FEDERAL LANDS TO PARKS PROGRAM
ENVIRONMENTAL SCREENING FORM (ESF)
(Updated September 2008)
Today's Date: June 19, 2017

Date Form Initiated: April 25, 2017

This form may be modified to fit your needs, but you must ensure that the form includes information
detailed below.

A. PROJECT INFORMATION
Project Name: Oxbow Field Development
Project Type: Conversion of passive recreational field to active recreational field
Project Location: County, State: Wayland, Middlesex County, Massachusetts
Project Leader: The Town of Wayland Department of Recreation

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION/LOCATION
(Attach to this form maps, site visit notes, agency consultation, data, reports, categorical exclusion
form (if relevant), or other relevant materials).


Preliminary drawings attached?

Yes

No



Background information attached? Yes

No



Target project start date:



Is project a hot topic (controversial or sensitive issues that should be brought to attention of
the Federal Lands to Parks manager)? No
Explain:
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C. RESOURCE IMPACTS TO CONSIDER
Identify potential negative impacts to
the following physical, natural,
or cultural resources

No
Impacts

Negligible
Impacts

Minor
Impacts

Exceeds
Minor
Impacts
(EA or
EIS
Needed)

Data Needed to
Determine/Notes

1. Geologic resources – soils, bedrock,
X
streambeds, etc.
Explain: The project will not have significant effects on the soil quality based on prior land use. No exposed
bedrock or streambeds are located on the Site.
Based on the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) Web Soil Survey (See Appendix A, Figure 4)
the Site contains predominantly Udorthents- Urban Land Complex soils in the location of the proposed soccer
field and extended parking area. NRCS describes this soil type as partially removed or filled with sandy or
loamy soil material. LEC confirmed the presence of this soil during our site evaluation on April 25, 2017.
According to the Final Limited Environmental Site Assessment Report (the ESA), prepared by Bois
Consulting, Inc., and dated March 19, 2004 [ESA, Section 1.4, page 1-2, Appendix C], the Massachusetts
Contingency Plan (MCP) regulations reporting category for the soil at the Site is “S-1” since the Site is
located above a GW-1 groundwater category (See Item #4 below for the Groundwater classification
description). Soil samples were taken in select locations from likely source areas and did not indicate any
significant contamination issues [ESA, Section 4.0, page 4-1, Appendix C].
2. Air quality:
X
Explain: The proposed recreational use of the property is not anticipated to impact air quality. Some dust may
be generated during development; however, this can be controlled with standard best management practices,
such as spraying the land surface with water.
Asbestos abatement on Site was performed by Axiom Partners, Inc. in October 2005. A summary of the
Asbestos Abatement, prepared by Axiom Inc., and dated October 2005, can be found in Appendix C.
3. Soundscapes (noise impacts)
X
Explain: The project will have minor impacts on the Site’s soundscape. Increased usage of the field may
intermittently increase noise coming from the area. However, a 50± foot band of existing forest along the
northern, southern, and western site boundaries will remain, reducing noise emitted to the surrounding
residential neighborhoods.
4. Water quality or quantity
X
Explain: The project will have no impact on water quality or quantity, and will not affect groundwater.
According to the ESA, although the groundwater at the Site is not used directly as drinking water supply,
under the current Massachusetts Contingency Plan (MCP) regulations, (310 CMR 40.00) the reporting
category for groundwater at this site is “GW-1” since it is located within a mapped Zone II of a drinking
water supply well located approximately one-half mile south of the Site [ESA, Section 1.4, page 1-2,
Appendix C]. There were no Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs), including Trichloroethene, or petroleumrelated compounds (VPH/EPH) detected in any of the three groundwater samples [ESA, section 2.2, page 2-3,
Appendix C].
5. Streamflow characteristics
X
Explain: According to the USGS Topographic Map (See Appendix A, Figure 1) and observations made by
LEC, no stream beds are located on site, and therefore no streamflow will be altered.
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Identify potential negative impacts to
the following physical, natural,
or cultural resources

No
Impacts

Negligible
Impacts

Minor
Impacts

Exceeds
Minor
Impacts
(EA or
EIS
Needed)

