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Section 1: Summary of the Open Space Plan
The Town of Easton has grown over the past century from a relatively rural community with
concentrations of active industry to a largely suburban community with concentrations of urban
development. Most of Easton’s growth has come in the form of residential subdivisions. Future
development of greenspace in the town is limited by two factors. The first factor is the extent of
wetlands that prevent up to a quarter of the land in Easton from being developed. The second is
the result of active land acquisition and preservation that began in the 1970’s and has been
carried on to the present. Starting with a small group of citizens who were concerned the
abundant natural resources found in Easton would be lost forever to untethered development,
land has been acquired to protect important wildlife habitat, natural vegetative communities and
the watersheds that recharge Easton’s water supply. As a result of this land preservation, Easton
offers its residents and visitors some of the highest quality drinking water in the state; nearly
4,000 acres of preserved open space; and a rural setting that is complemented by the many
historical structures and cultural assets preserved by thoughtful Easton residents.
Easton was an early adopter of the Community Preservation Act; and while the original goal of
adoption was to preserve and protect more open space, the Town has primarily used CPA funds
to preserve historic structures and acquire or rehabilitate active recreational facilities. The 2008
update of the Open Space and Recreation Plan identified a need for additional recreational fields
for the Town’s youth and playgrounds for younger children. The acquisition of the Edwin Keach
Recreational Park helped the town meet the demand for additional soccer and softball fields and
several playgrounds have been built or rehabilitated. Input received during this update identified
broader recreational needs for the community. Easton, like many communities, has an aging
population whose recreational needs may vary greatly depending on individual health and
mobility. Residents indicated a very strong desire to make bicycling and walking, that includes
the use of mobility devices, safer and more accessible to people of all ages. Many people who
have lived in town for a number of years are familiar with the trail systems that exist in Easton’s
conservation management areas, but it is clear many people are not aware of the miles of trails
available for hiking and nature observation. Most of these areas have no or very limited access to
people with limited mobility, making access for most residents a priority.
This update of the Open Space and Recreation Plan recognized several key needs:
 recreational opportunities for all Easton residents
 protection, enhancement and resilience of Easton’s array of natural resources
 completion of existing natural resource corridors
 active management of the town’s existing open space holdings to ensure the longterm health and protection of the values for which they were acquired.

Section 2: Introduction
A. Statement of Purpose
The Town of Easton’s 2017 Open Space and Recreation Plan serves as a guiding document that directs
the Town’s efforts to preserve and enhance its natural environment, protect its historic landscapes, and
support the community’s recreational needs. The Open Space plan should guide the decisions Easton
makes on land acquisition, natural and historical resource protection, and recreational facilities.
This update evaluates the Town’s progress and success in achieving the goals outlined in the 2008 plan
and updates the town’s recreational, open space and agricultural land goals and objectives based on public
input, updated socio-economic and demographic information, and the current state of Easton’s natural
resources. The update also considers the state of the environment from a global, national, and regional
perspective and how current conditions at those levels inform the way Easton thinks about its natural
resources. Easton has long recognized the importance of open space protection and has historically
preserved open space to protect wildlife habitat, ensure long-term viability of public drinking water
sources, provide passive recreation opportunities to its residents and preserve characteristic rural view
sheds. This plan also considers future climate change projections to help protect the community’s natural
resources, infrastructure, and recreational opportunities as climate is expected to change in the coming
decades. Easton’s residents value the town’s rural character and began protecting it through land
acquisition and preservation beginning over forty years ago. More recently, the increasing awareness that
the current global food system is not likely sustainable has resulted in greater interest in preserving the
Town’s remaining agricultural lands.
While the evidence of the long standing efforts of Easton’s residents to preserve the town’s natural
resources, historic features, rural sense and small town character can be found throughout the town,
Easton is still affected by the same development and growth pressures prevalent in particular throughout
southeastern Massachusetts. This update to the Open Space Plan takes a fresh look at Easton’s natural
environment, changing demographics, and open space and recreation needs. It looks at the needs and
priorities identified in the 2008 Plan, assesses what has been achieved in the past eight years, determines
what has changed, and identifies the town’s desires and goals for open space protection and recreation
into the next eight to ten years.

B. Planning Process and Public Participation
The 2017 Open Space and Recreation Plan is an update from the 2008 Plan. Much of the public input used
to update the plan came from the master planning process, Envision Easton, that sought to identify how
Easton should look twenty years into the future. The Envision Easton process began early in 2013 and
wrapped up in October 2014. During the Envision Process, a variety of tools were used to solicit public
input. These tools included:





interviews with elected and appointed officials, Town staff and community leaders
two public forums widely publicized and open to the public and with services offered to
encourage broad participation:
o Interpretation for hearing impaired
o Baby-sitting services
“meet you where you are” sessions, including
o Council on Aging
o Commission on Disabilities
o Recreation Commission
o YMCA
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surveys designed to gauge public response on the information gathered during the public
forums and interviews
five focused working groups:
Arts, Culture, and Education
Economic Development
Transportation Mobility and Accessibility
Housing and Neighborhoods
Natural Resources and Recreation
interviews with elected and appointed officials, Town staff and community leaders.

The efforts of the working group provided groundwork for identifying the high-level goals and objectives
that inform this update to the Open Space and Recreation Plan. Each working group was comprised of
residents, civic leaders, and town officials with specific interest in the working group focus topic. Each of
those groups identified Easton’s rural character and its historic preservation of open space as one of the
Town’s significant assets for attracting and retaining both residents and businesses. Specific
recommendations, echoed throughout the working groups, included the ability to walk, bicycle, or use a
mobility device to get from one’s neighborhood to a park, recreational facility or open space as well as the
need to protect the landscape and natural resources that define Easton’s rural character.
To correlate the goals and objectives of other public and private planning documents such as the Historic
Preservation Plan with the Open Space and Recreation Plan and to gather, review and analyze more
technical information an advisory group was formed. This group consisted of representatives from the
Historical Commission, Agricultural Commission, Recreation Commission, the Natural Resources Trust,
Stonehill College, and wetlands protection specialists. The members helped to further refine the goals and
objectives identified in the Envision Easton process.
As mentioned above, accommodations were made to ensure people with mobility and access limitations
participated in the public input process. All public meetings were held in accessible buildings; services
were offered that would ensure individuals with hearing impairments were able to participate; and
babysitting services were offered so families could attend the public sessions.
A variety of means were used to solicit input from all Easton’s residents, including public listening posts
staged at local supermarkets and the post office, online survey tools, posted flyers, and “meet you where
you are” sessions.
The Recreation Commission held a meeting and followed up with the leaders of the various recreational
organizations in Town to better understand both their current and projected future needs for fields and
facilities.

Section 3: Community Setting
A. Regional Context
The Town of Easton is a residential and rural town of 18,842 acres or 29.44 square miles, located
approximately 25 miles southwest of Boston, 45 miles west of Cape Cod and 30 miles north of
Providence. Easton is bordered by the towns of Sharon, Stoughton, West Bridgewater, Raynham, Norton,
Mansfield, and the cities of Brockton and Taunton.
Originally a self-contained agricultural and manufacturing center, Easton’s proximity to Routes 24, 495
and 95 has contributed to its evolution into a largely middle to upper income suburb with new residents
relocating from Brockton or other areas in order to work in the metropolitan Boston area.
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The town’s commitment to preserving and protecting its historical assets, open space, and natural
resources is one reason Easton attracts many people to remain in, return to, or re-locate to the town. Over
forty years ago Easton residents began actively supporting protection of the Town’s important wild areas
and open space when it acquired the first parcels of land that would comprise the now over 1200-acre
Wheaton Farm Conservation Area. Now there are nearly 4,000 acres designated as permanently protected
open space, making Easton a leader in the region for land protection.
The Bay Circuit Trail and Greenway runs through Easton connecting the town to Sharon to the north and
West Bridgewater to the southeast. The Bay Circuit Greenway was conceptualized by the Secretary of
theTrustees of Reservations, Charles W. Eliot III, who envisioned in 1929 a greenbelt in the British
tradition. Clearly demarcating the edge of the metropolitan area, offering a wide variety of connected
landscapes, reservations, and recreation areas a greenway connects high quality managed stands with
environmental sinks and lower quality protected land. The Bay Circuit Trail and Beltway extends from
Crane’s Beach in Ipswich on the North Shore to Duxbury Beach on the South Shore following a wide arc,
roughly between tcurrent Rtes.128 and 495. Dedicated volunteers led by Alan French completed the
actual trail work.
Climate change is expected to play a significant role in the shaping of natural resources, open spaces, and
ecological function in the next century. Evaluating which of Easton’s open spaces and recreational
opportunities are at highest risk of negative impact due to climate change, particularly those spaces that
hold greater regional importance, will allow for future open space and recreational planning to work
effectively despite climatic shifts. Borderland State Park, that occupies land in Easton’s northwest corner
and adjacent land in the town of Sharon, hosts a variety of passive recreation opportunities as well as
ecological systems that may be compromised in the coming years. The Hockomock Swamp, that partly
lies in Easton’s southeast corner, acts as one of Southeastern Massachusetts’s largest natural water
collectors and drinking water purifiers. Protecting these types of larger spaces from the greatest threats of
climate change will benefit not only Easton but the region as a whole in the coming decades.
Since the last update of the Open Space and Recreation Plan in 2008, Easton has made efforts to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions by creating more walkable communities and creating a Green Communities
Task Force charged with investigating and implementing ways to reduce fossil fuel consumption and
promote increased production and use of alternative energy sources.

B. History of the Community
Historic Land Use Patterns
It took 200 years for Easton’s population density to reach 200 people per square mile, which happened in
1950. From 1950 to 2010 the population density increased to 800 people per square mile, yet still people
list rural character as one of the attractions of the town. This section is intended to provide a basic
understanding of the major settlement patterns that evolved over centuries and still shape the perception
of the town today.1
The first traces of human activity in Easton date back approximately 9,000 years. Archaic Native
Americans travelled seasonally in smaller territories than in the previous Paleo period, moving from good
hunting grounds in the fall to fishing grounds in the spring. This more intensive use of the environment
resulted in larger settlements along the bigger branches of the Taunton River. Evidence of seasonal camps
in Easton has been found along Mulberry Meadow Brook at Wheaton Farm; in the fields around Simpson
Spring; Queset Brook in Eastondale; and Morse’s Pond in South Easton.

1

Wadlin, Horace G. Census of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts: 1895, Population and Social Statistics, Volume 1. Boston:
Wright & Potter Print, State Printers, 1896.
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Approximately 3,000 years ago corn-based horticulture was introduced. Seasonal moves to fishing and
hunting sites were supplemented by summers tending fields of corn, squash, beans, and Jerusalem
artichokes. Fields were created by burning vegetation and growing crops until the field lost fertility. New
fields would be created while old fields regenerated providing wild berries and white tailed deer habitat.
These native fields existed along the Queset Brook and around Simpson Spring and probably along Bay
Road at Wheaton Farm.2 It is also likely that trails, some the future sites of our roads, linked the Queset
camps with Bay Road.
European colonists did not begin settling in Easton until almost thirty years after a group of investors
from Taunton purchased fifty square miles from Native Americans and formed the Taunton North
Purchase Company in 1668 with the intent to sell land in 100 to 150-acre allotments. Early colonists
practiced subsistence agriculture that mixed raising animals with growing staples like Indian corn, rye,
and oats alongside field crops like beans and turnips to provide the necessities for a comfortable life.
Many farms planted apple trees in their pasture. Farms also provided leather; wool, flax; and timber.
Successful farms produced a surplus used to trade for other materials. By 1771 about 5% of Easton’s land
was used for crops and 15% for feeding domesticated animals. The remaining 80% was forest and swamp
used for wood products and probably pasturing animals. Crop yields climbed in the next century but
planted acreage remained unchanged, likely due to limited acreage of good crop soils.
Those colonists not content to farm began harnessing the water power of Easton’s waterways to saw
lumber and grind grain. By the end of the colonial period a number of these small mills existed in town.
Around 1723 a small furnace to refine iron was opened on the upper Queset Brook in North Easton. In
1752, a group of investors built a more advanced blast furnace on Mulberry Meadow Brook in the area to
become known as Furnace Village. While the majority of Easton residents remained farmers, this nascent
iron industry began to set the pattern for land use in the town.
While farms produced surpluses of leather, wool, and flax to sell, many farm families also cut nails from
bar iron, made shoes, braided straw for hats, or wove homespun cloth. During the Revolutionary War
Easton men produced iron cannons, muskets, and wool to arm and clothe the Patriots fighting the war.
After the war, the iron industry continued to grow giving North Easton and Furnace Village a different
focus from the rest of the town. Men in South Easton and Eastondale began to experiment with machinery
to produce textiles. These early experiences with water power and domestic production gave Easton
farmers and businessmen a head start on the Industrial Revolution. Now, Easton was a town with a dual
personality developed with both a rich, rural heritage and a budding industrial focus. Small factories
along the Queset and Mulberry Meadow Brooks began to produce cotton thread and cloth; the Shovel
Shop mill complex, that would become a mass-producer of shovels marketed across the country began
operations in 1803.
The new factories increased the town’s connection to the world as businessmen sought markets and raw
materials outside Easton. Horse and oxen-drawn wagons created a demand for better roads and during this
period the main north-south and east-west roads composing Easton’s current street grid were completed.
Bay Road was for many years the only easy north-south route out of town, but beginning in 1809, two
turnpikes (now Washington and Turnpike Streets finally) were driven through the Hockomock Swamp,
connecting the east side of town with Taunton and points south. Center Street connected two of the three
main east-west routes, Depot Street and Main Street/Lincoln Street. Foundry Street linked the new
Turnpike to Bay Road and Furnace Village.
The effects of this early road grid are still felt today. Nodes of denser population developed along these
routes where waterpower provided job opportunities in the neighborhoods of North Easton, Furnace
Village, South Easton (the Central Street area) and Eastondale. Easton Center with its churches, meeting
house, school and poor farm remained a town focal point as well. Today, these are the areas with the
highest density of historic homes.
2

Hands, Edmund C., and Mass Easton. Easton’s Neighborhoods. Easton, Mass.: Easton Historical Society, 1995.
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While land planted with crops did not increase significantly from the colonial period, yield per acre rose
dramatically with the advent of the scientific farming movement; and the largest farmers of this era were
more prosperous than most Easton businessmen. Woods covered about a third of the land during this peak
of agricultural production.

Map 1. Easton, 1855

Source: Town of Easton

By 1915 the town had grown to 5,064 people. North Easton remained the most densely populated part of
town, but the population centers in Furnace Village, Eastondale and South Easton continued to develop
even as their population growth slowed. The majority of the town remained completely rural.
As the national railroad system created a national market where production could be located nearer raw
materials, growth of the Shovel Shops and industry in Easton’s other neighborhoods slowed. By the end
of the 1890s railroad and trolley lines connected Easton passengers to the regional transportation grid
providing access to jobs in Brockton and Boston. In 1895 Washington Street was designed as a state
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highway connecting Boston with Rhode Island, creating opportunities for commerce to replace industry
along the roadway. However, the large estates belonging to the third and fourth generations of the Ames
family prevented denser development along Washington Street.
The railroad also impacted the rural areas of Easton. Growing staple crops for commerce no longer made
sense because farmers elsewhere could grow them on better soils and ship them cheaply by rail. However,
the number of farms actually grew during this period as people turned to dairy and later poultry
production. New houses in the rural areas tended to be infill along long established streets reserving the
farmland behind as open space. This open space was mostly hayfields, pastures, and regenerating
woodlands. In 1905 just about 13,000 of the town’s 18,842 acres belonged to farm owners. The rest of the
land was devoted to ponds, roads, house lots, commerce and industry.
Beginning with the turn of the twentieth century and continuing through the present, the town has
transitioned from one of indigenous industry and agriculture to a modern bedroom community with its
typical supporting service businesses. At the beginning of this period Easton entered a time of population
stagnation caused by the decline of the shovel shops and the coming of the Great Depression. Between
1910 and 1945 the population declined from 5,139 to 5,135. The shovel company sold its remaining
worker’s housing at the start of the Depression. Revived temporarily by the two World Wars, the shovel
shops finally closed completely in 1953. Early in this period trolley service declined and was replaced by
bus service that ran from 1933 to 1968. Passenger rail service to Easton ended in 1959.
At first, the decline in industry was not matched in agriculture. Poultry production actually peaked in
1950 and remained steady until the closing of the town’s largest poultry farm in the early 1970s. Dairy
cattle peaked in 1925 before beginning a slow decline. The dispersal of the Ames Langwater Guernsey
herd in the early 1960s furthered the decline, but as late as 1970 there were over 200 dairy cows in
Easton. This slow decline of agriculture helped preserve open space.
The first modern subdivision was approved just before World War II, but real growth and development
did not begin until 1950. After 1950, land use patterns began to change due to several factors, including
the construction of Route 24 and associated employment opportunities, increased development along
Route 128, and post-World War II low mortgage rates. Within the town the end of the old district system
in 1956 and the arrival of town water to all parts of town in the 1960s also made Easton more attractive to
newcomers. The majority of early development occurred in the North Easton area and was primarily
residential in nature, with some pockets of commercial and industrial development. Other old residential
neighborhoods like South Easton, Eastondale, and Easton Center also saw growth before 1970.
Into the early 1970s as the highway system improved and suburbs closer to Boston filled up, Easton saw
increased residential and commercial growth particularly along the Route 138 corridor. Undeveloped land
and a relatively low tax rate played a part in this growth, but, according to the 1971 master plan, Easton’s
main attraction was its rural quality. On the periphery of North Easton the continuance of the great Ames
estates or their conversion to public parks like Borderland preserved open space while the slow decline of
dairy farming did the same in other parts of town. In fact, the impetus for Easton’s conservation
movement came with the potential sale of the dairy farm located at Wheaton Farm to a developer.
Land use for the 25 years between 1973 and 1998 followed a cycle of increased residential growth, with
complementary commercial growth to serve the new residents. Most of this growth came in the form of
residential subdivisions that carved new roads out of old farmland. Traditional infill frontage development
also continued to spread along existing roads. Commercial development focused on the Five Corners and
along Washington Street, bypassing the old North Easton Village business district.
The rapid growth in this period raised concerns among many that the town’s open space and historical
buildings were at risk. The Natural Resources Trust and the Conservation Commission began to purchase
and preserve open space. The Historical Society and Historical Commission had fewer resources at first,
but worked to preserve historical buildings and landscapes. Ultimately the Planning Board and Town
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Meeting created a Planning and Zoning code that balanced property rights with the desire to maintain
rural and historic values. A new Master Plan, completed in 2014, aims to continue this balance into the
future.

