Street ciy/County: Brown County Sampling Date: 2024-07-17

Applicanttowner: Broadway Realty State: Wisconsin Sampling Point: 03
Investigator(s): Aaron Holdt Section, Township, Range:

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Flat Local relief (concave, convex, none): Convex Slope (%): 0-2
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRRL, MLRA 95 | . 44.479381 Long: ~-87.994649 patum: WG S84
Soil Map Unit Name: Oshkosh silty clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes__ No__ O  (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation , Soll , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes__ 0O No_
Are Vegetation , Sail , or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes __ O No Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No__ O within a Wetland? Yes No 2
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No__ O If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

Remarks: (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.) . . . . .
Transect located in an upland meadow that had been filled/disturbed several times with the latest in

2005. No hydric soil or hydrology indicators present

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

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

___ Surface Water (A1) __ Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ___ Drainage Patterns (B10)

__ High Water Table (A2) __ Agquatic Fauna (B13) ___ Moss Trim Lines (B16)

___ Saturation (A3) ___ Marl Deposits (B15) ___ Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

__ Water Marks (B1) __ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) __ Crayfish Burrows (C8)

__ Sediment Deposits (B2) __ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) ___ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
__ Drift Deposits (B3) __ Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) __ Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
__Algal Mat or Crust (B4) __ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) __ Geomorphic Position (D2)

___ lron Deposits (B5) ___ Thin Muck Surface (C7) __ Shallow Aquitard (D3)

__Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks) ___ Microtopographic Relief (D4)

___ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) _o FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes__ No_ O Depth (inches):

Water Table Present? Yes__ No_ 0O Depth (inches):

Saturation Present? Yes__ No_0O  Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No __ O

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

Remarks:
The antecedent precipitation calculation for the Village of Bellevue area was considered wetter than

normal for the 3 months prior to the fieldwork being completed.
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VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Point: 03

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30 ) % Cover _Species? _Status
Number of Dominant Species

1. Populus deltoides 16 Y _FAC | ThatAre OBL, FACW, or FAC: 4 A
2. Acer negundo 3) Y _FAC Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 5 @

Dominance Test worksheet:

Percent of Dominant Species

4.
5 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 80.00 (A/B)
6 Prevalence Index worksheet:
7 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

21.0 =Total Cover OBL species 0.00 x1l= 0.00
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: ) FACW species __ 55,00  x2=_110.00
FAC species 21.00 x3=_63.00
FACU species 15.00 x4=_60.00
UPL species 50.00 x5=_250.00
Column Totals: _141.00 (A) 483.00 (B

Prevalence Index =B/A= 3,43

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

N oo g & 0 DN RE

__1- Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

2 - Dominance Test is >50%
() = Total Cover -
3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) . g . .
- S ___ 4 - Morphological Adaptations™ (Provide supporting
1. Bromus inermis 50 Y UPI data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
2. Phalaris arundinacea 30 Y FACW | __ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
3. Phragmites australis 25 Y FACW |, N
. Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
4. Sonchus arvensis 15 N FACU | be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
5. Definitions of Vegetation Strata:
6
Tree — Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in diameter
7. at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.
8. Sapling/shrub — Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH
9 and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.
10. Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless
11 of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.
12. Woody vines — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in
height.
120.0 =Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1.
2
3. Hydrophytic
4 Vegetation
Present? Yes 0 No

0] = Total Cover

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

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region — Version 2.0



SOIL Sampling Point: 03

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

_0-28 7.5YR 100 _SICL_ Fill

"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. ?Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:

___ Histosol (A1) ___ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, __2cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
__ Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) __ Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)

___ Black Histic (A3) ___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) __ 5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
___ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) __ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) __ Dark Surface (S7) (LRR K, L)

__ Stratified Layers (A5) __ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) __ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

__ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) __ Depleted Matrix (F3) ___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)

___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) __ Redox Dark Surface (F6) __ lron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)
__ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) __ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) __ Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
___ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) __ Redox Depressions (F8) __ Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Sandy Redox (S5)
Stripped Matrix (S6)
Dark Surface (S7) (LRR R, MLRA 149B)

Red Parent Material (F21)
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:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present?  Yes No _ O