Data Needed to
Determine/Notes

6. Marine or estuarine resources
X
Explain: No marine or estuarine resources are located on site.
7. Floodplains or wetlands
X
Explain: LEC conducted a site evaluation on April 25, 2017 to identify and characterize existing on-site
protectable Wetland Resource Areas, in accordance with the Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act (M.G.L.
c. 131, s. 40) and its implementing Regulations (310 CMR 10.00), the Town of Wayland Wetlands and Water
Resources Protection Bylaw (Chapter 194, adopted May 1, 2002) and the criteria provided in Delineating
Bordering Vegetated Wetlands Under the Massachusetts Wetlands Protection Act (March 1995) and Field
Indicators for Identifying Hydric Soils in New England (April 2004). Based on LEC’s observations, we
determined that the Site contains no on-site or adjacent protectable Wetland Resource Areas.
Further, according to the July 7, 2014 Federal Emergency Management Agency Flood Insurance Rate Map
(FEMA FIRM) for Middlesex County, Massachusetts (Map No: 25017C0386F), the entire property is
located within Zone X (unshaded): Areas determined to be outside the 0.2% annual chance floodplain (See
Appendix A, Figure 2).
8. Land use, including occupancy,
income, property values, ownership,
X
type of use:
Explain: The proposed project will change land use from passive recreation to active recreation, but will not
negatively affect the occupancy, income, property values, or ownership of the site.
9. Rare or unusual vegetation – old
X
growth timber, riparian, alpine
Explain: The project will have no negative impacts to rare or unusual vegetation on site. LEC conducted a
site evaluation on April 25, 2017 and did not observe old growth timber, riparian areas, or alpine habitat,
and/or rare or unusual vegetation. Within the on-site forested areas, LEC observed a canopy of
predominantly eastern white pine (Pinus strobus) and northern red oak (Quercus rubra), with individuals of
black oak (Quercus velutina), paper birch (Betula papyrifera), American elm (Ulmus americana), and black
cherry (Prunus serotina). The understory contains individual patches of eastern white pine saplings and
individuals of red maple (Acer rubrum) saplings and black cherry saplings, and a shrub layer of European
buckthorn (Frangula alnus), with individual patches of tartarian honeysuckle (Lonicera tartartica), and
huckleberry (Gaylusaccia sp.). The ground cover contains individual patches of haircap moss (Polytrichum
sp.), lowbush blueberry (Vaccinium angustifolium), dewberry (Rubus sp.), striped pipsissewa (Chimaphila
maculata), with individuals of pink lady’s slipper (Cypripedium acaule). Within the field, LEC observed a
groundcover layer dominated by grasses with patches of mugwort (Artemisia vulgaris) and various
goldenrods (Solidago spp.). No plant species listed as endangered, threatened, or of special concern under the
Massachusetts Endangered Species Act (MESA, MGL c. 131A & its implementing regulations 321 CMR
10.00) were observed.
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Identify potential negative impacts to
the following physical, natural,
or cultural resources

No
Impacts

Negligible
Impacts

Minor
Impacts

Exceeds
Minor
Impacts
(EA or
EIS
Needed)

Data Needed to
Determine/Notes

10. Species of special concern (plant or
animal; state or federal listed or
X
proposed for listing) or their habitat
Explain: The project will have no negative impacts on species of special concern or their habitat. According
to the 13th edition of the Massachusetts Natural Heritage Atlas (effective October 1, 2008) published by the
Massachusetts Natural heritage and Endangered Species Program (NHESP), the Site and surrounding areas
do not occur within Priority Habitat of Rare Species or an Estimated Habitat of Rare Wildlife mapped for
state-listed rare species. Furthermore, no Certified or Potential Vernal Pools occur within the vicinity of the
subject parcel (See Appendix A, Figure 3).
Further, according to Wayland’s BioMap2 (2012), the Site and surrounding area are not located within a
“Core Habitat” and/or “Critical Natural Landscape” (See Appendix A, Figure 5). BioMap2, developed by
NHESP and The Nature Conservancy’s Massachusetts Program to protect the state’s biodiversity, identifies
two complementary spatial layers related to plant and wildlife habitat. “Core Habitat” identifies key areas
that are critical for the long-term persistence of rare species and other Species of Special Concern, as well as a
wide diversity of natural communities and intact ecosystems across the Commonwealth. “Critical Natural
Landscape” identifies larger natural Landscape Blocks that are minimally impacted by development. If
protected, these areas will provide habitat for wide-ranging native species, maintain connectivity among
habitats, and will enhance ecological resilience to natural and anthropogenic disturbances in a rapidly
changing world. Area delineated as Critical Natural Landscape also include buffering upland around wetland,
coastal, and aquatic Core Habitats to help ensure their long-term integrity.
11. Unique or important wildlife or
X
wildlife habitat
Explain: The project will have no negative impacts to unique or important wildlife or wildlife habitat.
According to the “Habitat of Potential Regional or Statewide Importance” map for Wayland, the Site and
surrounding area are not mapped as an “Important Wildlife Habitat,” as classified by the MA DEP
Conservation Assessment and Prioritization Systems (CAP) program. CAP is an ecosystem-based approach
for assessing the ecological integrity of lands and waters and subsequently identifying and prioritizing land
for habitat and biodiversity conservation (See Appendix A, Figure 6).
12. Unique or important fish or fish
X
habitat
Explain: No open water or stream habitat that might support fish populations exist on the Site.
13. Introduce or promote non-native
X
species (plant or animal)
Explain: No introduction of non-native or invasive species is proposed.
14. Recreation resources, including
supply, demand, visitation, activities,
X
etc.
Explain: The project will increase recreational resources on site and will not have any negative impacts to
recreation resources.
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Identify potential negative impacts to
the following physical, natural,
or cultural resources