C. Population Characteristics
Population and demographic characteristics of a community play an important role in developing and
updating the Open Space and Recreation Plan. Increasing population growth in general or within a
particular cohort may put an extra burden on certain recreational facilities and can increase pressure to
develop green land. Wealth distribution can influence preferences for private recreational facilities versus
town owned and sponsored facilities and programs.
According to the 2010 U.S. Census, Easton has a population of 23,112. As shown in Figure 1, the population
has increased 3.6 percent since 2000, which puts Easton’s population growth rate above that of the state
(3.1 percent) and the county (2.5 percent). Easton has experienced continuous population growth since the
early twentieth century with its most rapid growth period occurring between 1950 and 1980 in line with
national demographic trends. This was largely the result of new regional highways impacting development
during that time period. In 1950, Easton’s population was 6,244. The population grew to 9,078 by 1960,
then 12,157 by 1970, and 16,623 by 1980. Over these 30 years, Easton’s population more than doubled.
Since 1980 Easton’s growth rate has gradually slowed. Figure 2 illustrates these trends. Although the 2010
U.S. Census Data shows a significant drop in the growth rate, this was likely due to the Great Recession
and housing bust that began in 2006. While the economy in general began turning around 2010, as shown
in Figure 3 housing starts in the region did not begin showing a recovery until 2012. That recovery may be
reflected in Easton’s population growth between 2010 and 2014. The U.S. Census Bureau estimates
Easton’s population at 23,548 for 2014 that is a 5.6% increase from 2010.
While much of the remaining undeveloped land in Easton is geographically constrained, Easton’s growth
rate will be affected by recent zoning changes that allow denser development in targeted areas and recently
approved large-scale residential rental developments.

Figure 1. U.S. Census Population Changes, 1990-2010
Change from 2000 to 2010
1990

2000

2010

Total
Population

Percentage

Massachusetts

6,016,425

6,349,097

6,547,629

198,532

3.1%

Bristol County
Easton

506,325
19,807
16,568

534,678
22,299
22,414

548,285
23,112
23,184

13,607
813
770

2.5%
3.6%
3.4%

14,265

18,036

19,031

995

5.5%

State/City/Town

Mansfield
Norton
Raynham

9,867

11,739

13,383

1,644

14.0%

Taunton

49,832

55,976

55,874

-102

-1.0%

Foxborough

14,637

16,246

16,865

619

3.8%

Sharon

15,517

17,408

17,612

204

1.2%

Stoughton

26,777

27,149

26,962

-187

-0.7%

Brockton

92,788

94,304

93,810

-494

-0.5%

6,389
6,634
West Bridgewater
Source: U.S. Census 1930-2010. Massachusetts Data Center.

6,916

282

4.3%
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Figure 2. Easton Population Growth, 1930-2010
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Source: U.S. Census 1930-2010. Massachusetts Data Center.

Figure 3. Easton and Surrounding Communities Housing Starts 2006- 2015
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Age
Demographics show Easton’s population is aging. Since 1980, the most dramatic changes in age
composition have occurred within the age groups 45 and above. A breakdown of cohorts over 45 show both
the 45 to 54 age group and the 55 to 64 age group more than doubled from 1980 to 2010. During that same
period the 65 and older cohort also doubled.
The continuous increase in Easton’s median population age further illustrates these changes. In 1980,
Easton’s median age was 28.4 years. By 2010, the median age had increased to 39.5 years. According to
projections made by MAPC and as shown in Figure 4 below, this trend will continue to intensify over the
next decade.

Figure 4. Easton Resident Age Breakdown
Age

2000

2014

Trend

0-9
10-19
20-34
35-44
45-54
55-64
65+

3,043
3,544
4,356
3,840
3,460
1,961
2,095

2,673
4,169
4,282
2,965
3,672
3,055
2,732

↓
↑
↓
↓
↑
↑
↑

US Census Bureau

In Figure 5, Easton’s population in 2000 and 2010 is further divided into five-year age cohorts and displayed
in two population pyramids. The pyramids show that a significant portion of Easton’s population belongs
to the so-called Baby Boom and Echo Boom generations. The Baby Boomers include those born in the
post-World War II era between 1946 and 1964. In 2010, they ranged in age from 46 to 64. By contrast,
Echo Boomers, also known as Gen Y or Millenials, are the children of the Baby Boomer generation, born
roughly between 1980 and 1995. In 2010, this generation spanned from 15 to 30 years.

Figure 5. Population Pyramids, 2000 and 2010
5-Year Age Cohorts, 2010
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5-Year Age Cohorts, 2000
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Source: U.S. Census 2000-2010. Massachusetts State Data Center.

In the 2010 5-year age group pyramid, there is a notable population gap between ages 25 and 39. This gap
would extend to younger adults (age 18-24) without the presence of the Stonehill College student body that
represents a significant portion of Easton’s young adult population.
Easton’s population pyramid shows several age groups made significant shifts between 2000 and 2010. For
example, the 30- to 39-year age group has changed considerably. Over this ten-year period, that cohort
dropped by over a third. People in their thirties as of Census 2000 matured into their forties by 2010, thereby
shifting the age cohorts within the population pyramid. The effects of the baby boom can also be seen in
the dramatic 74% increase in the 60- to 69-year age range between 2000 and 2010.
While Easton’s aging population continues to increase, the school-age population has remained relatively
stable. The number of children between 5 and 18 has fluctuated only minimally since 1980.
Easton’s aging population is a reflection of the national trend. The maturation of the Baby Boomer
generation is a major reason for this development. However, the oldest of the Baby Boomers were just
turning 65 around 2010. Therefore, this aging trend is expected to amplify in the next two decades as Baby
Boomers currently in their 50s grow older. Improved health care and lengthening life expectancies are also
factors responsible for this aging trend.

Race, Ethnicity, and National Origin
Easton is a predominantly white, non-Hispanic community. According to 2011 ACS estimates,
approximately 93 percent of the population identified themselves as “White,” and 96 percent as “Not
Hispanic or Latino.” About 3 percent of residents identified as “Black or African-American” and 2 percent
as “Asian.”

Educational Attainment and Income
According to 2011 American Community Survey (ACS) estimates, Easton’s residents are, on average, more
educated than the statewide population. Nearly all Easton residents over the age of twenty-five completed
a high school education and almost half have attained bachelor degrees or higher.
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Easton’s median household income levels are significantly higher than the statewide average even as
statewide levels have increased rapidly in the past twenty years. The majority of Easton’s households are
families, and one-third have children under the age of 18. Family households, in particular those with
school-aged children, have the highest median income. A little over one-quarter of Easton’s households are
non-family households, a large proportion of whom are individuals living alone. The median income for
non-family households, as well as households that include persons over the age of 65, is $44,000. The
median income for families in Easton is $89,714.

Poverty
Poverty rates in Easton are well below statewide averages. According to 2011 ACS estimates, 3 percent of
individuals and of families in Easton live at the poverty level. Easton’s poverty rate is highest among
residents 65 and older with approximately 7 percent of Easton residents within this age group living in
poverty.
Easton poverty rates have increased in recent years. According to the U.S. Census, Easton’s poverty rate
for individuals in 2000 was 2 percent. In that same year, the poverty rate for families was 1 percent. The
poverty rate for residents 65 and older has remained unchanged since 2000, although the number of people
in this demographic has increased. As the population over the age of 65 comprises an increasing share of
Easton’s population, the overall rate of poverty will continue to rise.
Easton’s food pantry serves 50-60 households per week throughout the year, escalating up to 90 households
per week during the peak winter season when households are also struggling to cover heating costs. Elderly
individuals living alone use the food pantry most regularly, while many young households come to the food
pantry on an occasional basis.
The significance of trending population characteristics and growth relative to the Open Space and
Recreation Plan is two-fold. As the number of older residents increases, the town must consider the types
of recreational activities that will benefit those residents. In past updates to the Open Space and Recreation
Plan, there has been a focus on increasing the number of playing fields for youth team sports. The slowing
growth of younger age groups may effectively relieve some of the past pressure to acquire or to have access
to team sport playing fields. At the same time, it will be necessary to ensure a reasonable range of affordable,
age- and ability-appropriate, recreational activities for Easton’s aging population. The variety of Easton’s
open spaces is especially important to our older residents due to the wide range of physical and mental
health benefits provided by access to open space and natural environment.
The future population characteristics of the town will influence the goals and objectives of the Open
Space and Recreational Plan. Projecting future age demographics allows the town to consider age-specific
recreational and open space needs and how to meet those needs. For example, as Easton’s large baby
boomer population ages, recreational programs may need to be developed that accommodate an
increasing number of people with mobility constraints. Though not all of Easton’s aging population will
require these amenities, it is important to keep recreational spaces accessible to all residents of the town.
Income levels can also play a role in the future of outdoors and recreational opportunities for Easton
residents, especially school-aged children. Households that can afford to do so are more likely to use private
recreational facilities and programs than families whose incomes are below the median. Lower participation
in public programs could result in increased costs of such activities offered through the town. Identifying
how income levels affect what types of services the town should provide recreationally allows a more
comprehensive plan to strengthen public recreational programs for residents who depend on those services.
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D. Growth and Development Patterns3
As noted in Section 3b, the first modern subdivision was approved just before World War II, although
real growth and development did not begin until after 1950 when interstate highway construction, low
mortgage rates, and the advent of town-wide water made Easton a more attractive place to live. This new
residential growth focused on North Easton, but other old residential neighborhoods also saw growth
before 1970. Some commercial and industrial development also occurred in this period, but did not keep
pace with the growth of single-family homes. Continued use of open space for dairy farms and the large
Ames family estates kept growth somewhat in check. It was around this time Easton’s conservation
movement started to protect Wheaton Farm from residential development.
Increased residential and commercial growth continued for Easton particularly along the Route 138 corridor
until the early 1970’s, a result of transportation access, available undeveloped land, the saturation of
surrounding communities, and the town’s relatively low tax rate. As stated in the 1971 Master Plan, the
attraction to Easton was primarily driven by the rural qualities possessed by the town, not job opportunities.
Growth for the 25 years between 1973 and 1998 followed a cycle of increased residential construction, with
complementary commercial growth to serve the needs of the growing number of residents. Most of this
growth came in the form of residential subdivisions carving new roads out of farmland and frontage infill
development spreading along existing roads throughout the town. Commercial development focused on the
Five Corners and along Washington Street. The rapid growth in this period raised concerns among many
that the Town’s open space and historical buildings were at risk. The Natural Resources Trust and the
Conservation Commission were founded to purchase open space and prevent unchecked development. The
Historical Society and Historical Commission worked to preserve historical buildings and landscapes by
increasing public awareness and creating National Register Historic Districts. The Planning Board and
Town Meeting worked to create a Planning and Zoning code that balanced property rights with the desire
to maintain rural and historic values.
Residential growth since the 90’s has occurred in relatively expensive portions of the housing spectrum.
Even during the downturn in the residential market experienced throughout the region during this same
time, homes continued to sell in Easton. In recent years Easton has worked proactively to increase the
diversity of housing options by supporting several significant primarily rental mixed-income projects. The
adaptive re-use of the former Ames Shovel Works as new mixed-income apartments ensured the permanent
preservation of this historically important mill complex. The Queset Commons 40R Overlay District will
result in a village style mixed-use development including businesses, apartments, and condominiums.
Easton Avalon is another mixed-use apartment development in a portion of south Easton identified in the
Envision Easton master plan as a target development area. With these recent developments Easton meets
its 40B affordable housing obligations such that 10.09% of the town’s year-round housing units are
affordable to households making 80% or less of the Area Median Income. The result of achieving this statedirected mandate is that the Town may refuse to permit future residential developments filed under the 40B
Comprehensive Permit law.4

3

Parts of this section are taken from the 2015 Envision Easton Master Plan
Chapter 40B is a state statute allowing applicants to bypass local zoning and development regulations by submitting a
Comprehensive Permit request for housing developments with qualified affordability components to the local Zoning Board of
Appeals.
4
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Land Use Overview
Easton’s physical and topographic make-up defines the Town, its neighborhoods, and its land uses. Easton’s
highest developed land use is dominated by residential uses (Map 2). According to Figure 6, over 12 percent
of the land area is developed at medium density (1/4 to 1/2 acre lots)6, although there is a town-wide average
lot size of just under one acre. The Town also maintains a significant percentage of undeveloped areas (over
50%) due to environmental constraints and local and State conservation efforts.

Figure 6. Land Use as a Percentage of Land Cover
Source: MassGIS Land Use Coverage 2005
% of total acreage

5
6

High Density Residential
Medium Density Residential
Low Density Residential
Very Low Density Residential
Multi-Family Residential
Residential Development Subtotal
Agriculture
Developed Recreation
Commercial
Industrial
Public/Institutional
Transportation
Cemetery
Junkyard/Waste Disposal
Power Line/Utility
Other Developed Lands Subtotal

1.90%
12.70%
2.00%
1.40%
2.00%
20.00%
4.00%
1.72%
1.20%
0.90%
1.00%
0.08%
0.20%
0.08%
0.73%
9.91%

Forested/Open Space
Open/Transitional Land5
Water Feature
Wetlands
Undeveloped Lands Subtotal

45.00%
1.16%
1.93%
22.00%
70.09%

Open areas in the process of being developed from one land use to another if future land use is uncertain
High density is defined as housing on lots less than ¼ acre; Low density as housing on ½ to 1 acre lots

14

Map 2: Land Use – Residential Density
Source: MassGIS Land Use Coverage 2005
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Map 3: Land Use – Business/Commercial/Industrial
Source: MassGIS Land Use Coverage 2005.
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Map 4: Land Use – Agriculture and Open Space
Source: MassGIS Land Use Coverage 2005.
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Zoning Overview
Zoning provides a structure for the town to define how it wishes to see land used into the future. The types
of uses, where such uses will be allowed, the size of lots and structural setbacks from abutting property
lines are defined in the town’s Zoning regulations. Map 5 shows the Town of Easton is divided into seven
Zoning Districts, also summarized in Figure 7, and several additional overlay districts. Nearly 59% of the
town is zoned Residential that allows single-family homes by right and 2-family houses, and duplexes by
Special Permit. Most business, retail and professional uses are permitted by right in the Business (B) district.
The Business Neighborhood district is nearly identical to the Business district, but requires smaller
minimum front and rear setbacks. Only three small properties, presumably operating as businesses before
modern zoning, are zoned BN. The Eleemosynary District (of or pertaining to alms, charity or charitable
donations) includes Stonehill College located in the northeastern corner of the town.

Figure 7. Summary of Easton’s Zoning Districts
Zoning District

Zoning
Code

Description of Requirements and Allowable
Uses

Approx. Acres
Town-wide

Percent
of Total

Residential

R

Single family minimum lot size: 40,000 SF
Building coverage: 20%
 Most Institutional, Recreational and
Educational Uses
 Agricultural Uses
 Most Accessory/Home Occupation Uses

11,077.39

59%

Residential 1

R1

Single family minimum lot size: 40,000 SF
Building coverage: 20%
 Most Institutional, Recreational and
Educational Uses
 Agricultural Uses
 Most Accessory/Home Occupation Uses

Village Business

VB

Minimum lot size: , single-family and 2-family by
special permit

B

Minimum lot size: 40,000 SF
Building
Coverage: 25%
 Business, Financial and Prof. Uses
 Office and Laboratory Use
 Retail Business and Consumer Service
 Institutional, Recreational and Educational
Uses
 Agricultural Uses
 Establishments to serve local needs
 Planned Business development
 Automotive Service and Open Air Drive-in
Retail Service
 Most Accessory/Home Occupation Uses

888.99

4.73%

Residential

Commercial
Business
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Zoning District

Zoning
Code

Descrption

Approximate
Acres Townwide

Percent
of Total

BN

Minimum lot size: 40,000 SF
Building
Coverage: 25%
 Business, Financial and Prof. Use
 Office and Laboratory Use
 Retail Business and Consumer Service
 Institutional, Recreational and Educational
Uses
 Certain Agricultural Uses
 Most Accessory/Home Occupation Uses

.85

<1%

I

Minimum lot size: 40,000 SF
Building
Coverage: 25%
 Office and Laboratory Use
 Institutional, Recreational and Educational
Uses
 Automotive Service and Open Air Drive-In
 Retail Service
 Industrial, Wholesale and Transportation
Use
 Most Accessory/Home Occupation Uses

624.57

3.32%

Eleemosynary

E

Requires permit from the Planning and Zoning
Boards
 Institutional, Recreational and Educational
Uses
 Agricultural Uses

478.46

2.54%

Municipal /
Open Space

M



5,629.20

29.96%

Commercial
Business
Neighborhood

Industrial
Industrial

Other



Institutional, Recreational and Educational
Uses
Agricultural Uses

Source: Town of Easton Zoning Ordinance
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Map 5. Zoning Districts

Source: MassGIS
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Overlay Districts
Easton has several overlay zoning districts designed for specific purposes. An overlay district is a specified
geographic area upon which additional land use requirements are imposed, on top of the underlying zoning
district, to achieve a specified goal.