Remarks:
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Northcentral and Northeast Region

ProjectSite: Broadway Realty 1373 Bellevue Street ciy/County: Brown County Sampling Date: 2024-07-17

Applicanttowner: Broadway Realty

State: Wisconsin Sampling Point: 04

Investigator(s): Aaron Holdt
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Swale

Section, Township, Range:

Local relief (concave, convex, none): Convex

Slope (%): 0-2

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRRL, MLRA 95 | . 44.479508 Long: ~-87.995448 patum: WG S84
Soil Map Unit Name: Oshkosh silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes

, Soil
, Soil

Are Vegetation , or Hydrology

Are Vegetation , or Hydrology

significantly disturbed?

naturally problematic?

No__ O (If no, explain in Remarks.)

No

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ O

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes__ O No
Hydric Soil Present? Yes o No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes 0 No

Is the Sampled Area

within a Wetland? Yes d No

If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

Remarks: (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)

Transect located in a man made ditch. The ditch was evident in the 2021 photo

HYDROLOGY

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

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

o Surface Water (A1)

__ High Water Table (A2)
o_ Saturation (A3)

__ Water Marks (B1)

__ Agquatic Fauna (B13)
___ Marl Deposits (B15)

__ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

__ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

Drainage Patterns (B10)
Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
Crayfish Burrows (C8)

Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Geomorphic Position (D2)

Shallow Aquitard (D3)

Microtopographic Relief (D4)
FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

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

__ Sediment Deposits (B2)
__ Drift Deposits (B3)
__Algal Mat or Crust (B4) _
___ lron Deposits (B5) ___ Thin Muck Surface (C7)
__Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
___ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) o
Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes_ O No Depth (inches): 2
Water Table Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No__ 0O  Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes _ O No

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

Remarks:
The antecedent precipitation calculation for the Village of Bellevue area was considered wetter than

normal for the 3 months prior to the fieldwork being completed. Standing water and saturation due to
episaturated conditions due to dense silty clay subsoils
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VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Point: 04

Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status
Number of Dominant Species
1 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: ] (A)
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: ] (B)
4. Percent of Dominant Species
5 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.00 (A/B)
6. Prevalence Index worksheet:
7. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
0 = Total Cover OBL species 0.00 x1l= 0.00
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: ) FACW species _100.00  x2=_200.00
1 FAC species 0.00 x3= 0.00
5 FACU species 0.00 x4 = 0.00
' UPL species 0.00 x5= 0.00
3. Column Totals: _100.00 (A) 200.00 @B
4.
5 Prevalence Index =B/A= 2.0
6. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
7. _o_1- Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

2 - Dominance Test is >50%
() = Total Cover -
3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0

|:I

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) . g . .
- . - ___ 4 - Morphological Adaptations™ (Provide supporting
1. Phragmites australis 100 Y EACW data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
2. __ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)
3. . o
Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

4. be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
5. Definitions of Vegetation Strata:
6.

Tree — Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in diameter
7. at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.
8. Sapling/shrub — Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH
9. and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.
10. Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless
11 of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.
12. Woody vines — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in

height.

100.0 =Total Cover

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1.
2
3. Hydrophytic
4 Vegetation

Present? Yes 0 No

0] = Total Cover

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
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SOIL Sampling Point: 04

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type® Loc

0-24 7.5YR 5/3 90 5YR 5/8 10 C M SIC

. Texture Remarks

"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. ?Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:

___ Histosol (A1) ___ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, __2cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
__ Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) __ Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)

___ Black Histic (A3) ___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) __ 5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
___ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) __ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) __ Dark Surface (S7) (LRR K, L)

__ Stratified Layers (A5) __ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) __ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

__ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) __ Depleted Matrix (F3) ___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)

___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) __ Redox Dark Surface (F6) ___ Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)
__ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) __ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) __ Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
___ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) __ Redox Depressions (F8) __ Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)
___ Sandy Redox (S5) __ Red Parent Material (F21)

___ Stripped Matrix (S6) __ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)

__ Dark Surface (S7) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) _o_ Other (Explain in Remarks)

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

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:
Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes__ O No

Remarks:

Transect considered hydric due to redox features to the surface of the soil boring and the presence
of hydrology
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Northcentral and Northeast Region