No
Impacts

Negligible
Impacts

Minor
Impacts

Exceeds
Minor
Impacts
(EA or
EIS
Needed)

Data Needed to
Determine/Notes

15. Visual and aesthetic resources

X
Explain: No visual and aesthetic resources will be negatively impacted.
16. Archeological resources

X

Explain: According to the GSA letter addressed to the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) of the
Massachusetts Historical Commission (MHC), dated January 28, 2004, the SHPO has determined that no
archaeological resources occur on the Site (See Appendix B).
17. Prehistoric/historic structures
X
Explain: The SHPO has determined that the project area does not contain potentially significant prehistoric or
historic structures (See Appendix B).
18. Cultural landscapes
X
Explain: The SHPO has determined project area does not contain potentially significant cultural landscapes
(See Appendix B)
19. Ethnographic resources
X
Explain: The SHPO has determined project area does not contain potentially significant ethnographic
resources (See Appendix B)
20. Socioeconomics, including
employment, occupation, income
X
changes, tax base, infrastructure
Explain: There will be no impacts to socioeconomics.
21. Minority and low-income
X
populations
Explain: There will be no impacts to minority and low-income populations.
22. Other agency or tribal land use
X
plans or policies
Explain: No potential negative impacts to tribal land use plans or policies.
23. Resources, including energy,
X
conservation potential, sustainability
Explain: No impacts on energy resources, conservation potential, or sustainability, etc., will occur.
24. Urban quality

X

Explain: No impact on urban quality will occur.
25. Long-term management of
X
resources or land/resource productivity
Explain: No impact on the long-term management of resources or land/resource productivity will occur.
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Identify potential negative impacts to
the following physical, natural,
or cultural resources

No
Impacts

Negligible
Impacts

Minor
Impacts

Exceeds
Minor
Impacts
(EA or
EIS
Needed)

Data Needed to
Determine/Notes

26. Other important environmental
resources (e.g., geothermal,
X
paleontological resources)?
Explain: No impacts on other important environmental resources will occur.

D. MANDATORY CRITERIA
Mandatory Criteria: If implemented,
would the proposal:
1. Have significant negative impacts on
public health or safety?

Yes No

N/A Comment or Data Needed to
Determine

X

Explain: No impacts on public health or safety will occur.
2. Have significant negative impacts on
such natural resources and unique
geographic characteristics as historic or
cultural resources; park, recreation, or
refuge lands; wilderness areas; wild or
scenic rivers; national natural landmarks;
X
sole or principal drinking water aquifers;
prime farmlands; wetlands (Executive
Order 11990); floodplains (Executive
Order 11988); national monuments;
migratory birds; and other ecologically
significant or critical areas?
Explain: No negative impacts to historic or cultural resources (See Appendix B).

3. Have highly controversial
environmental impacts or involve
unresolved conflicts concerning
alternative uses of available resources?

X

Explain: The proposed project does not contain any highly controversial environmental impacts.
The town of Wayland acquired the 10.71± acre parcel from the Federal Government to be used
as active or passive recreation. The proposed project develops the existing passive recreational
field into an active recreational field. Therefore, there are no unresolved conflicts concerning
alternative uses of the available resources located on the Site.
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Mandatory Criteria: If implemented,
would the proposal:
4. Have highly uncertain and potentially
significant negative environmental
impacts or involve unique or unknown
environmental risks?