Zoning Overlay Districts
Queset Smart Growth Overlay District (QSGOD)
The Queset Smart Growth Overlay District was established under M.G.L. Chapter 40R, an act
adopted at the state level to encourage dense residential and mixed-use development in desirable
areas proximate to transit or existing areas of highly concentrated development or otherwise
highly desirable. The Queset Smart Growth Overlay District is located in an area bordering
traditional neighborhood development, a commercial corridor and within less than 1.5 miles from
a major north/south highway. The greater Queset Commercial district of which this overlay
district is part is identified in Envision Easton as a targeted development area.

Large-Scale Ground-Mounted Solar Photovoltaic Installation Overlay District (SPOD)
This district was established to facilitate the creation of new Large-Scale Ground-Mounted
Solar Photovoltaic Installations according to performance standards that protect public
safety, the environment and scenic, natural and historic resources.
Environmental Overlay Districts
Flood Plain (F)
The Floodplain District includes all special flood hazard areas within the Town of Easton
designated on the Bristol County Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) issued by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) for the administration of the National Flood Insurance
Program (NFIP). The purpose of the district is to help preserve and protect the town’s open water
bodies and adjoining lands and to protect against property damage and personal injury from flood
waters. This overlay district may be of particular use with the anticipated impacts of climate change,
as storms of increasing intensity may result in more damaging floods and flows. After projected
extreme weather events, this district, limiting development in flood-prone areas, may save the
community and its residents time and money

Aquifer Protection Overlay District
The groundwater underlying the town is the sole source of its existing and future drinking water
supply. Groundwater aquifers are integrally connected with and flow into the surface waters, lakes,
ponds, and streams providing recreational activities such as boating and fishing. Uses such as
automotive repair and chemical laboratories that could potentially compromise the quality of water
within the aquifer through accidental releases of oils, toxic or hazardous materials and sewage
discharge are not allowed in the district.

Historic Districts
In 1970, the community’s reaction to the proposed development of an interchange on Route 495 at Bay
Road in Norton (Operation Roadblock) led to the creation of the Bay Road Historic District (National
Register) in Easton from Five Corners to the Norton line (1972). In this same year, the North Easton Village
District (approximately 500 acres) was also designated as a National Register District, becoming the largest
historic district east of the Mississippi River. Today, it includes five H.H. Richardson buildings, several F.
L. Olmsted landscapes, and all the physical elements of a 19th century industrial village. Although originally
submitted to the state in 1977, the Furnace Village Historic District was not accepted by the Massachusetts
Historical Commission until 1983, and, in 1997, the Borderland Historic District was accepted for
designation, with an area that coincides with the boundaries of Borderland State Park.

21

At Town Meeting on May 17, 2010, Article 24 approved the establishment of the Ames Local Historic
District in the North Easton Village - Map 6. The District included the H.H. Richardson buildings, structures
that comprise the historic Shovel Shops Mill Complex, and the Gate Lodge. The Ames Local Historic
District provides a regulatory review process for protection from demolition and inappropriate remodeling
of historic buildings. The District was expanded at Annual Town Meeting on May 20, 2013 to help interpret
the industrial village of North Easton. The expansion includes commercial and residential structures along
Oliver Street and Main Street.

Map 6. Ames Local Historic District

Source: Town of Easton.

Future Land Use Patterns
As part of the Envision Easton Master Plan, the town identified areas with important natural resources
that should be protected in the future as well as areas with concentrations of development that could
support additional residential and commercial growth.
The re-codified Zoning Bylaw adopted at Annual Town Meeting 2016 reflects changes that support the
desire to drive development to the target areas and to provide tools, such as transfer-of-development rights
for land protection within the Natural Resource Priorities areas. The re-codified Zoning Bylaw does not
change the fact that the majority of Easton's land area is zoned for residential development. Projecting
and understanding the potential residential build-out of the town is important in planning for open space
and recreation for two reasons. The first is the question of how likely it is that Easton’s population will
able to grow to future population projections taking into account the town’s zoning, available undeveloped
land, and geography; that is, would the town actually be able to build the number of units needed to
support the projected increased number of residents? If yes, the town needs to ensure an adequate number
of facilities and spaces to meet the needs of that population. If not, the town may be able to plan based on
current population numbers focusing on the shifting age cohorts and age-specific needs. The second
reason is understanding how much of the undeveloped open space within the Natural Resources Priorities
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areas is at risk, and then creating a list of parcels that should be protected using any number of preservation
tools available to landowners and the town. Map 7 shows the priority natural resource areas. Undeveloped
land and underdeveloped land within these areas should be targeted for permanent protection or ecological
enhancement. Map 8 depicts the desired land use pattern for Easton’s future.

Map 7. Natural Resource Priorities
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Map 8. Future Land Use
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Using GIS (Geographical Information Systems), analysis was conducted to determine how many by-right
single-family homes could be built on Easton’s remaining undeveloped land zoned for residential use.
The focus was placed on residential housing since the availability of housing directly affects population.
Further residential zoning is located throughout the town, whereas Easton’s business and commercial
zones are fairly restricted to the areas targeted by Envision Easton for additional development. The
analysis showed there are 3,810 acres of residentially zoned undeveloped land remaining in Easton. More
than two-thirds of that land is constrained by wetlands and undevelopable land leaving approximately
2,514 acres of land that could conceivably be developed into 2,737 single-family homes. Based on the
average family size in Easton of 3.3 people according to the U.S. Census Bureau 2015 Demographic
Data, this approximated full residential build-out could result in an additional 9,032 people living in
Easton. The conclusion that can be drawn is that given the town’s geographical constraints, over 2,000
acres of currently undeveloped land could be converted to single-family housing.
As noted in the previous section, Easton has a long agricultural history beginning with communal farming
conducted by the Native Americans, followed by colonial family farms and commercial staple crop
production, that was then succeeded by commercial dairy and poultry agricultural operations. Up until the
late 1970’s, residents in southeastern Massachusetts grew or purchased in-season produce, eggs, and milk
from local producers. Most of the family farms, local dairies and poultry farms in the southeastern part of
the state were gone by the 1980’s as demand for developable land resulted in a high conversion rate of
farmland to residences and commercial enterprises. Today only a fraction of the food consumed by
Easton residents is grown locally. Any failure of the mass food production system (environmental impact,
dependency on petroleum, food-borne disease) raises concern over local food security. John Grant, a
long-time Easton resident and produce broker, summed it up well when he said, “New England is at the
end of the food chain”, when it comes to food distribution. Reports indicate that in a best-case scenario
New England has ready access to no more than five-days of food should there be an emergency food
crisis.

Easton residents are helping contribute to the growing movement either by growing their own produce or
purchasing more of their food from local sources. There are several factors driving this movement:
 environmental concerns related to the levels of carbon emissions generated by mass-production
agriculture;
 the inability to adequately ensure food safety in large-scale food production operations;
 food security concerns associated with the perils of relying fully on a global food-system.
While it may not be realistic to believe Easton could meet all the future food needs of its residents
through local production, the extensive amount of remaining open space and farmland could be of unique
importance, and used to help meet the food needs of the town and possibly the region. The opening
paragraph of A New England Food Vision7, a publication that discusses the collaborative possibilities for
food production in New England, talks about “a future in which New England produces at least half the
region’s food; no one goes hungry; farming and fishing are important regional economic forces; soils,
forests, and waterways are cared for sustainably; healthy diets are a norm and access to food is valued as a
basic human right”.
In addition to being important for future food security, Easton’s active agricultural lands are part of an
important cultural landscape contributing to the town’s rural and historical character. The viewshed
offered by the silos, barns and horse paddocks at Clover Leaf Valley (farm) provides a peaceful respite to
travelers along Poquanticut Avenue. Langwater Farm, operating at the Ames Realty Trust property along
Route 138/Washington Street, is a regionally recognized landmark instantly bringing to mind Easton’s
small-town, rural roots.

7

Description of report
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Based on a review of the GIS data layer of Prime, State or Local Important Farmland soils found in
Massachusetts, over fifty-percent of that vacant land is comprised of farmland soils. It appears, looking at
the same GIS data layer, that Prime, State or Local Important Farmland also comprises just over fiftypercent of the protected open space owned by the town. This means that nearly half the vacant,
undeveloped land in Easton may be suitable to some type of agricultural production. About ninety percent
of the town’s protected open space is forested land.
Ensuring the ongoing protection and preservation of the town’s forestlands and active farmlands is one of
the goals of this updated Open Space and Recreation Plan. This includes educating property owners about
the various land protection tools available, encouraging best management agricultural practices that
reduce environmental impacts, and continuing to manage town lands for the protection of natural
resources consistent with the protection of farmland soils. Another option for meeting local food needs is
the residential family garden or farm. Such gardens not only supplement the family food budget but
provide meaningful work and recreation that fulfills the individual need for physical activity and
interaction with the natural environment.
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Map 9. Farmland on Town Property and Vacant Private Land

Source: MassGIS
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Section 4: Environmental Inventory and Analysis
A. Geology, Soils and Topography
Geology
The bedrock of North Easton is part of the Dedham granite formation that coalesced below the surface of
the earth about 630 million years ago. This pink or gray granite was quarried and used to build most of
the stone buildings of North Easton. About 595 million years ago a volcano, with a magma called
rhyolite, erupted through the granite. Chemically similar to the earlier granite, this rhyolite came in
contact with seawater that cooled it quickly and gave it a fine-grained texture and a greenish color. Native
Americans used the rhyolite for tools while 19th century Eastoners used it for crushed stone and other
uses, such as in the construction of the Immaculate Conception Church on Main Street.
Easton is on the boundary between the igneous rocks of Massachusetts and the sedimentary rocks of
Rhode Island. Those sedimentary rocks began to form about 315 million years ago when the collision of
continents caused a 1,000 square mile, 1,500 foot-deep valley to open up beginning at Stonehill College
and running southwest from Summer Street. This valley filled with the sedimentary rocks of the
Wamsutta and Rhode Island formations that form the bedrock of South Easton today. An outcrop of the
Wamsutta Formation, a reddish sandstone, at Stonehill College became one of the few millstone quarries
in New England. The Rhode Island Formation, the younger of the two deposits, consists of gray
sedimentary rocks, primarily sand and siltstones. In the southwestern part of town the Rhode Island
Formation contains coal deposits including at least forty species of fossil plants.
Easton was blanketed with glacial ice sheets as recently as 15,000 years ago, and it is the lasting effects of
this glaciation that influences today’s soil, drainage patterns, and vegetation. Glacial deposits were either
simply dropped by the melting ice or sorted and stratified by glacial meltwater. The unstratified deposits,
called till, form the rocky base of much of Easton’s soil as well as the bodies of two drumlins that run
north to south along Turnpike and Washington Streets. Large glacial boulders, the ultimate till, add
interest to the landscape at Borderland State Park, Stonehill College, and Sheep Pasture. Glacial
meltwater deposits range from poorly drained in the silty soils of the ancient Leverett “Sea” that underlies
today’s Hockomock Swamp, to very well-drained on the kame deposits of sand along Queset Brook.
Other stratified deposits include an esker, the remains of an ancient river that once flowed under the
glacier. Water flowing through the sands of the esker feeds Simpson Spring today.

Soils
The study of soils is important because their suitability for on-site sewage disposal has traditionally been
used to anticipate the future development potential of land. As we will see below, soil scientists group
soils together into associations based on their proximity to each other. Thus soils with very different
characteristics are often found together in one association. For planners, interpretative maps of soils
grouped according to their septic system limitations have been more useful for anticipating development
than association maps. Even use of these limitation maps should not be overstated because on lots where
the most severely restricted soils (3W-a high water table) are mapped, the town’s typically large lots will
have some usable soils. As a result, mapped 3W areas often accommodate up to ¾ as many units as
unrestricted soils, instead of preventing development altogether. Other than delineating protected
wetlands, the 3W soils are a better predictor of future septic system maintenance problems than of
development potential. Comparing the map of soil limitations with the town’s actual development
patterns provides evidence for this conclusion. With the introduction of sewage treatment facilities in
various parts of town, the connection between soil and development potential is being weakened further
still. However, even as development pushes us away from our connection with nature, knowledge of soils
can help us to manage our remaining open space to create better wildlife habitat, to improve agriculture
and forestry, and to create low impact paths and trails.
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The USDA Soil Survey of Bristol County, Massachusetts, Northern Part, identifies over forty different
types of soil with different characteristics for human and wildlife use. These individual soil types can
have a major impact on planning a project, but for the purposes of a general overview the USDA has
divided Easton’s soils into four basic soil associations. The Hinckley-Medisaprist-Windsor Soil
Association dominates the southern half of town while the northern half features the Paxton-WoodbridgeRidgebury Soil Association. The two other associations, the Charlton-Rock Outcrop-Paxton Association
and the Rayham-Scio-Birdsall Association are found at scattered locations in town.
A) The Hinckley-Medisaprist-Windsor Soil Association-This association is found on mostly flat or
gently sloping land. The Hinckley and Windsor soils formed above water-sorted glacial deposits
while the Medisaprist soils formed in depressions filled with organic matter. The Hinckley and
Windsor soils are highly permeable and thus excessively well drained. Medisaprists have a water
table at or near the surface for more than 9 months a year with water commonly ponding on the
surface during the wetter portion of the year. Minor soils in this association included the
moderately well drained Deerfield soils, poorly drained Wareham soils, and the very poorly
drained Scarboro soils. These last three soils tend to form in depressions among the major soils.
None of the soils in this association are Prime Farm Soils although the South Coast Rail FEIR
(Final Environmental Impact Report) of 2013 indicates that farming has occurred on some
Hinckley and Windsor soils
B) The Paxton-Woodbridge-Ridgebury Association-This association is found on mostly flat to gently
sloping land. It formed on unsorted glacial till. All three of the main soils in this association have
a very firm substratum that restricts water movement. Paxton soils are well drained and form on
the high points and ridges. The Woodbridge soils are moderately well drained and are generally
in concave hollows on hillsides or at the base of slopes. The Ridgebury soils are poorly drained
and are found in low-lying areas and in drainage ways. Minor soils in this association include the
well-drained Charlton soils that do not have a hardpan, and the very poorly drained Whitman
soils. In areas where Whitman soils predominate over Woodbridge soils, another soil association
is formed, the Paxton-Whitman-Ridgebury Association. In many parts of the PaxtonWoodbridge-Ridgebury Association stones and boulders are scattered over the surface 5-50 feet
apart. Woodbridge, Paxton, and Charlton-Paxton soils without too many stones are considered to
be Prime Farm Soils.
C) Charlton-Rock Outcrop-Paxton Association-This association runs from nearly level to steep welldrained soils and rocky outcrops on glaciated uplands. It is found predominantly in the area
around Borderland State Park where it grades in from the previous association. Patches also exist
at Sheep Pasture and Stonehill. Both the Paxton and the Charlton soils are well drained. A firm
substratum that restricts water movement and root development distinguishes the Paxton soils
from the more friable Charlton soils. Minor soils in this association are the well-drained
Woodbridge soils, the poorly drained Ridgebury soils, and the very poorly drained Whitman
soils. In addition to the stones and boulders scattered on the surface as in the previous example,
this association has patches of exposed bedrock. Slope, stoniness, exposures of bedrock, and
restricted permeability limit the usefulness of this association. Most of this association is in
woodland and is used for recreational purposes. The rocky outcrops, exposed bedrock, and many
stones prevent the use of these soils for agriculture
D) Raynham-Scio-Birdsall Association-These soils formed on glacial lake deposits of silt and very
fine sand. Most of these soils are found in the southern part of town. The Raynham soils are
poorly drained, the Scio soils are moderately well drained, and the Birdsall soils are very poorly
drained. Like the organic Medisaprist soils the Birdsall and Raynham soils form in low points and
in depressions. Minor soils in this association include the well-drained Agawam soils that are
found on knolls and the Amostown soils in lower areas. The Agawam, Scio, and Amostown soils
are Prime Farm Soils, but there is limited acreage within the association. The more common
Raynham and Birdsall are better suited to wildlife habitat.
For information on the location of the individual soils within Easton see the maps included with USDA
Soil Survey of Bristol County, Massachusetts, Northern Part, that is available online. The chart that
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follows was developed using the charts in the USDA survey and information from the 2013 FEIR for the
South Coast Rail Project.