ProjectSite: Broadway Realty 1373 Bellevue Street ciy/County: Brown County Sampling Date: 2024-07-17

Applicanttowner: Broadway Realty

State: Wisconsin Sampling Point: 05

Investigator(s): Aaron Holdt
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Flat

Section, Township, Range:

Local relief (concave, convex, none): Convex

Slope (%): 0-2

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRRL, MLRA 95 | . 44.479558 Long: ~-87.995407 patum: WG S84
Soil Map Unit Name: Oshkosh silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes

, Soil
, Soil

Are Vegetation , or Hydrology

Are Vegetation , or Hydrology

significantly disturbed?

naturally problematic?

No__ O (If no, explain in Remarks.)

No

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ O

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes__ O No
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No 0
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No o

Is the Sampled Area

within a Wetland? Yes No d

If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

Remarks: (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)

Transect located in a highly disturbed area. Disturbance dates back to the early 1990's when the
area was a parking lot for trailer homes. No hydric soil or hydrology indicators present

HYDROLOGY

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

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

High Water Table (A2)

Saturation (A3)

Water Marks (B1)

Sediment Deposits (B2)

Drift Deposits (B3)

Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

Iron Deposits (B5)

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

__ Agquatic Fauna (B13)
___ Marl Deposits (B15)

__ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

__ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

___ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

__ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

___ Thin Muck Surface (C7)

___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Drainage Patterns (B10)

Moss Trim Lines (B16)

Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Crayfish Burrows (C8)

__ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Geomorphic Position (D2)

Shallow Aquitard (D3)

Microtopographic Relief (D4)
FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No __ O

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

Remarks:

The antecedent precipitation calculation for the Village of Bellevue area was considered wetter than
normal for the 3 months prior to the fieldwork being completed.
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VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Point: 05

Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30 ) % Cover _Species? _Status
. Number of Dominant Species
1. Populus deltoides 10 Y _EAC | ThatAre OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 )
2. Acer negundo 2 Y EAC_ Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 4 (B)
4. Percent of Dominant Species
5 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: /5.00 (A/B)
6 Prevalence Index worksheet:
7 Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
15.0 = Total Cover OBL species 0.00 x1l= 0.00
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) FACW species __90.00  x2=_180.00
1 FAC species 15.00 x3=_45.00
5 FACU species 25.00 x4=_100.00
' UPL species 0.00 x5= 0.00
3. Column Totals: _130.00 (A) 325.00 (B
4.
5 Prevalence Index =B/A= 2.5
6. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
7. __1- Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

2 - Dominance Test is >50%
() = Total Cover -
3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0

|:I

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) . g . .
- [ ___ 4 - Morphological Adaptations™ (Provide supporting
1. Phalaris arundinacea 90 Y EACW data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
2. Solidago canadensis 25 Y EFACU | __ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
3.
YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
4. be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
5. Definitions of Vegetation Strata:
6.
Tree — Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in diameter
7. at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.
8. Sapling/shrub — Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH
9. and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.
10. Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless
11 of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.
12. Woody vines — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in
height.
115.0 =Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1.
2
3. Hydrophytic
4 Vegetation
Present? Yes 0 No

0] = Total Cover

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

Sampling Poaint: 05

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type® Loc® Texture Remarks
0-26  5YR 5/4 65 sicL/sic Fill
5YR 5/3 _35_ SICL/SIC

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

?Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Histosol (A1)

Histic Epipedon (A2)

Black Histic (A3)

Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)

Stratified Layers (A5)

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

Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)

Sandy Redox (S5)

Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7) (LRR R, MLRA 149B)

___ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R,

MLRA 149B)

___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B)

Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L)
Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)

__ Depleted Matrix (F3)

Redox Dark Surface (F6)

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

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:

2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)

__ 5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)

Dark Surface (S7) (LRR K, L)

Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)
Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)
Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)
Red Parent Material (F21)

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:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes No J

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Northcentral and Northeast Region

ProjectSite: Broadway Realty 1373 Bellevue Street ciy/County: Brown County Sampling Date: 2024-07-17

Applicanttowner: Broadway Realty

State: Wisconsin Sampling Point: 06

Investigator(s): Aaron Holdt
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Flat

Section, Township, Range:

Local relief (concave, convex, none): Convex

Slope (%): 0-2

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRRL, MLRA 95 | . 44.479710 Long: ~-87.995322 patum: WG S84
Soil Map Unit Name: Oshkosh silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes NWI classification: None
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No__ O (If no, explain in Remarks.)