Yes No

N/A Comment or Data Needed to
Determine

X

Explain: The proposed project has no highly uncertain and potentially negative environmental
impacts and does not involve unique or unknown environmental risks. Many environmental
risks, such as potential on-Site water and soil pollutants, were addressed by the Final
Environmental Site Assessment, dated March 31, 2004 and prepared by Bois Consulting
Company, Inc.
5. Establish a precedent for future action
or represent a decision in principle about
X
future actions with potentially significant
environmental effects?
Explain: The proposed project does not establish a precedent for future action or represent a
decision in principle about future actions with potentially significant environmental effects
because there are no potentially significant environmental resources on the Site.
6. Have a direct relationship to other
actions with individually insignificant,
but cumulatively significant, negative
environmental impacts?

X

Explain: The proposed project does not have a direct relationship to any other actions with
individually insignificant, but cumulatively significant, negative environmental impacts.
7. Have significant negative impacts on
properties listed or eligible for listing on
the National Register of Historic Places,
as determined by the SHPO?

X

Explain: The SHPO has determined project area does not contain properties listed or eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places (See Appendix B).
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Mandatory Criteria: If implemented,
would the proposal:
8. Have significant negative impacts on
species listed or proposed to be listed on
the List of Endangered or Threatened
Species, or have significant negative
impacts on designated Critical Habitat for
these species?

Yes No

N/A Comment or Data Needed to
Determine

X

Explain: According to the 13th edition of the Massachusetts Natural Heritage Atlas (effective
October 1, 2008) published by the Massachusetts Natural heritage and Endangered Species
Program (NHESP), the Site and surrounding areas do not occur within Priority Habitat of Rare
Species or an Estimated Habitat of Rare Wildlife. Further, no Certified or Potential Vernal Pools
occur within the vicinity of the Site. Therefore, the proposed project has no significant negative
impacts on species listed or proposed to be listed on the List of Endangered or Threatened
Species (See Appendix A, Figure 3).
9. Violate a federal law, or a state, local,
or tribal law or requirement imposed for
X
the protection of the environment?
Explain: The proposed project will attain all appropriate permits as required by federal, state,
local, or tribal law.
10. Have a disproportionately high and
adverse impact on low income or
X
minority populations (Executive Order
12898)?
Explain: The proposed project will not have an adverse impact on low income or minority
populations.
11. Limit access to and ceremonial use of
Indian sacred sites on federal lands by
Indian religious practitioners or
X
significantly adversely affect the physical
integrity of such sacred sites (Executive
Order 13007)?
Explain: The proposed project will not limit access to the ceremonial use of Indian sacred sites
on federal lands.
12. Contribute to the introduction,
continued existence, or spread of noxious
weeds or non-native invasive species
known to occur in the area or actions that
X
may promote the introduction, growth, or
expansion of the range of such species
(Federal Noxious Weed Control Act and
Executive Order 13112)?
Explain: The proposed project will not contribute to the introduction or maintenance of weeds or
non-native species.
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E. OTHER INFORMATION
(Please answer the following questions/provide requested information.)


Are personnel preparing this form familiar with the site?



Did personnel conduct a site visit? (If yes, attach meeting notes or additional pages noting
when site visit took place, who attended, etc.) Yes, PAL and LEC Environmental Inc., staff
visited site in April, 2017 (see attached technical memorandum from PAL, Appendix B)



Is the project covered in a previous or associated NEPA document? No

Yes

- If so, document name:


Is the project still consistent with the associated NEPA document? (If no, you may need to
prepare plan/environmental assessment [EA] or environmental impact statement [EIS].) Not
Applicable.



Is the environmental document accurate and up-to-date? (If no, you may need to prepare
plan/EA or EIS.) Not Applicable.
FONSI_____

ROD_____

(Check) Date approved: ________



Are there any interested or affected agencies or parties? No (See Appendix B).
- Did you make a diligent effort to contact them? Not Applicable.



Has consultation with all affected agencies or tribes been completed?
(If yes, attach additional pages re: consultations, including the name, dates, and a summary of
comments from other agencies or tribal contacts.)



Are there any connected, cumulative, or similar actions as part of the proposed action? Is this
proposal part of a larger project? Not Applicable.
(If yes, attach additional pages detailing the other actions.)

F. INSTRUCTIONS FOR DETERMINING APPROPRIATE NEPA
DOCUMENTATION
The Federal Lands to Parks manager will use the information submitted to help select the next steps to
complete the NEPA analysis. The next steps may conclude with a memo-to-file or categorical
exclusion1, or may require an environmental assessment2 or an environmental impact statement3.