Topography
The topography of Easton consists of gently rolling land dropping from northwest to southeast. Elevations
vary from a high of about 270 feet above sea level in the northwesterly portion of town to a low of about
60 feet above sea level in the Hockomock Swamp to the southeast. The terrain is generally more irregular
in the northern portion of town and more gently rolling in the west center and finally dropping to lowlying wooded swamp in the south. There are few hills; the highest point in the southern part of town (190
feet above sea level) is the top of a very gently sloping drumlin, and even the higher ground to the north
offers no large scale topographic relief or scenic overviews.
Since the town is at the top of the Taunton River Watershed most streams are small. They generally have
minimal gradients and expand to form three distinct north-south low-lying, swampy drainage corridors
along Queset Brook, Black Brook, and Mulberry Brook. The lack of natural ponds reflects Easton’s
relatively well-drained north-south glacial topography, its tight soils and lack of kettle holes. The ponds in
town are man-made impoundments of streams, almost all created before 1850, as millponds. These
include Old Pond, New Pond, French’s Pond, Monte’s Pond, Shovel Shop Pond and Langwater Pond. In
addition there are areas of standing water in Little Cedar swamp, the Hockomock Swamp and the
excavated sand and gravel pits south of Belmont Street. Numerous vernal pools in many parts of town are
an important feature of the landscape.
Most early road construction and settlement followed the higher ground between Easton’s many wetlands.
This encouraged typical “Form A” house lot land divisions of undeveloped land fronting on existing
roads throughout the 19th and early 20th century. After the mid-20th century subdivision of existing and
abandoned farm and woodland greatly increased the population density of the town.

Significance
The town’s geology, soils and topography define Easton’s low-key limited-relief landscape. This
landscape historically constrained development and helped set the stage for open space protection in
Easton. Modern large lot zoning may allow larger portions of otherwise constrained lots to be developed
and soil limitations cannot be relied on to protect significant open land from development. Recent
development of larger sewage treatment plants intended to replace individual on-site septic systems in
certain parts of town further reduces natural constraints on development. Thus it is important to look at
the open-space value of the remaining undeveloped land and at the development potential of the parcels
most important for open-space protection. This is done following the next section that discusses the
characteristics of important vistas and landscapes.

B. Landscape Character
If you know one landscape well, you will look at all other landscapes differently. And if you learn to love
one place, sometimes you can also learn to love another
-Chet Raymo, The Path
With its limited relief, Easton’s landscape depends largely on the balance of open areas (fields, marshes,
wet meadows, and ponds), woodlands and developed areas. As New England evolves from farmland back
to forest or to large-lot subdivisions, the open land, that gives deep scenic vistas and reveals the
underlying terrain, is increasingly rare. Since the last report more of the surviving fields are in agricultural
use at Langwater Farm on Washington Street, Clover Valley Farm on Poquanticut Avenue, and
conservation land at Wheaton Farm on Bay Road. Other surviving fields have a very high water table, are
in recreational use, such as at the Easton Country Club, or are protected land, such as at Stonehill College.
Wooded areas hide some attractive mixtures of woods, streams and rolling fields from the road, so these
views must be seen and enjoyed on foot. One exception is the property south of Elm Street and east of
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Washington Street that preserves a beautiful vista of woods, streams and fields. It suggests a bit of
Vermont on the Brockton/Easton line. Other open vistas that have been protected within the town include:


Langwater Pond north of Main Street.



Northeast across Langwater Pond towards the Ames Mansion from the ledge on the town owned
Pond Street property.



Wheaton Farm (837 acres) located between Howard Street and Foundry Street on either side of
Bay Road. The vista of fields blending into wooded areas creates a feeling of openness to all who
enjoy the passive recreation opportunities present at this location.



Partially protected vistas at New Pond and Old Pond off Foundry Street including two dam
structures (one of earth, the other a masonry wall) built in the 1700’s and early 1800’s to power
foundries in the area during high-flow seasons. The dams are visually compelling from Route 106
and the ponds offer significant open vistas from the top of the dams and surrounding shoreline.



Frothingham Park with its scattering of mature trees, embankment, and open spaces provides a
uniquely beautiful environment for viewing active recreation.



The Trustees of Reservations’ Governor Ames Estate off Oliver Street (visible from Pond Street)
and the Natural Resources Trust Sheep Pasture are examples of designed parks with a mix of
open vistas and woodlands.



Protected largely by its own undevelopability, the Little Cedar Swamp offers a desolate, but
beautiful vista behind the Pine Grove Cemetery.

These vistas of open spaces with scattered trees have a strong psychological pull on the human mind. As
Chet Raymo noted:
It is widely acknowledged that a landscape of open fields, trees, and brooks is what humans consider
most beautiful, perhaps because of our species’ long childhood in the park-like savannas of East Africa.
The biologist E. O. Wilson has suggested that whenever people are given a free choice, they move to open
tree-studded land on prominences overlooking water; they are responding he says “to deep genetic
memory of mankind’s optimal environment.”
It should be noted that for the most part these open vistas are human contrivances that, left to themselves,
would quickly revert to full woodlands. Today much of the remaining open space has a high water table.
Further residential development on the remaining privately owned open space would not only have an
aesthetic impact, but also it would limit options for local agricultural production and the preservation of a
regionally rare habitat.
Those familiar with our woodlands know they have their own beauty that may be lost on motorists but
reveal themselves to walkers and bicyclists. Many of Easton’s most scenic views are found along the
paths through its extensive wooded conservation areas. The vast and mysterious Hockomock Swamp; the
Clifford Grant Reservation with its mix of uplands, wetlands, and abandoned stonewalls; Beaver Brook
Woods, maintained by the NRT, with its extensive beech wood and flowing stream; and Borderland State
Park with its glacial topography all reward people who take the time to explore these varied landscapes.
The trails at Wheaton Farm provide access to hidden views of streams and the scent of pine trees while a
recently added walking path at Oliver Ames High School leads to a scenic view into a large wetland
created by a man-made retention pond. The walker or cyclist’s experience is enhanced by views of
Easton’s diverse wildlife.
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The 2008 OSRP suggested the possible development of much of Easton’s widespread forest, replacing the
“scenic” open space and woodland views. The authors noted that the “same amount of housing in woods
would be far less visible,” but they failed to note the potential impact on wildlife populations. Habitat
fragmentation would dramatically affect the presence and vitality of both species that require undisturbed
woodlands and species that have already adapted to surviving on habitat edges. The report did consider
that its proposal would “depend on the degree of dimensional or other regulatory incentives needed, and
the possibility of mitigating the impacts of lost forest cover.” Of course, mitigation could also be built
into proposals for developing open space like the innovative plan used at the Fox Run gated community.
Given the density of development in Easton, it may be difficult to find places to rebuild new man-made
open space or wetland, but the continued use of planning tools that concentrate housing and preserve
natural environments must always be considered. The Flexible Zoning Permit adopted under the
recodification of Easton’s Zoning regulations at May 2016 Town Meeting is an example of such a tool.
Today alternative septic systems such as privately owned package plants and town sewerage are poised to
have a much greater impact on land outside wetlands that was previously not optimal for building. In an
increasingly developed world maintaining scenic landscapes will require discussing a number of tradeoffs among competing values. Many of these trade-offs seem, at first, to boil down to aesthetics versus
various types of utility. Without careful planning, a commercial development might destroy a scenic view
or trail, but add tax revenue. A residential subdivision might also eliminate a scenic natural view, where
using the same land for agriculture would preserve part of the view or even add to its interest while also
promoting local food sources. However, maintaining habitat for plants and animals goes beyond
aesthetics, and raises questions about the type of world in which we wish to live. The future will require
extensive dialogue and careful cooperation among the various committees and commissions that work
with the Planning Department and the general public.
Beyond development, two other issues affect the preservation of scenic views. For open vistas the
primary issue is natural succession. Aside from our wettest soils, the natural condition of Easton’s land is
some type of forest. Our open vistas need to be actively maintained. This can be done by periodic mowing
and brush removal, annual haying, pasturing animals, or by other forms of agricultural activity such as
open field crop production. For scenic woodlands the issue is the more complex one of forest
management. Left to themselves, our woodlands would reach a dynamic equilibrium called the climax
stage and ultimately develop old growth characteristics. However, good forestry management practice
recommends maintaining our forests in a mix from early to late successional stages. This type of active
management would promote both diverse views and diverse wildlife.
The history of conservation in Easton has long been a story of land acquisition. However, now that much
of the available land has either been protected or developed the issue of conservation management must
move to the forefront. Should active landscape management be encouraged or should things simply be left
to natural succession on public and private lands? The active management option allows the maintenance
of many different environmental niches for both a bioreserve and for varied scenic views. Natural
succession leads to uniformity and a decline in biodiversity.
The use of agriculture and agroforestry on Easton’s protected conservation land maintains open areas and
protects scenic views for the future. Although agriculture preserves open vistas, traditional field
agriculture has a potentially negative impact on wildlife and biodiversity. Who decides whether to
promote “normal” farming practices or more innovative, sustainable, biofriendly best practices? Who will
decide whether Easton’s publicly owned open fields are landscapes with crops or cows? Agroforestry,
whether a simple forest management plan to harvest timber or a more complex permaculture system, has
much less impact on scenery and biodiversity than normal agriculture.
There is one more type of scenic landscape that has been neglected in previous Open Space and
Recreation Plans. That landscape is the one found around our private homes and businesses. Old Oliver
Ames said to his grandsons while they were building the first family estates “I spent my life clearing the
woods away to make clean fields, and here you boys go and tree ‘em up again.” Tastes in the built
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environment change, and while vistas created by the early farmers or the great estate builders are
celebrated, we would do well to remember that individual house lots and subdivisions also create views
that can be attractive. Many of today’s built environments such as the mature landscape at Spring Hill off
Elm Street or many of the homes in Summer Heights in the north portion of Easton are as beautiful in
their way as any Olmsted landscape. With better planning and time to mature all subdivisions could
become scenic landscapes with habitat values for many wild animals.
With the built environment there are many trade-offs. Landscaping in subdivisions costs money and many
developers seem to rely on individual homeowners to make their own decisions, failing to make the
subdivision a scenic whole. This is not the case at Spring Hill where adequate thought was given to
creating an aesthetically pleasing whole and time has matured the plan into one that has environmental
benefits for many species. In a significant change, some newer subdivisions have been designed with
environmental considerations in mind. At Fox Run on Bay Road, the homes are on small lots in the center
of the subdivision in order to preserve as much natural land as possible on the periphery. Whether it is a
developer planning prior to construction or a homeowner planting after a purchase, each has a
responsibily for the scenic quality of the built environment.

C. Natural Community Classification
Just as soils can be classified into associations based on factors such as slope, stoniness, and drainage,
plants and animals can be grouped into communities. Several systems for dividing natural communities
exist. Professional foresters use one system, naturalists working on the South Coast Rail Project used
another, and previous versions of this report used a mixture of common descriptions and a scientific
system developed by Patricia C. Swain and Jennifer B. Kearsley from the Natural Heritage and
Endangered Species Program of the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and Wildlife. Their
Classification of the Natural Communities of Massachusetts was first published in draft form in 2001
and updated in 2011. It is now the preferred form for describing natural communities in Massachusetts
and the basis for important reports such as BioMap 2. This classification derives from the United States
National Vegetation Classification system tempered by the research of the Nature Conservancy and
surrounding states.
Both the first draft and the updated document left out aquatic communities and communities created by
human uses. The listing of natural communities listed below is based on the Swain and Kearsley system
with the addition of identifiable aquatic and human communities. The major groupings of identifiable
communities are open water with seven communities, wetlands with fourteen communities, uplands
with eleven communities, agricultural grassland with eight communities, and developed land with six
communities. The inclusion of aquatic communities recognizes the importance of fishing as a
recreational activity in Easton and the need to manage this resource for future generations. Also including
communities like “mown lawn with trees” or “cropland-field crops” emphasizes the significance of home
and farm owners in the preservation of Easton’s scenic character and wildlife.
Swain and Kearsley noted that “many communities occur with others in mosaics that share conditions and
processes, such as water flowing through a wetland complex with no one community-type independent of
the others or the unifying conditions,” but their goal was to distinguish communities that could be
identified in the field even if each community were a relatively small part of a larger habitat. The plant
species used to distinguish these communities develop in response to soil moisture, temperature, and
nutrient gradients, and acidity. Amphibians and reptiles are dependent on many of the same
characteristics as the plants and can be quite habitat specific. Many mammals are attracted to the features
of the plants themselves such as seeds and fruits or to the other smaller animals that feed on them, and so
they make a more general use of a wider variety of communities.
Each of the dozens of natural communities in Swain/Kearsley is rated according to how common it is on a
five-point scale. BioMap2 recognizes 22 of these communities as of special concern. Under the rating
system critically imperiled communities typically have five or fewer documented sites or have very few
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remaining acres in the state; these communities have the rating “S1.” Imperiled communities typically
have 6-20 good sites or relatively few remaining acres and are rated “S2.” Vulnerable communities have
been 21 and 100 good sites in the state or limited acreage; these are rated “S3.” Communities rated as S4
or S5 are secure although especially excellent examples may be included as Core Habitat to ensure
continued protection. No law or regulation protects these natural communities no matter how rare. In
Easton BioMap2 recognizes one natural community, the Coastal Atlantic White Cedar community as an
imperiled “S2” community and two communities, the Acidic Graminoid Fen and Acidic Shrub Fen
communities, as vulnerable “S3” communities.
OPEN WATER
Leach’s Pond-86 acres
(5’ deep)
Fuller-Hammond
Reservoir-38 acres
Langwater Pond-20
acres
Long Pond-16 acres
New Pond-13 acres
French’s Pond-12 acres
Picker Pond-12 acres
Old Pond-11 acres
Keith Pond-10 acres
Morse Pond-10 acres
Shovel Shop Pond-10
acres

1-Eutrophic
Pond

A small, shallow, nutrient rich pond that is often green with algae
and has a mucky bottom. For the most part these ponds heat all the
way through in the summer, but have layers of cold on warm water in
winter. Our largest ponds are oxygenated by wave action and may be
deep enough to maintain a bottom layer of cool water in summer.
Aquatic vegetation is diverse. Warm water fishes dominate with
many minnows, largemouth bass, yellow perch, chain pickerel,
sunfish, and black crappie. Home to many frogs, water snakes, and
turtles. Dragon and damselflies include darners, and forktails.
Almost all ponds in Easton are man-made. Except for the FullerHammond Reservoir they were created in the 18th or 19th centuries
Today, these long established ponds of 10 acres and above function
much like natural ponds.

2-Farm
Pond/Art. Pond

A smaller version of the eutrophic pond. Often a retention pond that
holds water through all seasons. Home to many frogs, water snakes,
and turtles. Often stocked with panfish like bluegills. Pud’s Pond at 6
acres is the largest of these man-made ponds all of which were built
in the 20th or 21st centuries.

Pud’s Pond
Settler’s Pond
Flynn’s Farm Pond
Oliver Ames High
School

3-Marsh
Headwater
Stream

Small, marshy perennial brooks with a very low gradient, and a slow
flow rate. These streams have pronounced meanders typically with
runs and pools. They may be murky and have oxygenation so poor,
especially in late summer, that fish may not be able to live in parts of
the stream. Submerged and floating plants may be abundant and
varied. Typical fish are minnows, suckers, and small sunfish. Larger
fish may be washed into these streams in spring and autumn floods.
Home to many frogs, water snakes, and turtles

Dorchester Meadow
Brook
Queset Brook
Black Brook
Mulberry Meadow
Brook
Whitman’s Brook
Beaver Brook
Poquanticut Brook
Goward’s Brook

4-Natural
Intermittent
Stream

A stream that runs only when water is abundant as in spring or after a
heavy rain. Streambed may be covered by water loving plants found
on stream banks elsewhere. Frogs and salamanders can be found here
as long as there is some moisture.

Sheep Pasture
Ames Free Library

5-Spring

Very small, cold stream sources where flow is shallow and perennial
from underground. Water is highly oxygenated. Fish are absent but
amphibians are often present and there is a varied community of
aquatic insects.

Simpson Spring
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6-Ditch/Art.
Intermittent
Stream

Sides and bed are often vegetated with grasses, sedges, or non-natives
like purple loosestrife, phragmites, and reed canary grass. Frogs may
be seen here when water is present.

Farmland and
abandoned farmland
throughout Easton

7-Woodland
Vernal Pool

Pools with no inlet or outlet that fill with water in autumn and winter
and hold it through spring. Pool substrate varies with surrounding
vegetation. Lacks fish. It is a necessary breeding location for wood
frogs, fairy shrimp, various amphipods and especially spotted, bluespotted, and four-toed salamanders. MA State Abundance
Ranking=S3 on a 1-5 scale with 1 being the rarest. S1-3 are generally
considered priorities for preservation.

Picker Field
Railbed
Borderland State Park
Many locations
throughout Easton

8-Acidic
Graminoid Fen

Sedges and sphagnum moss with clumps of acid-loving shrubs
dominate this community. There is typically some surface water
inflow as well as a high water table. Inlets and outlets are usually
present and standing water is present throughout much of the year.
Mats of thick peat often float on water. Diagnostic sedges are
currently absent from the town’s comprehensive plant list, but
diagnostic sphagnum moss species and herbaceous plants such as
arrow-arum, rose pogonia, and large cranberry are all present. In this
community patches of shrubs include swamp azalea, sweet pepperbush, poison sumac, and red maple. A rare plant associated with this
community is the orchid arethusa. Where water occurs for two or
three months this habitat can serve as a vernal pool. Rare animals
associated here are marsh wren, Blanding’s and spotted turtles, and
the southern bog lemming. Potential rare insects are the chain fern
borer moth and the ringed boghaunter, a dragonfly. The South Coast
Rail Report would categorize this community as “M=Marshes and
Fens.” MA State Abundance Ranking=S3 on a 1-5 scale with 1 being
most rare. S1-3 sites are generally considered priorities for
preservation.