, Soil
, Soil

Are Vegetation , or Hydrology

Are Vegetation , or Hydrology

significantly disturbed?

naturally problematic?

No

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ O

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No__ O
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No 0
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No o

Is the Sampled Area

within a Wetland? Yes No d

If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

Remarks: (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)

Transect located in a highly disturbed area. Disturbance dates back to the early 1990's when the
area was a parking lot for trailer homes. No hydric soil or hydrology indicators present

HYDROLOGY

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

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

High Water Table (A2)

Saturation (A3)

Water Marks (B1)

Sediment Deposits (B2)

Drift Deposits (B3)

Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

Iron Deposits (B5)

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

__ Agquatic Fauna (B13)
___ Marl Deposits (B15)

__ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

__ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

___ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

__ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

___ Thin Muck Surface (C7)

___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Drainage Patterns (B10)

Moss Trim Lines (B16)

Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Crayfish Burrows (C8)

__ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Geomorphic Position (D2)

Shallow Aquitard (D3)

Microtopographic Relief (D4)
FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes

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

Remarks:

The antecedent precipitation calculation for the Village of Bellevue area was considered wetter than
normal for the 3 months prior to the fieldwork being completed.
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VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Point: 06

Absolute Dominant Indicator Dominance Test worksheet:

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30 ) % Cover _Species? _Status
. Number of Dominant Species
1. Populus deltoides 50 _ Y _FAC | ThatAre OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 )
2 Total Number of Dominant
3. Species Across All Strata: 3 (B)
4. Percent of Dominant Species
5 That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 33.33 (A/B)
6. Prevalence Index worksheet:
7. Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
50.0 =Total Cover OBL species 0.00 x1l= 0.00
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) FACW species __0.00  x2=__0.00
1 FAC species 50.00 x3=_150.00
5 FACU species 25.00 x4=_100.00
' UPL species 30.00 x5=_150.00
3. Column Totals: _105.00 (A) _400.00 ()
4.
5 Prevalence Index =B/A= 3.8]
6. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:
7. __1- Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

2 - Dominance Test is >50%
() = Total Cover -
3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) . g . .
- - ___ 4 - Morphological Adaptations™ (Provide supporting
1. Daucus carota 30 Y UPI data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
2. Tanacetum vulgare 15 Y EFACU | __ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
3. Poa pratensis 10 N __ FACU |, o
Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must

4. be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
5. Definitions of Vegetation Strata:
6.

Tree — Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in diameter
7. at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.
8. Sapling/shrub — Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH
9. and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.
10. Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless
11 of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.
12. Woody vines — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in

height.

55.0 = Total Cover

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1.
2
3. Hydrophytic
4 Vegetation

Present? Yes No 0

0] = Total Cover

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
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SOIL Sampling Point: 06

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type® Loc? Texture Remarks

0-24 7.5YR 5/4 70 sicL/isic Gravelly Fill

7.5YR 5/3 30 SICL/SIC

"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. ?Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___ Histosol (A1) ___ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, __2cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
__ Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) __ Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
___ Black Histic (A3) ___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) __ 5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
___ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) __ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) __ Dark Surface (S7) (LRR K, L)
__ Stratified Layers (A5) __ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) __ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)
__ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) __ Depleted Matrix (F3) ___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) __ Redox Dark Surface (F6) __ lron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)
__ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) __ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) __ Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
___ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) __ Redox Depressions (F8) __ Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Sandy Redox (S5)
Stripped Matrix (S6)
Dark Surface (S7) (LRR R, MLRA 149B)

Red Parent Material (F21)
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:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present?  Yes No _ O

Remarks:
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Northcentral and Northeast Region

ProjectSite: Broadway Realty 1373 Bellevue Street ciy/County: Brown County Sampling Date: 2024-07-17

Applicanttowner: Broadway Realty

State: Wisconsin Sampling Point: 07

Investigator(s): Aaron Holdt
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Shoulder

Section, Township, Range:

Local relief (concave, convex, none): Convex

Slope (%): 0-2

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRRL, MLRA 95 | . 44.480078 Long: ~-87.996212 patum: WG S84
Soil Map Unit Name: Oshkosh silty clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes NWI classification: None
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No__ O (If no, explain in Remarks.)