1 - Categorical exclusions (CEs) are defined as a group of actions that would have no significant individual or
cumulative effect on the human environment (natural, cultural, and social) and for which, in the absence of
extraordinary circumstances, neither an environmental assessment (EA) nor an environmental impact statement
(EIS) is required.
2 - An environmental assessment (EA) is used when you do not have enough information to decide whether a
proposal may have significant impacts on the environment. It results in either a Finding of No Significant Impact or
an EIS.
3 - An environmental impact statement (EIS) is prepared when impacts on the human environment may be
significant.
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If there are either no impacts or all of the potential impacts identified in Section C (Resource Impacts
to Consider) are no more than minor intensity, usually there is no potential for significant negative
impacts; then a memo-to-file and/or categorical exclusion may suffice. If, however, during public
involvement and further investigation, resource impacts still remain unknown, or exceed minor level
of intensity, and the potential for significant impacts may be likely, an EA or EIS is required. If you
checked YES or identified "data needed to determine" impacts in any block in Section D (Mandatory
Criteria), this is an indication that there is potential for significant impacts to the human environment;
therefore, you must supply missing information or may need to prepare an EA or EIS.

G. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEWERS
The following individual(s) provided input in the completion of the environmental screening
form. List all reviewers including name, title, agency, field of expertise. Keep all environmental
review records and data on this proposal in a compliance file for any future program review and/or
audit.
1. Name_Richard Kirby

Title_Senior Wetland Scientist

Agency/Company LEC Environmental Consultants, Inc. Date of Inspection April 25, 2017
Phone No. 508-753-3077

2. Name Duncan Ritchie

Email address rkirby@lecenvironmental.com

Title_Senior Archaeologist

Agency/Company The Public Archeology Laboratory, Inc. Date of Inspection_April 28, 2017
Phone No. __ 401-728-8780

Email address dritchie@palinc.com

3. Name________________________________

Title___________________________________

Agency/Company ________________________________ Date of Inspection_____________
Phone No. ________________________

Email address ___________________________

The following individuals conducted a site inspection to verify field conditions.
List name of inspector(s), title, agency, and date(s) of inspection.
Same as Above.
1. Name________________________________

Title___________________________________

Agency/Company ________________________________ Date of Inspection_____________
Phone No. ________________________

2. Name________________________________

Email address ___________________________

Title___________________________________
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Agency/Company ________________________________ Date of Inspection_____________
Phone No. ________________________

3. Name________________________________

Email address ___________________________

Title___________________________________

Agency/Company ________________________________ Date of Inspection_____________
Phone No. ________________________

Email address ___________________________

H. SIGNATURES
By signing the form below, you affirm the following: you have either completed a site visit or are
familiar with the specifics of the site; you have consulted with affected agencies and tribes; and you, to
the best of your knowledge, have answered the questions posed in the checklist correctly.
Applicant Certification of ESF

I certify that a site inspection was conducted for each site involved in this proposal and to the best of
my knowledge, the information provided in this Environmental Screening Form (ESF) is accurate
based on available resource data. All resulting notes, reports and inspector signatures are stored
in the applicant’s NEPA file for this proposal and available upon request.

6/19/17
Signature: ______________________________________ Date: _________________
Typed Name, Title, Agency: Richard A. Kirby, Senior Wetland Scientist