Hockomock Swamp

9-Acidic Shrub
Fen

This is a community dominated primarily by deciduous shrubs on an
acidic peaty soil. The overall acidity is regulated by inflows of
surface and groundwater. Sphagnum moss grows at the base of shrubs
such as leatherleaf, swamp loosestrife (water-willow), sweet gale,
meadowsweet, sweet pepperbush, and alder. Scattered red maple and
Atlantic white cedar may be found. Among a small number of
herbaceous plants are St. John’s wort and arrow-weed species. Where Hockomock Swamp
water occurs for two or three months this habitat can serve as a vernal
pool. This is a habitat for the rare spotted turtle. The ringed
boghaunter is a potential rare dragonfly here. The South Coast Rail
Report would categorize this community as “M=Marshes and Fens.”
MA State Abundance Ranking=S3 on a 1-5 scale with 1 being most
rare. S1-3 sites are generally considered priorities for preservation.

10-Atl. Wh.
Cedar Swamp,

The Atlantic white cedar swamp community in Easton is primarily
limited to the Hockomock Swamp. Ecologists have labeled Easton’s
Atlantic white cedar swamps as inland, coastal and alluvial white
cedar communities. Both inland and coastal communities overlay
sand and gravel deposits or glacial lake bottom sediments where there
is standing water for half the growing season or longer. Soils are
acidic and nutrient poor. Leaf decomposition is slow. Coastal Atlantic
white cedar swamps are typically less than 40 feet above sea level
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Hockomock Swamp

about 25 feet below the lowest elevation of the Hockomock Swamp.
Inland cedar swamps can range up to 700 feet above sea level.
Vegetation distinguishes the two communities. Coastal swamps have
Atlantic white cedar as the dominant tree mixed with red maple. Pitch
and white pine and hemlock are infrequently present. These swamps
can have a very dense shrub layer with highbush blueberry, swamp
azalea, sweet pepperbush, and fetterbush. The herb layer is sparse and
patchy with cinnamon fern, Virginia chain fern, Canadian mayflower,
starflower, and wild sarsaparilla. Sphagnum moss is the ground
cover. All of these species are present in Easton. Inland swamps have
Atlantic white cedar mixed with hemlock, red maple and yellow
birch. Sweet pepper bush and winterberry are characteristic of the
inland shrub layer while the herbaceous layer is similar. All these
species are also found in Easton. Alluvial Atlantic white cedar
swamps occur in the floodplain of streams like Black Brook. They are
more mineral-rich than the other cedar swamps and have a more
varied and variable composition. Atlantic white cedar and red maple
dominate the tree layer and silky dogwood joins highbush blueberry
and sweet pepperbush in the shrub layer. The herb layer is comprised
of species common to very wet, open or enriched sites including
sensitive, royal, and marsh fern, bugleweed, and marsh St. John’s
wort. Atlantic white cedar thickets provide excellent cover for deer,
rabbits, and birds. Standing water provides vernal pool habitat in the
absence of fish. Rare species include the usual salamanders and
turtles, the Hessel’s hairstreak butterfly, and the northern parula
warbler. The South Coast Rail Report would categorize this
community as either “AWC=Inland Atlantic White Cedar Swamp or
RM/AWC=Red Maple/Atlantic White Cedar Swamp Mix. MA State
Abundance Ranking=S2 on a 1-5 scale with 1 being most rare. S1-3
sites are generally considered priorities for preservation.

11-Atlantic
White Cedar
Bog

This is an acidic peatland community with a nearly continuous heath
shrub layer over a level bog of sphagnum mats and with an open
canopy of Atlantic white cedar. Total canopy coverage is low with
scattered red maple joining the dominant white cedar. This
community is often surrounded by upland pitch pine and oak forest,
and pitch pine and scrub oak communities. Occasionally trees like
white pine, grey birch, pitch pine, and black spruce will seed into the
bog from these surrounding communities. A low shrub layer is
dominated by leatherleaf and sheep laurel, mixed with clumps of tall
shrubs like high bush blueberry, and swamp azalea. Other shrubs
include black and dwarf huckleberries, rhodora, and bog rosemary.
The herb layer is dominated by sphagnum moss with large and small
cranberry, sundews, and pitcher plants. The “moats” of vegetation
around these bogs often contain vernal pools. . The South Coast Rail
Report would categorize this community as either “M=Marshes or
Fens. MA State Abundance Ranking=S2 on a 1-5 scale with 1 being
most rare. S1-3 sites are generally considered priorities for
preservation. This community is located in the extreme southeastern
tip of Easton. The only associated rare species not associated with
other communities is the pitcher plant borer moth. Neither the moth
nor the pitcher plant is on any observation list so far.

Hockomock Swamp0798r7

12-Coastal Plain
Pond Shore

The edges around acidic groundwater ponds have rings of vegetation
based on soil water tolerance. The outer ring is the dominant forest

Monte’s Pond
Ames Long Pond
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type. Closer to the pond is the shrub border dominated by highbush
blueberry, sweet pepper bush, and greenbrier. Closer still is an
herbaceous border with species of rush and sedge and flowering
plants like lance-leaf violet, golden pert, and dwarf St. John’s wort.
The semi-permanent flooded water’s edge has other species of sedge
and rush. Not every pond has every zone. At least 43 rare plant and
animal species are associated with this community in Massachusetts.
Over 45 species of dragon and damselflies use this habitat and the
zones not subject to flooding provide ideal nest sites for painted,
spotted, and snapping turtles. Migrating ducks and geese use the pond
and shore as well. Blue-spotted salamanders may use, but do not
prefer, this habitat. The rare spotted turtle may be found here and
ospreys have been seen in Easton around ponds. Two rare
damselflies, the New England bluet and the pine barrens bluet may be
found here, but they are difficult to distinguish from other bluets. MA
State Abundance Ranking=S2 on a 1-5 scale with 1 being most rare.
S1-3 sites are generally considered priorities for preservation.

New Pond
Old Pond
Wheaton Farm Area

Low energy riverbanks are found along slow moving streams that
don’t experience severe flooding. Riverbanks have herbaceous and
grassy plants with scattered trees and shrubs and are more sparsely
vegetated than either marshes or wet meadows. Along with grasses
there are various species of goldenrod, smartweed, and St. John’s
wort. This habitat provides good turtle nesting sites. The wood turtle,
a rare species identified in Easton, uses this habitat. Rare dragonflies
that might be found in this habitat in Easton include the Umber
Shadowdragon and one or two species of Emeralds. MA State
Abundance Ranking=S4 on a 1-5 scale with 1 being most rare. S1-3
sites are generally considered priorities for preservation.

Beaver Brook Area
Black Brook Area
Monte’s Pond
Flyaway Pond/Lond
Pond Area
Wheaton Farm Area

14-Deep
Emergent
Marsh

Deep emergent marshes form in broad flat areas bordering streams
and ponds and generally have a deep layer of organic muck. There is
running or standing water 6 inches to 3 feet deep during the growing
season or even more of the year. Deep emergent marshes intergrade
into shrub swamps. Broad and narrow-leaf cattail, phragmites, and
many other tall grasses, sedges, bulrushes, and rushes dominate.
Herbaceous plants present include arrow-leaf tearthumb, bulblet
water hemlock, swamp candles, beggar-ticks, common arrowhead,
bedstraw, and marsh fern. This community is excellent waterfowl
habitat and is important for common frogs and red-spotted newts.
Wood frogs may also breed there if the water is fish free. Red winged
blackbirds are common here. Rare animals found in Easton that use
this habitat include spotted, wood, and Blanding’s turtles, and the
water shrew. Rare birds reported here and favoring this community
include great blue heron, American bittern, northern harrier, marsh
wren, and pied-bill grebe. The South Coast Rail Report would
categorize this community as “M=Marshes and Fens.” MA State
Abundance Ranking=S4 on a 1-5 scale with 1 being most rare. S1-3
sites are generally considered priorities for preservation.

Flyaway Pond Site

15-Shallow
Emergent
Marsh

This community is similar to the deep emergent marsh except that it
has 6 inches or less of standing water during the growing season and
throughout the year. Vegetation is also similar, but shorter species of
grasses, sedges, and rushes dominate with taller species less common.
Tussock-forming plants cover broad areas and form a hummock and

Monte’s Pond
Furnace Village Area
Wheaton Farm Area
6.05 acres

13-Low Energy
Riverbank
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hollow landscape. Plant life can be similar to wet meadows, but that
community is inundated for shorter periods. Shallow marshes are fair
habitat for muskrat although they prefer deep marshes. This
community is favored by spring peepers. Like deep emergent marshes
this is good habitat for frogs and newts. Red winged blackbirds and
common yellowthroats favor this habitat. The same species of rare
birds and mammals found in deep marshes may be found here as
well. The South Coast Rail Report would categorize this community
as “M=Marshes and Fens.” MA State Abundance Ranking=S4 on a 15 scale with 1 being most rare. S1-3 sites are generally considered
priorities for preservation.

16Reedgrass/Purple

Loosestrife
Marsh

17-Sedge
Meadow

18-Shrub
Swamp

A wet meadow or marsh that has been disturbed by draining, filling,
road salts, or phosphate water pollution that is dominated by
reedgrass (Phragmites) and purple loosestrife. Common along
roadways, railways, and in waste areas in subdivisions. May contain
the same species of amphibians as the sedge meadows. Bitterns are
unlikely due to traffic noise. The South Coast Rail Report would
categorize this community as “M=Marshes and Fens.”
Sedge meadows are a wet meadow communities with permanently
saturated mucky or peaty soil that seasonally floods. Usually located
along streams. The dominant plants are peat- and tussock-forming
sedges with lower numbers of many others including sensitive fern,
swamp loosestrife, marsh St. John’s wort, manna grass, spike rushes,
and bulrush. Sparse numbers of water-loving shrubs like meadow
sweet, leatherleaf, alder, and sweet gale may be present. Of a number
of rare plants associated with this community, the pale green orchis
has been identified in Easton. Rare amphibians found in this
community and identified in Easton include Jefferson salamander,
blue-spotted salamander, marbled salamander, and four-toed
salamander. This community may work as a vernal pool if water
holds for two to three months. Toads may also breed here. The South
Coast Rail Report would categorize this community as “M=Marshes
and Fens.” MA State Abundance Ranking=S4 (as a “Wet Meadow”)
on a 1-5 scale with 1 being most rare. S1-3 sites are generally
considered priorities for preservation.

Sheep Pasture
Beaver Brook Area
Sheep Pasture 1.1 acres

Shrub swamps are a common type of wetland. They can be found in
any flat area where the water table is at or above the soil surface for
most of the year including pond margins, stream edges and basin
depressions. The mucky soil is only seasonally inundated, but
permanently saturated. They are often transitional between marshes
and red maple swamps. Shrub swamps can have a variable plant
composition, but usually include smooth and speckled alder,
highbush blueberry, meadowsweet, buttonbush, winterberry, sweet
gale, swamp azalea, silky dogwood, arrow-wood, maleberry, and the
invasive European alder-buckthorn. Scattered saplings of red maple
and gray birch may be present. Sometimes a single species of shrub
dominates a swamp. The herbaceous layer is sparse with common
arrowhead, skunk cabbage, cinnamon, sensitive, and royal ferns,
sedges, and sphagnum moss. Where standing water occurs for two to
three months and there are no fish, this habitat functions as a vernal
pool. It is generally good habitat for amphibians including the rare
Jefferson, blue-spotted, marbled, and four-toed salamanders. This is

Flyaway Pond Area
Furnace Village Area
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also habitat for the rare Eastern spadefoot toad that has not yet been
identified in Easton. Rare reptiles that use this habitat are the spotted
and Blanding’s turtles. Birds that prefer this habitat include the
common yellowthroat, alder and willow flycatchers, Lincoln’s
sparrow, and the American bittern. The South Coast Rail Report
would categorize this community as a “SS=Shrub Swamp” MA State
Abundance Ranking=S5 on a 1-5 scale with 1 being most rare. S1-3
sites are generally considered priorities for preservation.

19-Red Maple
Swamp

20-Wetland
Upland Forest
Mix-

The red maple swamp is probably the most common community in
Easton. Many of these swamps have formed in basins that are
seasonally flooded. Red maple often provides more than 90% of the
canopy cover with a variable mix of other species including yellow
birch, black gum, white ash, white pine, elm, hemlock, pin oak, and
swamp white oak. A shrub layer generally covers about half the
ground under the canopy with sweet pepperbush and swamp azalea as
the dominant shrubs. Highbush blueberry and winterberry can
dominate in some areas and spicebush can also be found. The herb
layer is highly variable but usually dominated by ferns with cinnamon
fern most common, but also sensitive, royal, marsh ferns, and
spinulose wood fern. Grasses and sedges are common along with
herbaceous species like skunk cabbage, false hellebore, spotted
touch-me-not, swamp dewberry, marsh marigold, and bugleweeds. A
richer version of the red maple swamp occurs along the edge of
streams that overflow their banks. There red maple mixes with silver
maple with lesser amounts of green ash and/or swamp white oak. The
well-developed shrub layer is composed of northern arrow-wood,
silky dogwood, and European buckthorn. Rare plants potentially
found in Easton include crooked-stem aster, Gray’s sedge, spring
beauty, hemlock parsley, great blue lobelia, gypsywort, white
adder’s-mouth, swamp lousewort, sweet coltsfoot, swamp oats, and
Britton’s violet. Red maple swamps are good habitat for wood ducks,
northern waterthrush, American black duck, otters, and mink. They
are good habitat for amphibians such as spring peeper, American
toad, wood frogs and the rare Jefferson, blue-spotted, marbled, and
four-toed salamanders. Rare reptiles that use this habitat are the
spotted and Blanding’s turtles. The rare northern harrier and water
shrew use this community. The South Coast Rail Report would
categorize this as “RM=Red Maple Swamp” MA State Abundance
Ranking=S5 (the streamside variation scores an S3) on a 1-5 scale
with 1 being most rare. S1-3 sites are generally considered priorities
for preservation.
This community is located along braided intermittent streams and at
the boundary between wetland and upland communities. These
communities consist of red maple swamps in the lower elevations
intermixed with upland plant communities at higher elevations. The
wetland/upland mixed forest is generally a transition between
forested swamps and forested uplands. Many of these areas contain
streams with associated vegetated wetlands that are surrounded by
upland forests. The red maple swamp community includes the plants
and animals noted in that entry. The surrounding upland forests in
most areas include northern red oak, red maple, gray birch, eastern
white pine, eastern hemlock, mountain laurel, teaberry, nannyberry,

39

Beaver Brook Area
Monte’s Pond
Furnace Village Area
Red Mill Road Area
Tufts Farm
Wheaton Farm Area
92.12 acres
Clifford Grant Area
54.81 acres
Sheep Pasture 18.13
acres

and wild lily-of-the-valley. The South Coast Rail Report would
categorize this community as “W/U=Wetland/Upland.”

21-Forest Seep

Forest seeps are small leaks of water found on slopes in hardwood
forests with mucky soils. The canopy is similar to the surrounding
upland forest, but the shrub and herb layers are more typical of
wetlands. Ferns like cinnamon fern, ostrich fern, silvery spleenwort,
rattlesnake fern, and Christmas fern are typical. Golden saxifrage,
scouring rush, false hellebore, water avens, and assorted sedges are
found at seeps. Animal life would be typical of the surrounding
Canoe River; Borderland
forest, but star-nosed moles would favor this community. Seeps might State Park
function as vernal pools and, even if they did not, any build up of
sphagnum with dampness would attract four-toed salamanders. Seeps
are unlikely to occur in the area surveyed for the South Coast Rail so
they are not categorized there. MA State Abundance Ranking=S4 on
a 1-5 scale with 1 being most rare. S1-3 sites are generally considered
priorities for preservation.

UPLANDS

22-Successional
Old Field

A meadow dominated by herbs and grasses on sites that have been
cleared and plowed for farming or development and then abandoned,
this is a relatively short-lived community that succeeds to a
shrubland, woodland or forest community. Shrubs may be present,
but collectively cover less than 50% of the ground. Common
flowering plants form an extensive list including gray/field, roughstemmed, early and grass-leaved goldenrods, daisy fleabane, common
chickweed, chicory, dandelion, Queen Anne’s lace, ragweed,
hawkweeds, old field cinquefoil, evening primrose, calico and New
England asters, and wild strawberry. Grasses include bluegrasses,
timothy, quackgrass, sweet vernal grass, and orchard grass. A
characteristic bird is the field sparrow. Killdeer, horned larks, and
bobolinks prefer this community. Meadow voles and their bird and
mammal predators are also found here.

23-Successional
Shrubland

This is a shrubland that commonly succeeds a successional old field.
This community has at least 50% shrub cover. It may be short-lived
as it succeeds into a woodland or forest. Characteristic shrubs include
gray dogwood, eastern red cedar, hawthorn, serviceberry, chokecherry, smooth and staghorn sumac, raspberry, nanny-berry,
arrowwood, and multiflora rose. This is an important habitat for many
species of bird, many of whose numbers are declining due to habitat
loss. Species include brown thrasher, blue-winged warbler, goldenwinged warbler, chestnut-sided warbler, yellow-breasted chat, eastern
towhee, field sparrow, song sparrow, and indigo bunting.