, Soil
, Soil

Are Vegetation , or Hydrology

Are Vegetation , or Hydrology

significantly disturbed?

naturally problematic?

No

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ O

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No__ O
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No 0
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No o

Is the Sampled Area

within a Wetland? Yes No d

If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

Remarks: (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)

Transect taken in an idle area where an old farmstead was located.

HYDROLOGY

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

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

High Water Table (A2)

Saturation (A3)

Water Marks (B1)

Sediment Deposits (B2)

Drift Deposits (B3)

Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

Iron Deposits (B5)

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

__ Agquatic Fauna (B13)
___ Marl Deposits (B15)

__ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

__ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

___ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

__ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

___ Thin Muck Surface (C7)

___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Drainage Patterns (B10)

Moss Trim Lines (B16)

Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Crayfish Burrows (C8)

__ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Geomorphic Position (D2)

Shallow Aquitard (D3)

Microtopographic Relief (D4)
FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No __ O

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

Remarks:

The antecedent precipitation calculation for the Village of Bellevue area was considered wetter than
normal for the 3 months prior to the fieldwork being completed. No hydrology indicators present
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VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Point: 07

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30 ) % Cover _Species? _Status
Number of Dominant Species

1. Populus deltoides _30 Y _FAC | ThatAre OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 A
2,

Dominance Test worksheet:

Total Number of Dominant

Species Across All Strata: 4 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.00 (A/B)

Prevalence Index worksheet:

N oo o > w

Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

30.0 = Total Cover OBL species 0.00 x1l= 0.00
Sapling/Shrub Stratum  (Plot size: ) FACW species __ 4500  x2=_90.00
FAC species 35.00 x3=_105.00
FACU species 40.00 x4=_160.00
UPL species 25.00 x5=_125.00
Column Totals: _145.00 (A) _480.00 (B)

Prevalence Index =B/A= 3,3]

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

N oo g & 0 DN RE

__1- Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

2 - Dominance Test is >50%
() = Total Cover -
3 - Prevalence Index is 3.0

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) . g . .
- [ ___ 4 - Morphological Adaptations™ (Provide supporting
1. Phalaris arundinacea 45 Y EACW data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
2. Poa pratensis 25 Y EFACU | __ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation® (Explain)
3. Bromus inermis 25 Y ubPL |, o
. . Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
4. Solidago canadensis 10 N FACU | be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
5. Cirsium arvense S N EACU Definitions of Vegetation Strata:
6. Euthamia graminifolia 5 N EAC
Tree — Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in diameter
7. at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.
8. Sapling/shrub — Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH
9. and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.
10. Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless
11 of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.
12. Woody vines — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in
height.
115.0 =Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1.
2
3. Hydrophytic
4 Vegetation
Present? Yes No 0

0] = Total Cover

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

Sampling Poaint: 07

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc” Texture Remarks
0-5 10YR 3/2 _85 SICL  Fill
5YR 4/3 15 _SICL
_5-20 5YR 4/4 100 S (O
20-26 5YR 5/4 100 _SIC

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

?Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:

Histosol (A1)

Histic Epipedon (A2)

Black Histic (A3)

Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)

Stratified Layers (A5)

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

Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)

Sandy Redox (S5)

Stripped Matrix (S6)

Dark Surface (S7) (LRR R, MLRA 149B)

___ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R,

MLRA 149B)

___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B)

Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L)
Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)

__ Depleted Matrix (F3)

Redox Dark Surface (F6)

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

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:

2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)

__ 5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)

Dark Surface (S7) (LRR K, L)

Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)
Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)
Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)
Red Parent Material (F21)

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:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes No J

Remarks:

No hydric indicators present

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Northcentral and Northeast Region

ProjectSite: Broadway Realty 1373 Bellevue Street ciy/County: Brown County Sampling Date: 2024-07-17

Applicanttowner: Broadway Realty

State: Wisconsin Sampling Point: 08

Investigator(s): Aaron Holdt
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Ditch

Section, Township, Range:

Local relief (concave, convex, none): Concave

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRRL, MLRA 95 | . 44.479988 Long: ~-87.996715 patum: WG S84
Soil Map Unit Name: Oshkosh silty clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes
, Soil
, Soll

Are Vegetation , or Hydrology significantly disturbed?