LEC Environmental Consultants, Inc.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
~~~~~~
National Park Service Environmental Recommendation
On the basis of the environmental impact information for this proposal as presented in Part B,
Justification for Acquiring Property, and in this ESF, I recommend the following NEPA pathway:

 This proposal qualifies for a Categorical Exclusion (CE).
 CE Item #
 Explanation:

□ This proposal requires an Environmental Assessment (EA). The applicant will be
notified and provided the EA template and supporting documentation.

□ This proposal may require an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). NPS guidance
will be provided to the applicant.

Signature: ______________________________________ Date: _________________
Title: __________________________________________, Federal Lands to Parks Program
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Appendix A
Locus Maps
Figure 1: USGS Topographic Quadrangle
Figure 2: FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map
Figure 3: MassGIS Orthophoto and NHESP Estimated Habitat Map
Figure 4: NRCS Web Soil Survey Map
Figure 5: BioMap2- Wayland
Figure 6: Habitat of Potential Regional or Statewide Importance Map- Wayland
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MAP LEGEND
Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)
Soils
Soil Map Unit Polygons
Soil Map Unit Lines
Soil Map Unit Points
Special Point Features
Blowout
Borrow Pit
Clay Spot
Closed Depression
Gravel Pit
Gravelly Spot
Landfill
Lava Flow
Marsh or swamp

MAP INFORMATION
Spoil Area
Stony Spot

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at
1:25,000.

Very Stony Spot

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

Wet Spot

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.

Other
Special Line Features
Water Features
Streams and Canals
Transportation
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Interstate Highways
US Routes
Major Roads
Local Roads
Background
Aerial Photography

Mine or Quarry

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: Middlesex County, Massachusetts
Survey Area Data: Version 16, Sep 14, 2016

Miscellaneous Water
Perennial Water

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

Rock Outcrop

Date(s) aerial images were photographed:
28, 2014
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Sandy Spot

Sep 12, 2014—Sep

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.

Severely Eroded Spot
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Sodic Spot

Natural Resources
Conservation Service

Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey

4/20/2017
Page 2 of 3

Soil Map—Middlesex County, Massachusetts

Map Unit Legend
Middlesex County, Massachusetts (MA017)
Map Unit Symbol

Map Unit Name

Acres in AOI
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5.6
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Windsor loamy sand, 3 to 8
percent slopes

2.2
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58.5%
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100.0%

Totals for Area of Interest

Natural Resources
Conservation Service

Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey

4/20/2017
Page 3 of 3

LOCUS

Habitat of Potential Regional or Statewide Importance
Town of WAYLAND, MA

LOCUS
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Updated November 2011

Miles

Important Wildlife Habitat

The MassDEP s Massachusetts Wildlife Habitat Protection Guidance for Inland Wetlands, June 2006 adopted a new approach
for assessing wildlife habitat impacts associated with work in wetlands. This approach utilizes maps developed at the University
of Massachusetts Amherst using the Conservation Assessment and Prioritization System (CAPS). The maps depict Habitat of
Potential Regional or Statewide Importance that may trigger more intensive levels of review. For more information on how to
assess wildlife habitat impacts, see Section III of the Guidance document: http://www.mass.gov/dep/water/laws/wldhab.pdf.
The CAPS model assesses the ecological integrity of Massachusetts landscape features as influenced by environmental
stressor metrics (e.g. pollution, fragmentation). CAPS relies on data that are broadly available across Massachusetts. Ecological
features which are not consistently surveyed or uniformly available, such as certified vernal pools, rare species, and
contamination sites are not included in CAPS. When available, this more specific ecological information may be used in
conjunction with the CAPS outputs to better understand particular sites in Massachusetts and support informed conservation
decision-making. For more information on the statewide maps produced by the CAPS model, see: http://www.masscaps.org.
These maps are funded in part by the Massachusetts Executive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs, the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency under section 104 (b)(3) of the U.S.
Clean Water Act. Environmental data sources include the Office of Geographic and Environmental Information (MassGIS).

Appendix B
Oxbow Meadows Recreation Area Cultural Resource Support Letter, prepared by
PAL Inc., dated June 14, 2017
GSA SHPO Consultation Letter, prepared by the General Services Administration,
dated January 28, 2004
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Appendix C
Document Excerpts
Asbestos Abatement Summary Report, Excerpt from Asbestos Abatement, prepared by Axiom Partners,
Inc, dated October 2005
Excerpt from the ESA, Section 1.4, page 1-2, Bois Consulting Company, Inc. dated March 19, 2004
Excerpt from the ESA, Section 2.2, page 2-3 Bois Consulting Company, Inc. dated March 19, 2004
Appendix
Volatile Organic Compounds Detected in Groundwater Table, Nike Site. Appendix B, Table 7. ESA,
Bois Consulting Company, Inc. dated March 19, 2004
Excerpt from the ESA, Section 4.0, page 4-1 Bois Consulting Company, Inc. dated March 19, 2004
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Appendix D
Site Photographs
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Northerly view of recreational field

Northwesterly view of recreational field

Southwesterly view of recreational field and area of proposed tree clearing

Westerly view of northern portion of trail

Easterly view of southern portion of trail

Southeasterly view of entrance to field

Entrance to trail on west side of field

Representative view of forested areas surrounding field

Appendix E

Schematic Plans, Oxbow Meadows, Recreation Area dated September 30, 2015
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