24-Successional
White Pine

This community is found on abandoned agricultural land, usually
pasture. It usually begins to occur several decades after abandonment.
The forest floor is often carpeted with needles with only a thin herb
layer. White pine is dominant with scattered white oak, red oak, and
red maple in the canopy. The shrub layer has a variable density, from
sparse to thick including elderberry, black cherry, maple-leaved
viburnum, and often non-native species such as buckthorn, Morrow’s
honeysuckle, privet or/and multiflora rose. Blackberry vines (often
forming thickets) and poison ivy often covers the ground near
openings or in formerly open disturbed areas. Low bush blueberries
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Beaver Brook Area
Wheaton Farm

Sheep Pasture 7.74 acres

Wheaton Farm Area
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Clifford Grant Area
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form patches, mixed with black huckleberry, on sites with less
disturbed soils. The herbaceous layer is variable; large patches of
Canada mayflower and starflower with clubmosses are particularly
common on formerly plowed soil. Bracken fern is often common as
well. Partidgeberry, fringed polygala, and pink lady slipper grow in
many longer established sites. The blackburnian warbler is probably
the bird most closely associated with this community. Yellow
warblers, red-breasted nuthatches, Cooper’s hawks, and northern
goshawks also prefer this community. Generalists like black-capped
chickadees, and ovenbirds also frequent this community. Red squirrel
is the mammal most closely associated with this community. The rare
plant species of this community, climbing fern (Lygodium palmatum)
has not been identified in Easton. The South Coast Rail Report would
categorize this community as “UC=Coniferous Forested Upland.”
MA State Abundance Ranking=S5 on a 1-5 scale with 1 being most
rare. S1-3 sites are generally considered priorities for preservation.

25-White PineOak

26-No.
HardwoodHemlock-White
Pine

This is a community of mixed dominance between oak and white
pine. Found on glacial moraine or till, its soil is acidic and often dry,
but not very dry. Grades into Pine-Northern Hardwood community on
moister sites. Can occur near pitch pine - oak forests where it grades
into them, and it also grades into mixed oak forests. This community
often follows in successional sequence from successional white pine
forests. White pine and red, black, white, scarlet and chestnut oaks
are co-dominant in the canopy in varying proportions. Pitch pine,
white and black birch, red maple, pignut hickory, and sassafras occur
regularly, but in small numbers. Chestnut is frequent as a shrubby
tree. There is a prominent heath shrub layer that features lowbush
blueberry, huckleberry, mountain and sheep laurel, and maple-leaf
viburnum. The rather sparse herb layer includes bracken fern, wild
sarsaparilla, Canada mayflower, wintergreen, patridge-berry, pink
lady’s slipper, cow-wheat, and whorled loosestrife. There is no
animal that is restricted to this community. Common inhabitants
include gray squirrels, chipmunks, short-tailed shrews, red-backed
voles and white-footed mice. Predators of these species hunt through
this community, but are not restricted to it. Birds who nest here
include eastern wood-pewee, red-eyed vireo, brown creeper, hermit
thrush and red-shouldered and red-tailed hawks. Northern red-backed
salamanders are common, and if vernal pools are present newts and
spotted and other mole salamanders will live in the humus of the
forest floor. No known rare plants or animals are associated with this
community. The South Coast Rail Report would categorize this
community as “C/D=Mixed Forested Upland.” MA State Abundance
Ranking=S5 on a 1-5 scale with 1 being most rare. S1-3 sites are
generally considered priorities for preservation.

Black Brook Area
Red Mill Road Area
Wheaton Farm Area
2.81 acres
Clifford Grant Area 1.56
acres
Sheep Pasture 2.5 acres

This is a closed canopy forest dominated by a mix of evergreen and
deciduous trees with a sparse shrub and herb layer. It is found on dry
to moderately moist, moderately acidic soils with moderate levels of
nutrients. This community is commonly found on north-facing slopes. Clifford Grant
Easton is on the southern boundary of this community type in
Reservation 16.65 acres
Massachusetts. It grades from pure hemlock stands like those in the
Borderland State Park
hemlock ravine community to mixes that include hemlock, sugar
maple, white ash, yellow birch, black cherry, red oak, and white pine.
Beech occurs on southeast facing slopes and there is often scattered
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red maple, paper birch and aspen. The shrub layer is open, but often
contains scattered clumps of hobblebush, fly-honeysuckle, and striped
maple. The herb layer is also open, but fairly diverse with plants such
as intermediate wood fern, Christmas fern, clubmoss, Canada
mayflower, white wood aster, starflower, common wood sorrel,
partridge berry, round leaf violet, bellwort, and wild sarsaparilla.
Occasional spring species include painted trillium, early yellow
violet, trout lily, and broad-leafed spring beauty. Many animals use
parts of this community, but the size of the stand and other local
conditions determine the actual species present. Many neo-tropical
migrant songbirds nest in this habitat and while some nest further
north all are likely to seek out this habitat during migration.
Characteristic birds include the turkey, northern goshawk, barred owl,
black-throated green warbler golden crowned kinglet and Acadian
flycatcher. The pileated woodpecker can be found in stands with
mature trees. Common amphibians and reptiles include red-backed
salamanders, wood frogs, and red-bellied snakes. The water shrew is
the only rare animal associated with this community. The South
Coast Rail Report would categorize this community as “C/D=Mixed
Forested Upland.” MA State Abundance Ranking=S5 on a 1-5 scale
with 1 being most rare. S1-3 sites are generally considered priorities
for preservation.

27-Hemlock
Ravine

This community is usually found on moist north-facing slopes on
acidic soil within the Oak-Hemlock-White Pine community. It is
dominated by hemlocks with occasional deciduous trees such as
scarlet, red, white, and black oaks and red maple. The shrub layer is
sparse with saplings of the canopy trees and small patches of
mountain laurel. The herbaceous layer is completely shaded out. The
ground is covered with needles and twigs. This community is
threatened by the invasive wooly adelgid and by global warming. The
Acadian fly-catcher is almost solely found in this community. Other
species that use this habitat tend to be northern or conifer-preferring
forest species including black-throated green warbler, blackburnian
warbler, Louisiana waterthrush and winter wren. In winter this
community provides cover for mixed flocks of chickadees, kinglets,
and nuthatches. Mammals include typically northern and coniferous
species such as red squirrels, red-backed voles, smoky shrew, and
white-footed mice. There are no known rare plants or animals. The
South Coast Rail Report would categorize this community as
“UC=Coniferous Forested Upland.” MA State Abundance
Ranking=S4 on a 1-5 scale with 1 being most rare. S1-3 sites are
generally considered priorities for preservation.

Wheaton Farm .1 acres
Borderland State Park

28-OakHemlock-White
Pine

This mixed conifer-hardwood forest is common on mid-slopes on
dry, acidic, rocky shallow well-drained soils with few nutrients. This
community grades into the Northern Hardwood-Hemlock White Pine
community on moister sites and on drier sites to the White Pine-Oak
and Mixed Oak communities. White, red, and chestnut oaks, black
birch, black cherry, beech, and red maple in association with hemlock
and white pine form the canopy. Relative proportions of these canopy
trees vary widely among sites. Chestnut sprouts are common in the
sub-canopy and shrub layer. The shrub layer is patchy and sparse
with witch-hazel, mountain laurel, lowbush blueberry, and maple-leaf
viburnum commonly present. The herb layer is also sparse and less

Flyaway Pond/Long
Pond Area
Furnace Village Area
Wheaton Farm Area
126.03 acres
Sheep Pasture 20.58
acres
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diverse than in the Northern Hardwood-Hemlock-White Pine
community. Indian cucumber, wintergreen, wild sarsaparilla, wild
oats, starflower and Canada mayflower are typical. The animals here
are more diverse than, but overlap that of, the mixed oak
communities. A large group of neotropical migrant birds are more
likely to be found here, in some of the larger patches, including about
15-16 warbler species, eastern wood-pewee, and great crested
flycatcher. Where mountain laurel occurs with beech trees, blackthroated blue warblers may occur, and in low spots with large trees
and fairly dense shrubs, Canada warblers often occur. Amphibians
would include the northern redback salamanders and red efts, the
juvenile stage of red-spotted newts. There are no rare species of plant
or animal associated with this community. The South Coast Rail
Report would categorize this community as “C/D=Mixed Forested
Upland.” MA State Abundance Ranking=S5 on a 1-5 scale with 1
being most rare. S1-3 sites are generally considered priorities for
preservation.
This community may perhaps only be found in Easton in the western
part of Sheep Pasture. This is a species-rich community that forms
small patches at the base of rocky outcrops where there is seepage
and more nutrients than in the surrounding oak forest. The dominant
trees of the canopy are sugar maple and red oak with white ash,
bitternut hickory, and basswood as very scattered individuals.
However, black and white oaks and shagbark and pignut hickories are
also regularly in the canopy. A sparse sub-canopy includes hop
hornbeam, red maple, and saplings of canopy species. Alternateleaved dogwood and witch hazel contribute to the usually sparse tall
shrub layer with the witch hazel usually in the transition zone back to
the oak forest. Shorter shrubs are dominated by mapleleaf viburnum.
The herb layer varies from sparse to intermittent. Characteristic
spring ephemerals bloodroot and blunt-lobed hepatica have not been
identified here. Later flowering plants include wild geranium (spotted
29-Sugar Maplecrane’s bill), wild oats, false Solomon’s seal, wild licorice, and large
Oak-Hickory
amounts of white wood aster. Very few animal species are strong
associated with this community to the exclusion of other community
types. Birds that breed in forests include wood thrush, veery, blackand-white warbler, ovenbird, Louisiana water thrush, scarlet tanager,
and barred owls. Species that breed in vernal pools like mole
salamanders as well as eastern box turtles and spotted turtles can
often be found in surrounding forest. Most of the small mammals of
rich forest communities can be found here including southern flying
squirrel, gray squirrel, woodland jumping mouse, masked shrew, and
red-backed vole. The rare plant of this habitat, the tiny flowered
buttercup, has not been identified here. The South Coast Rail Report
would categorize this community as “UD=Deciduous Forested
Upland.” MA State Abundance Ranking=S2 on a 1-5 scale with 1
being most rare. S1-3 sites are generally considered priorities for
preservation.

30-Oak-Hickory

This is a hardwood community dominated by a mixture of oaks with
a lower density of hickories. It is found on well-drained sites such as
upper slopes and ridgetops with west- and south-facing aspects. It is
part of a dry, acidic continuum of communities that combine a mix of
oak and pine. Hickory is seldom dominant enough to justify the
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Sheep Pasture 4.5 acres

Wheaton Farm Area
36.94 acres
Clifford Grant Area
135.16 acres

name. The canopy is dominated by one or several oaks, most
commonly red, white, scarlet, or black, and one or several hickories
including shagbark, and pignut, at lower densities. Two other types of
hickory, mockernut and sweet pignut, have not been identified in
Easton. Other canopy trees include white ash, black birch, sassafras,
and red maple. A sub canopy commonly includes hop hornbeam,
flowering dogwood, shadbush, witch-hazel and chestnut. Low shrubs
are common and diverse including mapleaf viburnum, lowbush
blueberry, beaked and American hazelnut, and gray dogwood. The
herb layer is also richer than in many oak forests. Typical plants
include white goldenrod, tick-trefoil, wild sarsaparilla, rattlesnake
weed, false Solomon’s seed, and Pennsylvania sedge. There are no
animal species restricted to the Oak-Hickory community, but dry oak
communities support a smaller mix of animal species than moister
communities. This community is attractive to nut eaters like deer,
turkey, gray squirrel, short-tailed shrew, and many small rodents.
Snakes of dry forest sites include garter snakes and redbelly snakes.
Birds that nest in oak forests include eastern wood-pewee, red-eyed
vireo, scarlet tanager, and ovenbird. The South Coast Rail Report
would categorize this community as “UD=Deciduous Forested
Upland.” MA State Abundance Ranking=S4 on a 1-5 scale with 1
being most rare. S1-3 sites are generally considered priorities for
preservation.

Sheep Pasture 15.17
acres

31-Mixed Oak

A broadly defined dry acidic community dominated by a mix of oaks
that grades into other more narrowly defined communities. It tends to
be on dry soils and exposed slopes. This community also tends to
burn regularly. Black, scarlet, red, chestnut, and white oaks form a
somewhat open canopy layer. An understory of canopy saplings and
gray and black birch, quaking and big-toothed aspen, red maple and
chestnut can form dense patches due to the open canopy. The shrub
layer with lowbush blueberry, huckleberry, sweet fern, scrub oak, and
mountain laurel can also be dense in patches. The herb layer is more
scattered and includes Pennsylvania sedge, wild sarsaparilla, poverty
grass, pale corydalis, and pinweed. Acorns are important foods for
deer, gray squirrels and most small rodents as well as wild turkeys.
The blueberries and huckleberries in the herb zone mean that in large
patches of this community the above species can find all their habitat
needs. Birds of the oak forest include red-eyed vireo, ovenbird, blackand-white warbler, scarlet tanager, great crested flycatcher, downy,
hairy, and red-bellied woodpecker and in mature stands pileated
woodpecker. Northern red-backed salamanders are common, and if
vernal pools are present newts and spotted and other mole
salamanders will live in the humus of the forest floor. Ring-necked
and red-bellied snakes can also be found. The South Coast Rail
Report would categorize this community as “UD=Deciduous Forested
Upland.” MA State Abundance Ranking=S5 on a 1-5 scale with 1
being most rare. S1-3 sites are generally considered priorities for
preservation.

Wheaton Farm Area
200.43 acres
Clifford Grant Area
85.65 acres
Sheep Pasture 9.97 acres

32-Pitch PineOak

A dry oak/pine community on acidic low-nutrient soils on moraines,
till, outwash, southerly exposures and rocky slopes. One of the
commonest communities in southeastern Massachusetts but not in
Easton. Ranges from predominantly pitch pine with scattered oaks to
predominantly oak with scattered pine. Like the pitch pine-scrub oak

Wheaton Farm Area
3.12 acres
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community that it grades into, this community is fire-dependent with
more white pine and red maple as time since the last fire increases.
Pitch pine and black, scarlet, and chestnut oak form the canopy with a
scattering of white pine and red maple. Lowbush blueberry,
huckleberry, and other acid-loving shrubs form an often continuous
low shrub level. Scattered patches of scrub and bear oak can be
dense. Catbrier and other briers often make dense barriers around
low, damp openings. The herb layer is generally sparse with bracken
fern, wild sarsaparilla, wintergreen, Pennsylvania sedge, and, less
commonly. pink lady’s slipper, Both common and rare moths are
dependent on oak and pine. Birds are those common in oak
communities including rufous-sided towhee, ruffed grouse, and pine
warbler. Most common mammals of Massachusetts make some use of
this habitat. The rare eastern box turtle favors this community. The
South Coast Rail Report would categorize this community as
“C/D=Mixed Forested Upland.” MA State Abundance Ranking=S5
on a 1-5 scale with 1 being most rare. S1-3 sites are generally
considered priorities for preservation.

33-Pitch PineScrub Oak

Shrubs dominate this community and are usually prevented from
succession by fire. It is usually found on droughty, low-nutrient soils,
such as deep, coarse, well-drained soils on glacial outwash. This
community commonly grades into the Pitch Pine-Oak community as
tree oak species replace scrub oak especially in less dry
environments. Pitch pine forms an open canopy with a shrub layer
dominated by scrub oak and sometimes dwarf chinquapin oak. Older
oaks may form a nearly impenetrable 10-15 ft. tall understory.
Scattered gray birch, quaking aspen, and black and pin cherry may be
found. Huckleberries occur between the oaks. Scattered openings of
variable size support heathland or grassland vegetation such as
lowbush blueberries, bearberry, lichen patches, little bluestem grass,
Pennsylvania sedge, cow wheat and mayflower. A large number of
butterflies and moths are restricted to the pitch pine/scrub oak
community and its openings. The bird fauna is generally that of oak
woodlands: rufous -sided towhee, pine warbler, and ruffed grouse are
common. Whip-poor-will and common nighthawk are now
increasingly restricted to sandy openings of pitch pine/scrub oak
communities. American woodcock also use these openings. This
community is limited in distribution in Easton. None of the rare
plants or lepidopterans associated with this community has been
identified here. The South Coast Rail Report would categorize this
community as “C/D=Mixed Forested Upland.” MA State Abundance
Ranking=S2 on a 1-5 scale with 1 being most rare. S1-3 sites are
generally considered priorities for preservation.

34-Acidic Rocky
Outcrop

This community is rare in Bristol County. The exposed rock north of
the foundation at Sheep Pasture is the only known example in Easton.
This community is found on rocky acidic (granite) outcrops and is dry
with little or no soil. Vegetation is concentrated around the edges of
Sheep Pasture
bare rock or in crevices that hold soil. Low shrubs and scattered
Possibly Borderland
clumps of grass dominate this community. The rocks may have
State Park
lichens including reindeer lichen and mosses, but other vegetation is
discontinuous. Scattered shrubs include scrub oak, huckleberry, early
and low sweet blueberries, black chokecherry, and dwarf
serviceberry. Grasses and relatives include little bluestem, poverty
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grass, common hair grass, Pennsylvania sedge, cow wheat, and the
flowering plant pale corydalis. This is a habitat commonly used by
small mammals including white-footed mouse, red-backed vole,
short-tailed shrew, and in sedgy areas with some soil, meadow voles.
Larger mammals like foxes and coyotes use this habitat as a lookout
and for hunting the rodents. Reptiles like the black racer, ring necked
snake, and redbelly snake can all be found. No rare plant or animal is
found in this community. MA State Abundance Ranking=S4 on a 1-5
scale with 1 being most rare. S1-3 sites are generally considered
priorities for preservation.
AGRICULTURAL

AND
DEVELOPED

35a-CroplandRow Crop

This is an agricultural field planted in row crops such as corn,
potatoes, and cabbages. Maintained organically, this community is
attractive to insectivorous birds of open fields. Weeds in field edges
and harvest remains attract seed-eating birds of open spaces. The
South Coast Rail Report would categorize this community as
“AG=Agricultural Use.”