Are Vegetation , or Hydrology naturally problematic?

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ O No

Slope (%): 0-2

No__ O (If no, explain in Remarks.)

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes__ O No
Hydric Soil Present? Yes o No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes 0 No

If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

Is the Sampled Area
within a Wetland? Yes d No

Remarks: (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)

Transect taken in a a man made ditch. The ditch is evident in the 2021 photo

HYDROLOGY

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

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1) _o Water-Stained Leaves (B9)
High Water Table (A2) __ Agquatic Fauna (B13)
Saturation (A3) ___ Marl Deposits (B15)

Water Marks (B1) __ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)
Sediment Deposits (B2)

Drift Deposits (B3)

o Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

Iron Deposits (B5)

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

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

___ Thin Muck Surface (C7)
___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

__ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) _o_

Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

Drainage Patterns (B10)

Moss Trim Lines (B16)

Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Crayfish Burrows (C8)

Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Geomorphic Position (D2)

Shallow Aquitard (D3)

Microtopographic Relief (D4)
FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes __ O No

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

Remarks:

The antecedent precipitation calculation for the Village of Bellevue area was considered wetter than
normal for the 3 months prior to the fieldwork being completed.

US Army Corps of Engineers
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VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Sampling Point: 08

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status

Dominance Test worksheet:
Number of Dominant Species

N oo g 0 DN RE

0 = Total Cover

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )

That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 2 (A)
Total Number of Dominant
Species Across All Strata: 3 (B)
Percent of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 66.67 (A/B)
Prevalence Index worksheet:

Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
OBL species 0.00 x1l= 0.00
FACW species _25.00 x2=_50.00
FAC species 10.00 x3=_30.00
FACU species 10.00 x4=_40.00

UPL species 0.00 x5=_0.00
Column Totals: _ 45.00  (A) _120.00 (B)

Prevalence Index =B/A= 2.67

N oo g & 0 DN RE

() = Total Cover

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' )

1. Phalaris arundinacea FACW

2. Phleum pratense FACU

25 Y
10 Y
3. Populus deltoides ~10 _ Y EAC

4.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

__1- Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
_o_ 2 -Dominance Test is >50%

3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0

|:I

__ 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

__ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

© ® N o u

11.

12.

45.0 =Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree — Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in diameter
at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.

Sapling/shrub — Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.

Woody vines — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in
height.

2
3.
4

0] = Total Cover

Hydrophytic
Vegetation

Present? Yes 0 No

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

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL Sampling Point: 08
Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-4 10YR 3/1 95 5YR 5/8 S C M SICL

_4-25 5YR 53 90 5YR 58 10 C M _SIC

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

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

Hydric Soil Indicators:

___ Histosol (A1) ___ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R,

__ Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B)

___ Black Histic (A3) ___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B)
___ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) __ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L)

__ Stratified Layers (A5) __ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)

__ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) __ Depleted Matrix (F3)

___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) _o Redox Dark Surface (F6)

__ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) __ Depleted Dark Surface (F7)

___ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) __ Redox Depressions (F8)

Sandy Redox (S5)
Stripped Matrix (S6)
Dark Surface (S7) (LRR R, MLRA 149B)

__ 5.cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:

2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)

Dark Surface (S7) (LRR K, L)

Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)
Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)
Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)
Red Parent Material (F21)

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:

Depth (inches):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes _ O No

Remarks:

Transect meets the criteria for Redox Dark Surface (F6)

US Army Corps of Engineers
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM — Northcentral and Northeast Region