Langwater Farm
Wheaton Farm

35b-CroplandField Crop

This is an agricultural field planted with crops such as alfalfa, wheat,
timothy, rye, and oats. This also includes hayfields that are rotated to
pasture. Birds of this habitat include bobolinks, mourning dove,
upland sandpiper, and grasshopper and vesper sparrow. The last three
have not been identified in Easton. The South Coast Rail Report
would categorize this community as “AG=Agricultural Use.”

Sheep Pasture 6.86 acres

35c-Pastureland

This is agricultural land permanently maintained or recently
abandoned as a pasture area for livestock. Characteristic birds include
killdeer, horned lark, grasshopper and vesper sparrow, and upland
sandpiper. The last three have not been identified in Easton. The
South Coast Rail Report would categorize this community as
“AG=Agricultural Use.”

Tufts Farm
Galloway Farm

35d-Orchard

This is a stand of cultivated fruit trees often with grassy groundcover.
It may be currently under cultivation or recently abandoned.
Abandoned orchards typically may have staghorn sumac, goldenrods,
and poison ivy. Typical birds include the American robin, Baltimore
oriole, eastern kingbird, and mourning dove. Mature orchards with
trees that are 10 inches or more in diameter may host yellow-bellied
sapsuckers. The South Coast Rail Report would categorize this
community as “AG=Agricultural Use.”

Langwater Farm

35a-Ext. of
Rural Structure

The exterior surface of a metal, wood, concrete or other artificial
material structure such as a bridge or barn may be sparsely vegetated
by lichens, mosses, and terrestrial algae. Nooks and crannies provide
nesting sites for birds like barn swallows or English sparrows and
roosting sites for bats.

35b-Int. of
Barn/Agricultur
al Structure

The interior of a barn or other agricultural building used for livestock
or storage can provide housing for rodents, feral cats, bats, and both
native and exotic birds such as barn swallows and rock doves
(pigeons).

Residential, recreational, or commercial land with groundcover
36a-Mowed
Lawn with Trees dominated by clipped grasses that is at least 30% covered with trees.
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Ornamental and/or native shrubs may also be present with a total of
up to 50% tree/shrub cover. Characteristic animals include gray
squirrel, chipmunk, white-footed mouse and typical “bird feeder”
birds such as chickadee, titmouse, nuthatches, cardinals, Carolina
wrens, and a variety of sparrows and woodpeckers. Other birds
include American robins, mourning doves, catbirds, and
mockingbirds. The South Coast Rail Report would categorize this
community as “D=Developed.”

36b-Mowed
Lawn

36cFlower/Herb
Garden

Residential, recreational, or commercial land dominated by mown
grass with less than 30% cover of trees and less than 50% total
coverage with trees and shrubs. As cover decreases species diversity
may decrease as well until American robin and mourning dove are the
only common birds. Killdeer also use this habitat. The South Coast
Rail Report would categorize this community as “D=Developed.”
Residential, commercial, or horticultural land cultivated for
production of ornamental plants, culinary herbs or shrubs. Typical
birds include the American robin and mourning dove although as
cover increases or proximity to denser vegetation species diversity
increases. The South Coast Rail Report would categorize this
community as “D=Developed for residential and small horticultural
sites or AG=Agricultural Use for commercial and larger horticultural
sites”

A narrow strip of mowed vegetation along a road or a mowed
pathway through taller vegetation like a meadow or woodland.
Depending on frequency of mowing the vegetation may be dominated
by grasses, sedges, and rushes or vines and low shrubs that can
37a-Mowed
tolerate mowing. This community can be used by edge-loving species
Roadside/Pathway
of birds and mammals although mown areas near active roadways
may have few species. Woodland paths are used by predators like
coyotes and domestic cats to access prey such as ground-nesting birds
that would normally be beyond their reach. The South Coast Rail
Report would categorize this community as “D=Developed.”
37b-Herbicide
Sprayed
Roadside/Paths

A strip of low-growing vegetation along the side of a road or under
power lines that is maintained by spraying herbicides. Raptors can
commonly be seen roosting and hunting rodents and small birds along
power lines. The South Coast Rail Report would categorize this
community as “D=Developed or PL=Powerline.”

38-Sand and
Gravel Pits

Land currently or formerly disturbed by digging sand or gravel.
Vegetation is usually sparse although it becomes denser the longer
the pit is abandoned. This is primary nesting territory for bank
swallows. The South Coast Rail Report would categorize this
community as “CL=Cleared.”

Using the Swain and Kearsley natural communities as a basis, in 2001 and 2003 the Natural Heritage and
Endangered Species Program of the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and Wildlife produced the
original BioMap and Living Waters biodiversity conservation plans. Easton’s 2008 Open Space and
Recreation Plan used the original BioMap to identify areas used by state-listed endangered species.
BioMap2, released in 2010, was developed in partnership with The Nature Conservancy to replace the
earlier plan. The goal of BioMap2 is to use the best available scientific evidence to pinpoint important
ecosystems with the best chance of supporting biodiversity in Massachusetts and to present that
information in a way that is useful to the general public.
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Biomap2 was created using two types of information. First, it continues the original BioMap’s use of
specific field reports of listed endangered species and additional species found in the state’s 2005 State
Wildlife Action Plan. Second, BioMap2 relies on broader criteria including a computer program called
the Conservation Assessment and Prioritization System (CAPS), developed at the University of
Massachusetts Amherst, to identify contiguous parcels of land with the best capability of preserving
biodiversity.
The CAPS program is based on the ecological principle that biodiversity is greatest in large parcels of
undisturbed land, though the CAPS program did not use individual rare species reports. Rare species are
often found in highly fragmented small patches that might be missed by the broad based approach of the
CAPS program. On the other hand, the use of species reports sent to the Natural Heritage Division of the
Departments of Fisheries and Wildlife is dependent on the presence of observers throughout the
Commonwealth and their ability and willingness to file a timely report. As we shall see, rare species are
underreported in both Easton and Massachusetts as a whole. Taken together, however, these two
approaches offer the best possible estimate of biodiversity.
The detailed technical specifications for BioMap2 can be found in BioMap2 Technical Report:
Building a Better BioMap, released in 2011. By 2013 each town in the Commonwealth had its own
BioMap2 report, and Easton’s report will be used in the discussion below. A survey conducted after the
issuance of the town reports found that 97 percent of users would recommend BioMap2 to others. 70
percent of BioMap2 users found it helpful in refining their understanding of natural resources and in
focusing their group’s priorities. Seventy-five percent use BioMap2 to identify new land protection
priorities.

Easton’s BioMap2 Report
BioMap2 divides environmentally significant undeveloped land into two categories. The first is Core
Habitat, that includes rare ecosystems (see below), and vulnerable and uncommon species. The second
category, called Critical Natural Landscapes, identifies a broader range of intact and well-connected
landscapes that should be able to support biodiversity over a long period. Where Core Habitats describe
areas where rare species have been recorded, Critical Natural Landscapes indicate areas where rare
species would be expected, but have not been officially recorded. The two categories are not mutually
exclusive. In fact, the ideal would be to have a Core Habitat inside a Critical Natural Landscape,
something achieved in Easton in the Hockomock Swamp. As a further help to communities the GIS
version of BioMap2 includes sublayers for Core Habitats: forests, wetlands, aquatic (rivers, streams), and
vernal pools and for priority natural communities and rare species. There are also sublayers for Critical
Natural Landscapes. Those relevant for Easton are: upland buffers for wetlands and aquatic areas, and
large landscape blocks of high quality intact natural vegetation.

BioMap2: Easton at a Glance
The town of Easton has a land area of 29.2 square miles or 18,709 acres. Open space protected in
perpetuity accounts for 4,973 acres or 26.6% of the total area. BioMap2 identified 3,916 acres of Core
Habitat in town with only 1,848 acres or 47.2% in the protected land. Critical Natural Landscapes
account for 5,463 acres with 3,215 acres or 58.9% protected. Remember that Core Habitat acres can be
included within Critical Natural Landscapes.

BioMap2 Components
Along with natural communities, Core Habitat includes plant and animal species of conservation concern
as well as different “components,” that are different types of ecosystems that can be classified as a Core
Habitat, such as forest components or aquatic components. Detailed lists of Easton’s plants and animals
will be found in the appendixes. The species of conservation concern will also be found in their
respective core habitats in this section. Easton has four types of core components: forest, wetland, aquatic,
and vernal pool.
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Forest components are the state’s “best examples of large intact forests that are least impacted by roads
and development.” These areas support wildlife that are sensitive to edge effects such as noise and
excessive predation while maintaining ecological processes found only in unfragmented forest patches.
Wetland components are the state’s “least disturbed wetlands…with intact buffers and little
fragmentation or other stressors associated with development.” A wetland core is an area most likely to
maintain critical wetland functions like natural hydrology into the future.
Aquatic components are intact river corridors that best preserve the physical and ecological processes
necessary for fish and other aquatic species.
Vernal Pool components cores in BioMap2 identify “the top 5% most interconnected clusters of
potential vernal pools in the state.” Ten of the eleven vegetative cores found in Easton are associated with
water. Many of the cores associated with rare species are also dependent on water.
Species of Special Concern include the 413 plants and animals listed under the Massachusetts Endangered
Species Act plus an additional 62 animals of conservation concern. In addition to the species on the
MESA list, the State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP) identifies 257 wildlife species most in need of
conservation. The SWAP includes all the animals on the federal and state endangered species lists,
globally rare species, animal species listed in other Northeast states, and other species of special concern
in Massachusetts.
In the following sections species listed on the MESA list will be categorized as Special Concern,
Threatened, or Endangered. Special Concern species are native species that documented research shows
to have suffered a decline that could threaten the species if left unchecked or that occurs in such small
numbers or within such a restricted area or has such specialized habitat requirements that they could
easily become threatened within Massachusetts. Threatened species are “native species which are likely to
become endangered in the foreseeable future, or which are declining or rare” as determined by research.
Endangered species are native species documented by research to be in danger of extinction in all or part
of their range or in Massachusetts. Any species not on the state endangered list that is included on the
SWAP list is identified below as a “Non-listed SWAP” species.
Figure 8. Summary of BioMap2 Components
# of Components
3
1
1
7
2
7

4
5
7

Type of Component
Core Habitat
Exemplary or Priority Natural Communities
Core
Forest Core
Wetland Core
Aquatic Cores
Vernal Pool Cores
Species of Conservation Concern Cores: 3
reptiles, 3 amphibians, 6 insects, 5 plants
Critical Natural Landscapes
Landscape Blocks
Wetland Core Buffers
Aquatic Core Buffers
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Map 10. BioMap2 Critical Natural Landscape and Core Habitat
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Components of BioMap 2: Core Habitats in Easton
The data below comes directly from the Easton BioMap2 Report.

Map 11. BioMap2 Core Habitat

Source: MassGIS
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Core 822
Aquatic Core
Priority and Exemplary Natural Communities:
Alluvial Red Maple Swamp
Forest Seep Community
Species of Conservation Concern:
Eastern Pondmussel
Triangle Floater
Spotted Turtle
Bridle Shiner

Ligumia nasuta
Alasmidonta undulate
Clemmys guttata
Notropis bifrenatus

Special Concern
Non-Listed SWAP
Non-listed SWAP
Special Concern

Only a tiny part of this 169-acre Core Habitat along the Canoe River is in Easton, but it is located in
protected conservation land. The Aquatic Core here is an intact river corridor containing an integrated and
functional ecosystem for fish species and other aquatic Species of Conservation Concern. This example of
Alluvial Red Maple Swamp is of moderate size and quality with a moderate level of disturbance resulting
from alterations to the hydrology of the surrounding area. The Forest Seep community is of moderate size
and maturity with good species diversity and is well buffered within a naturally vegetated landscape.
Eastern Pondmussels are large freshwater mussels most abundant in southeastern Massachusetts. They
inhabit streams, rivers, and small to large lakes and ponds with no preference for substrate, depth, or flow
conditions. They are vulnerable to alterations of water bodies. Triangle Floaters are also freshwater
mussels commonly found in low-gradient river reaches with sand and gravel substrates and low to
moderate water velocities, although they can be found in a wide range of substrate and flow conditions.
This area has a strong concentration of Spotted Turtles in good habitat— large, unfragmented, protected
open space. This small, dark-colored turtle with yellow spots on its carapace inhabits a variety of
wetlands year-round and nests in nearby uplands during spring. Road kill and collection are the primary
conservation concerns.
Bridle Shiners are small (<2 in.) minnows that prefer clear water in slack areas of streams and rivers
although they are also found in lakes and ponds.
Core 835
Aquatic Core
Species of Conservation Concern:
Philiadelphia Panic-grass

Panicum philadelphicum ssp. philadelphicum

SC

A small 5-acre Core Habitat within the Wheaton Farm Conservation Area features an Aquatic Core and a
Species of Conservation Concern. The Aquatic Core here protects a special feature along Mulberry
Meadow Brook.
Philadelphia Panic-grass, a member of the Grass family, is a slender, hairy, herbaceous, annual grass with
yellow-green leaves that grows primarily on sandy shores of lakes and streams.
Core 868
Forest Core
Wetland Core
Aquatic Core
Priority and Exemplary Natural Communities:
Acidic Graminoid Fen

S3
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Acidic Shrub Fen
Atlantic White Cedar Bog
Coastal Atlantic White Cedar Swamp
Red Maple Swamp

S3
S2
S2

Species of Conservation Concern:
Gypsywort
Long’s Bulrush
Plymouth Gentian
Rigid Flax
Round-fruited False Loosestrife
Chain Fern Borer Moth
Pale Green Pinion Moth
Two-striped Cord Grass Moth
Water-willow Stem Borer
Hessel’s Hairstreak
Scarlet Bluet
Ringed Boghaunter
Kennedy’s Emerald
Mocha Emerald
Blue-spotted Salamander
Four-toed Salamander
Blanding’s Turtle
Eastern Box Turtle
Northern Black Racer

Lycopus rubellus
Scirpus longii
Sabatia kennedyana
Linum medium var. texanum
Ludwigia sphaerocarpa
Papaipema stenocelis
Lithophane viridipallens
Macrochilo bivittata
Papaipema sulphurata
Callophrys hesseli
Enallagma pictum
Williamsonia lintneri
Somatochlora kennedyi
Somatochlora linearis
Ambystoma laterale
Hemidactylium scutatum
Emydoidea blandingii
Terrapene carolina
Coluber constrictor

Endangered
Threatened
Special Concern
Threatened
Non-listed SWAP
Threatened
Special Concern
Non-listed SWAP
Threatened
Special Concern
Threatened
Endangered
Endangered
Special Concern
Special Concern
Non-listed SWAP
Threatened
Special Concern
Non-listed SWAP