ProjectSite: Broadway Realty 1373 Bellevue Street ciy/County: Brown County Sampling Date: 2024-07-17

Applicanttowner: Broadway Realty

State: Wisconsin Sampling Point: 09

Investigator(s): Aaron Holdt
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Shoulder

Section, Township, Range:

Local relief (concave, convex, none): Convex

Slope (%): 0-2

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRRL, MLRA 95 | . 44.480075 Long: ~-87.996673 patum: WG S84
Soil Map Unit Name: Oshkosh silty clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes NWI classification: None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes

, Soil __ 0O

, Soil

Are Vegetation __ 0 , or Hydrology

Are Vegetation , or Hydrology

significantly disturbed?

naturally problematic?

No__ O (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes

(If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No__ O
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No 0
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No o

Is the Sampled Area

within a Wetland? Yes No d

If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

Remarks: (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)

observed

Transect located in a cultivated field. The current crop is Medicago sativa. No filling or disturbance

HYDROLOGY

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

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

High Water Table (A2)

Saturation (A3)

Water Marks (B1)

Sediment Deposits (B2)

Drift Deposits (B3)

Algal Mat or Crust (B4)

Iron Deposits (B5)

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

__ Agquatic Fauna (B13)
___ Marl Deposits (B15)

__ Water-Stained Leaves (B9)

__ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

___ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)
Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

__ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)

___ Thin Muck Surface (C7)

___ Other (Explain in Remarks)

Drainage Patterns (B10)

Moss Trim Lines (B16)

Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Crayfish Burrows (C8)

__ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Geomorphic Position (D2)

Shallow Aquitard (D3)

Microtopographic Relief (D4)
FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):
Water Table Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):
Saturation Present? Yes No_ O Depth (inches):

(includes capillary fringe)

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes

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

Remarks:

The antecedent precipitation calculation for the Village of Bellevue area was considered wetter than
normal for the 3 months prior to the fieldwork being completed. No hydrology indicators present

US Army Corps of Engineers
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VEGETATION — Use scientific names of plants.

Sampling Point: 09

Absolute Dominant Indicator

Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover _Species? _Status

Dominance Test worksheet:
Number of Dominant Species

N oo g 0 DN RE

0 = Total Cover

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )

That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)
Total Number of Dominant
Species Across All Strata: 0 (B)
Percent of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: (A/B)
Prevalence Index worksheet:

Total % Cover of: Multiply by:
OBL species 0.00 x1l= 0.00
FACW species 0.00 X2= 0.00
FAC species 0.00 x3= 0.00
FACU species 0.00 x4 = 0.00

UPL species 0.00 x5=_0.00
ColumnTotals: __ Q.00 (A _ _0.00 (B)

Prevalence Index = B/A =

N oo g & 0 DN RE

() = Total Cover

Herb Stratum (Plot size: )

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

__1- Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation
2 - Dominance Test is >50%
3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0"

__ 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

__ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

YIndicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

© ® N o o & 0 DN PF

i
©

[N
=

N
N

0 = Total Cover
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree — Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in diameter
at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.

Sapling/shrub — Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.

Woody vines — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in
height.

2
3.
4

0] = Total Cover

Hydrophytic
Vegetation

Present? Yes No 0

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Managed species: Medicago sativa 100%

US Army Corps of Engineers
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SOIL Sampling Point: 09

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

_0-10 10YR 3/2 100 _SICL

10-24 5YR 4/4 100 _SIC

"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. ?Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:

___ Histosol (A1) ___ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, __2cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
__ Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) __ Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)

___ Black Histic (A3) ___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) __ 5cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
___ Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) __ Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) __ Dark Surface (S7) (LRR K, L)

__ Stratified Layers (A5) __ Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) __ Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

__ Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) __ Depleted Matrix (F3) ___ Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)

___ Thick Dark Surface (A12) __ Redox Dark Surface (F6) __ lron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)
__ Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) __ Depleted Dark Surface (F7) __ Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
___ Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) __ Redox Depressions (F8) __ Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Sandy Redox (S5)
Stripped Matrix (S6)
Dark Surface (S7) (LRR R, MLRA 149B)

Red Parent Material (F21)
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:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present?  Yes No _ O

Remarks:

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region — Version 2.0



Appendix G

Site Photos

Broadway Realty
Bellevue Street
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Wetland #2



Area of Transect #7
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Rainfall (Inches)

Antecedent Precipitation vs Normal Range based on NOAA's Daily Global Historical Climatology Network

F\f‘—-\ — Daily Total
—— 30-Day Rolling Total
2024-07-15 30-Year Normal Range
6 .
5 -
2024406-15
2(024-05-16
‘- /
3 .
2 -
1 -
0 |-|_|-L—n 1 J-l— T = J-l T 1 = T 1 ” T J-I " T T T T
Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov
2023 2024 2024 2024 2024 2024 2024 2024 2024 2024 2024 2024
Coordinates 44.479571, -87.995273 30 Days Ending 30t %ile (in) 70t %ile (in) Observed (in) | Wetness Condition | Condition Value |Month Weight Product
Observation Date 2024-07-15 2024-07-15 2.594095 4.,779528 6.783465 Wet 3 3 9
Elevation (ft) 592.45 2024-06-15 3.096457 4.784252 4.090551 Normal 2 2 4
Drought Index (PDSI) Moderate wetness (2024-06) 2024-05-16 2.504724 3.513386 3.822835 Wet 3 1 3
WebWIMP H,0 Balance Dry Season Result _
Figure and tables made by the
Antecedent Precipitation Tool
Version 1.0
Weather Station Name Coordinates | Elevation (ft) |Distance (mi) | Elevation A | Weighted A Days Normal Days Antecedent
GREEN BAY 44.4986, -88.1111 823.163 5.859 230.713 3.988 11352 89
Written by Jason Deters GREEN BAY WFO 44.4983, -88.1119 682.087 0.045 141.076 0.027 0 1
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Appendix |

Historical Photo Review:

Broadway Realty
Bellevue Street
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State of Wisconsin

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES Tony Evers, Governor
1027 W St Paul Ave Adam N. Payne, Secretary
Milwaukee WI, WI, 53233 Telephone 608-266-2621 WISCONSIN
Toll Free 1-888-936-7463 DEPT. OF NATURAL RESOURCES

TTY Access via relay - 711

March 22, 2024

Aaron Holdt

George & Holdt Soil Consultants
6350 Nero Lane

Sobieski, W1 54171

Subject: 2024 Assured Wetland Delineator Confirmation
Dear Mr. Holdt:

This letter provides Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (WDNR) confirmation for the wetland delineations
you conduct during the 2024 growing season. You and your clients will not need to wait for the WDNR to review
your wetland delineations before moving forward with project planning. This will help expedite the review process
for WDNR’s wetland regulatory program. Your name and contact information will continue to be listed on our
website at: http://dnr.wi.gov/topic/wetlands/assurance.html.

In the instance where a municipality may require a letter of confirmation for your work prior to moving forward in
the local regulatory process, this letter shall serve as that confirmation. Although your wetland delineations do not
require WDNR field review, inclusion of a Wetland Delineation Report is required for projects needing State
authorized wetland, waterway and/or storm water permit approvals.

To comply with Chapter 23.321, State Statutes, please supply the department with a polygon shapefile of the
wetland boundaries delineated within the project area. Please do not include data such as parcel boundaries,
project limits, wetland graphic representation symbols, etc. If internal upland polygons are found within a wetland
polygon, then please label as UPLAND. The shapefile should utilize a State Plane Projection and be overlain onto
recent aerial photography. If a different projection system is used, please indicate in which system the data are
projected. In the correspondence sent with the shapefile, please supply a brief description of each wetland’s plant
community (eg: wet meadow, floodplain forest, etc.). Please send these data to Calvin Lawrence (608-266-0756 or
email at calvin.lawrence@wisconsin.gov).

If you or any client has a question regarding your status in the Wetland Delineation Professional Assurance Program,

contact me by email at kara.brooks@wisconsin.gov or phone at 414-308-6780. Thank you for all your hard work
and best wishes for the upcoming field season.

Sincerely,

Pl



Kara Brooks
Wetland Identification Coordinator
Bureau of Watershed Management
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