Over 4,000 acres of the 11,192 Hockomock Swamp, the largest freshwater swamp in Massachusetts, are
located in Easton. It is home to at least 18 rare and uncommon species. Its lakes, ponds, and boggy
wetlands support five rare dragonflies and damselflies, including the globally rare Scarlet Bluet and
Ringed Bog haunter. Of statewide importance is a vigorous population of Blue-spotted Salamanders.
Caterpillars of the globally rare Hessel’s Hairstreak butterfly feed on the needles of Atlantic White Cedar
in the several large cedar swamps of this complex wetland. Other globally rare species found here include
the Water-willow Borer Moth, Plymouth Gentian, and Long’s Bulrush.
Adult and juvenile Blue-spotted Salamanders inhabit upland forests during most of the year, where they
reside in small-mammal burrows and other subsurface retreats. Adults migrate during late winter or early
spring to breed in vernal pools and fish-free areas of swamps, marshes, or similar wetlands. For Four-toed
Salamanders see Core 1049.
Adult and juvenile Marbled Salamanders inhabit upland forests during most of the year, where they reside
in small-mammal burrows and other subsurface retreats. Adults migrate during late summer or early fall
to breed in dried portions of vernal pools, swamps, marshes, and other predominantly fish-free wetlands.
Eggs are deposited under logs, leaf-litter, or grass tussocks and hatch after being inundated by fall rains.
Larvae metamorphose during late spring, whereupon they disperse into upland forest.
Blanding’s Turtles are medium-sized turtles. They inhabit a mix of seasonal pools, marshes, shrub
swamps, forest, and open uplands. After overwintering in the deep muds of wetlands, Blanding’s Turtles
move overland to vernal pools and shrub swamps to feed and mate. Loss of only a few adults annually
can cause populations to decline because they do not reproduce until late in life (14-20 years), and have
low replacement rates due to low nest and juvenile survivorship. Roads and motor vehicles are the
primary cause of adult mortality.
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The Eastern Box Turtle is a terrestrial turtle, inhabiting many dry and moist woodland and early
successional habitat. Development, roads, collection, and disease are the primary conservation concerns.
The Northern Black Racer is a snake of young upland forests, shrub lands such as pitch pine/scrub oak
communities and rock cliffs. Although it is relatively common, its range appears to be constricting and its
abundance has been declining.
This Core has two very nice Acidic Graminoid Fens, one of which is the largest example in the state. The
other is near the western edge of the swamp. It is adjacent to patches of Coastal Atlantic White Cedar
Swamp and an extremely dense Acidic Shrub Fen all surrounded by Red Maple Swamp. This example of
an Acidic Shrub Fen is large and well-buffered by natural vegetation. It is in very good to excellent
condition, with good species diversity, few exotics and little evidence of current human disturbance.
The Atlantic White Cedar Bog community here occurs in kettle hole depressions overlain with
waterlogged peat soils and sphagnum moss. This excellent representation of the type occurs as patches
within the larger Swamp. The patches are variable in types of locations: pond margins, basins, and parts
of gradients from open peat, through shrub fens to swamp forest. The large Coastal Atlantic White Cedar
Swamp community here is part of an extensive mosaic of wetland types, and is well buffered within this
natural vegetation. Red Maple Swamps are the most common forested wetlands in Massachusetts. This
community type is highly variable in its species composition. The example of the Red Maple Swamp
community in the Hockomock is both mature and large, and is part of a much larger wetland complex in a
2300 acre road-less block.
Forest Cores are defined as the best examples of large, intact forests least impacted by roads and
development. Forest Cores are particularly important for many bird species. In fact, the foundation for the
list of birds found in the appendix of this report is sightings taken at the mosquito control station in the
Hockomock during the 1960s. Aquatic and Wetland Cores in the Hockomock represent some of the best
examples of these lands in the state. They support critical hydrological processes including flood control
in other parts of town.
Core 958
Vernal Pool Core
This 61-acre Core Habitat featuring a Vernal Pool Core is located in the Clifford Grant Reservation.
Vernal pools may be found in many places in Easton, but in order to be listed as a Vernal Pool Core in the
BioMap 2 an area has to have a system of interconnected clusters of vernal pools that are among the top
5% in habitat quality within the state.
Core 961
Aquatic Core
Species of Conservation Concern:
Pale Green Orchid
Platanthera flava var. herbiola Threatened
This is a 14-acre Core Habitat featuring Aquatic Core and a Species of Conservation Concern within the
Natural Resource Trust’s property at Sheep Pasture. The Aquatic Core is part of the Queset Brook
watershed. In Massachusetts, Pale Green Orchid inhabits open to semi-shaded habitats in rich, moderately
acidic, wet areas subject to seepage, intermittent flooding, or water level fluctuation.
Core 990
Aquatic Core
Species of Conservation Concern:
Pale Green Orchid
Platanthera flava var. herbiola Threatened
This10-acre Core Habitat featuring an Aquatic Core and a Species of Conservation Concern is on private
property off Elm Street. It is the source area for a small stream that flows southward parallel to
Washington Street. For Pale Green Orchid see Core 961.
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Core 1006
Aquatic Core
Species of Conservation Concern:
Pale Green Orchid
Platanthera flava var. herbiola Threatened
A 24-acre Core Habitat featuring Aquatic Core and a Species of Conservation Concern. This Core Habitat
is located at the Monte’s Pond Conservation Area and surrounds a portion of Dorchester Meadow Brook.
For Pale Green Orchid see Core Area 961.
Core 1009
Wetland Core
About a third of this 20-acre Core Habitat featuring a Wetland Core is located on private land in Easton
near the Ames Rifle and Pistol Club and Ames Long Pond. This wetland has intact buffers and little
fragmentation and provides natural hydrologic functions in the Long Pond area.
Core 1049
Species of Conservation Concern:
Four-toed Salamander Hemidactylium scutatum
Non-listed SWAP
A tiny portion of this 51-acre Core Habitat is in Easton in the backyard of houses in the northeast part of
Riverside Terrace. Wetlands along Whitman Brook to the south of Core 1049, while not pristine enough
to be Core Habitat, probably hosts its own population of Four-toed Salamanders. For information on these
salamanders see Core 868
Core 1100
Forest Core
Wetland Core
Vernal Pool Core
Species of Conservation Concern:
Blue-spotted Salamander
Four-toed Salamander
Marbled Salamander
Blanding’s Turtle
Eastern Box Turtle
Eastern Ribbon Snake
Northern Black Racer
Eastern Whip-poor-will

Ambystoma laterale
Hemidactylium scutatum
Ambystoma opacum
Emydoidea blandingii
Terrapene Carolina
Thamnophis sauritus
Coluber constrictor
Caprimulgus vociferous

Special Concern
Non-listed SWAP
Threatened
Threatened
Special Concern
Non-listed SWAP
Non-listed SWAP
Special Concern

This 4,424-acre Core Habitat in Sharon and Easton includes Borderland State Park, Easton Conservation
Commission land, and private property. The Easton portion of this Core Habitat does not include a Forest
Core. It does have an extensive Wetland Core south of Leach’s Pond and an even larger Vernal Pool Core
on the Mansfield line south of Rockland Street.
Wetland Cores provide diverse plant and animal habitats and natural hydrologic conditions include flood
protection. While the Easton portion of Borderland State Park does not contain a Vernal Pool Core, the
Park has numerous vernal pools as well.
Eastern Ribbon Snakes are a medium-sized, very thin snake ranging from 7 to 34 inches long at maturity.
They are active during the day and live in wetlands and the edges of open water. They are comfortable in
water and on land, eating amphibians, insects, and occasional fish. This species hibernates in ant mounds,
rodent burrows, crayfish burrows, and bank burrows.
Eastern Whip-poor-wills are nocturnal, ground-nesting birds of open dry oak woodlands and pine barrens.
Their diet consists primarily of moths taken on the wing. Though they are seldom seen, their call was
once a common nighttime sound of summer nights across Massachusetts. Whip-poor-wills have
experienced a dramatic range contraction in Massachusetts over the past few decades, and are now mostly
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relegated to a handful of large pine barrens. This range contraction is believed to the result of
development and the habitat succession caused by fire suppression. Whip-poor-wills often reclaim their
former haunts following active habitat management, such as prescribed fire and targeted logging.
For the other amphibians and reptiles see Core 868.

Components of BioMap2: Critical Natural Landscapes of Easton
Biomap2 identifies Landscape Blocks, the primary component of Critical Natural Landscapes. These are
large areas of intact predominately natural vegetation, consisting of contiguous forests, wetlands, rivers,
lakes, and ponds. Pastures and power-line rights-of-way, that are less intensively altered than most
developed areas, were also included since they provide habitat and connectivity for many species.
Collectively, these natural cover types total 3.6 million acres across the state. An Ecological Integrity
assessment using the CAPS program was used to identify the most intact and least fragmented areas.
These large Landscape Blocks are most likely to maintain dynamic ecological processes such as
buffering, connectivity, natural disturbance, and hydrological regimes, all of which help to support wideranging wildlife species and many other elements of biodiversity. Upland Buffer Zones around wetland
and aquatic cores are the other feature of Critical Natural Landscapes. These buffers help maintain the
integrity of core areas, provide connectivity and/or provide habitat for part of the life cycle of Core Area
animal species.
The data below comes directly from the Easton BioMap2 Report.
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Map 12. BioMap2 Critical Natural Landscape

Source: MassGIS
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CNL 469
Aquatic Core Buffer
Wetland Core Buffer
Only a tiny part of this 236-acre Critical Natural Landscape along the Canoe River featuring an Aquatic
Core Buffer and a Wetland Core Buffer is in Easton.
CNL 482
Aquatic Core Buffer
Landscape Block
This 1,526-acre Critical Natural Landscape includes the Wheaton Farm Conservation Area west of Bay
Road and surrounding land in private hands. The Aquatic Core Buffer protects a long stretch of Mulberry
Meadow Brook.
A CAPS assessment of ecological integrity was used to identify the most intact and least fragmented
areas in the state. A Conservation Commission study of plant and animal life at Wheaton Farm revealed
extensive biodiversity confirming the state’s analysis that this area has the biological and physical
processes to support a wide range of species
CNL 485
Aquatic Core Buffer
Wetland Core Buffer
Landscape Block
Much of this 10,770-acre Critical Natural Landscape is in Easton. It includes Wheaton Farm east of Bay
Road and Easton’s part of the Hockomock Swamp and private land along the north and eastern edge of
the swamp to the West Bridgewater line. The Aquatic and Wetland Core Buffers protect the plants,
animals, and hydrological processes of the largest wetland in the state.
CNL 515
Aquatic Core Buffer
This 34-acre Critical Natural Landscape is located mostly within the 158-acre Sheep Pasture property
with a few acres on Stonehill land. The Aquatic Core Buffer protects Core Area 961 around Queset
Brook. Studies financed by the Natural Resources Trust confirm the biodiversity of the area.
CNL 532
Aquatic Core Buffer
A 16-acre Critical Natural Landscape featuring an Aquatic Core Buffer.
Located off Elm Street on private property, this land buffers Core Habitat 990
CNL 540
Aquatic Core Buffer
A 52-acre Critical Natural Landscape featuring an Aquatic Core Buffer that protects Core Area 1006 at
Monte’s Pond Conservation Area.
CNL 563
Landscape Block
Wetland Core Buffer
This 4,177-acre Critical Natural Landscape featuring Wetland Core Buffer and Landscape Block protects
and connects Core Areas 1009 and 1100. It is mostly on state land at Borderland State Park and Easton
conservation land with some private property.

Additional Information from CAPS
Although the Conservation Assessment and Prioritization System was used in the creation of BioMap2,
by itself CAPS does provide additional information that can be used to manage Easton’s natural
communities. CAPS assesses ecological integrity, the ability of an area to support and sustain
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biodiversity over the long term. The CAPS software begins by dividing the landscape into developed and
undeveloped parcels, adds information about climate, vegetation, soils and slope; and then inputs
information from about a dozen sources that influence habitat integrity including proximity to traffic,
agricultural activities, and the presence of domestic predators (cats) and edge predators (raccoons,
opossum, foxes and skunks). Parcels are assessed for similarity and proximity to other parcels. The raw
data is then rescaled into percentiles for each city and town to facilitate identification of the best land in
that community.
The Index of Ecological Integrity Map presented here shows the land in Easton with the top 50% of
ecological integrity. The map shows the “best of the best,” but underestimates the quality of habitat in
Easton compared to other towns in the eastern part of the state. The CAPS map that follows shows us
areas that are important wildlife habitat.
Areas around and north of New Pond, the Gill Property, and several other small pieces were not included
in the BioMap, but were pointed out by CAPS as land with particularly high ecological integrity. CAPS
also highlights a much more extensive part of the Clifford Grant Conservation Area than the BioMap.
Much of the land featured in CAPS and BioMap2 is protected conservation acreage giving Easton
citizens a strong base to promote biodiversity.
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Map 13. CAPS DEP Habitat of Potential Regional or Statewide Importance

Source: MassGIS

Details of the factors evaluated by CAPS can be found in Conservation Assessment and Prioritization
System (CAPS), Statewide Massachusetts Assessment, November, 2011 and Empirically Derived
Indices of Biotic Integrity for Forested Wetlands, Coastal Salt Marshes, and Wadable Freshwater
Streams in Massachusetts, released in 2013.
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Priority and Estimated Habitat of Rare Species
Both BioMap2 and CAPS are planning tools that provide no legal protection for rare communities,
plants, or animals. Of course, land held by the Conservation Commission and private lands with
conservation restrictions do provide protection for the plants and animals found there, but the Priority
Habitat designation also provides legal protection. A Priority Habitat is a “mapped geographical extent
of habitat” for state-listed rare plants and animals. Within a Priority Habitat any alteration of the habitat
may result in a legal “taking” that is subject to regulatory review by the Natural Heritage and Endangered
Species Program. The Priority Habitat Map below is used to determine whether a proposed project must
be reviewed for Massachusetts Endangered Species Act (MESA) compliance.
Estimated Habitats of Rare Species are a sub-set of Priority Habitats based on the habitats of statelisted rare wetlands wildlife. Its legal basis is the Wetlands Protection Act (WPA), and it does not protect
plants. State-listed wetlands wildlife is protected by both WPA and MESA. In Easton Priority and
Estimated Habitat coincide completely in the following map.
Priority Habitats do not “cover” all Core Habitat, Critical Natural Landscapes, or CAPS areas.
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Map 14. Priority Habitat with CAPS and BioMap2 Maps

Source: MassGIS
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C. Water Resources
Surface Water
Easton is located in the upper end of the Taunton River Basin with streams generally flowing in a
southerly direction towards the Taunton River. The three main sub-basins are along the Queset Brook,
Black Brook, and Mulberry Brook as shown on the Water Resources Map.Whitman’s Brook, Queset
Brook, and Black Brook flow to the Hockomock Swamp. Beaver Brook, Poquanticut Brook, Mulberry
Brook, and Goward’s Brook flow into Lake Winnecunnet in Norton en route to the River.
In addition to its north-south draining streams, Easton contains numerous natural and man-made water
bodies. These scale to approximately 330 acres on the USGS topographic sheet (excluding the dry
Flyaway Pond and Little Cedar Swamp that are no longer mapped as open water).
The entire Hockomock Swamp (including portions in other towns) receives an average of 7.5 billion
gallons of rainfall annually and stores much of it, thereby maintaining the ground water table. This
benefits the abutting town of Raynham’s present system of shallow wells, that depend on the present high
water table. Hunters, canoeists, hikers, bird watchers and fisherman all have access to this often
acclaimed “Water Wonderland”.
The town contains fifteen ponds of various sizes but almost all are impoundments of streams for power,
or remnants of sand and gravel operations. The lack of ponds appears to reflect the town’s well-drained
north-south glacial topography and its frequently tight soils. The impoundments create a number of
surface water areas but are shallow and subject to siltation and accumulation of sediment and nutrients.
They require maintenance if they are not to become eutrophic or change to wetlands.
In all, the town or state controls all but 80 of its 400 acres of surface water. These holdings are described
in more detail in Section 5, the inventory. Wheaton Farm also includes Ward’s Pond (5 acres) and the
larger Fuller Hammond Reservoir, that has been severely impacted by the drought of the last two years.
The town-owned Old Pond (11 acres) and New Pond (13 acres) located off of Foundry Street have
parking lots and are open to canoeists, fisherman, and hikers, although swimming is prohibited. Other
town-owned ponds managed by the Conservation Commission for public passive recreation are Picker
Pond and associated small ponds totaling 12 acres; Ames Long Pond off Canton Street and bracketing the
Easton-Stoughton line, 16 acres and the 5-acre Settler’s Pond off of Washington Street. The Stoughton
portion of Ames Long Pond includes a well-developed beach reportedly also used by Easton residents.
Borderland State Park includes Leach’s Pond (86 acres in Easton and Sharon) and Pud’s Pond (6 acres in
Easton and Sharon) along with parking facilities and a welcome center.
The town’s remaining ponds are privately owned and cover another 80 acres of surface water. All of
these ponds are discussed in more detail in the inventory of significant open space and recreation
resources below.

Flood Hazard Areas
While the town’s location at the top of the Taunton Basin leads to relatively limited stream flows, the flat
terrain leads to extensive Flood Hazard areas mapped by the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA). As shown on the Water and Wetland Resources Map (that incorporates the FEMA maps), these
run north and south along the major streams and spread out in low-lying areas, particularly the
Hockomock Swamp. Some of the low-lying areas may have potential to be managed as enhanced
impoundments for increased flood control. This may be of particular use while considering climate
change, as flooding events may increase in extremity in the future, and early and active management of
flood hazard areas and flood plains may decrease the risk of severe flooding during and after extreme
weather events. At the same time, the flood control zoning provisions may create opportunities for
negotiating streamside conservation restrictions, access easements, or fee simple acquisition. This is
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important because experience shows that even the most enlightened, cooperative developers may
withhold streamside access once a project is approved. See the Discussion of “Flooding” under Section G
below.

Wetlands
Easton’s extensive wetlands provide wildlife habitat, flood storage areas, pollution abatement, flood
control, and groundwater recharge. In some instances, wetlands consist of open marsh or wet meadow,
but more frequently they are wooded swamp, as seen in most of the extensive Hockomock Swamp.
Estimates of Easton’s wetlands are from data provided by MassGIS. In previous versions of this Open
Space Plan, a series of maps known as “The MacConnell Maps” served as the source of these estimations.
These maps were created by Forestry Professor William P. MacConnell of the University of
Massachusetts, and inventoried vegetation and land use using aerial photos taken between 1952 and 1999.
The maps list nine types of open fresh water wetlands: bog, cranberry bog, open water, shallow marsh,
deep marsh, shrub swamp, and three types of wooded swamps- deciduous, coniferous, and mixed trees.
Much of these wooded swamp areas can be found in the hundreds of acres of the Hockomock Swamp,
partly located in Easton’s southeast corner.
The 1991 tabulation shows 523.3 acres of freshwater wetlands while the 1999 report shows a slight loss,
with a total of 522.1 acres. The conclusions drawn from the analysis of the MassGIS map suggests
minimal wetland area has been lost since the 1999 survey. This slight decline indicates the effective
protection of open wetland areas.
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Map 15. Water and Wetland Resources
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Aquifer Recharge Area
In May of 1987, I.E.P., Inc. of Northboro, Mass. developed a comprehensive ground water protection
program. The scope of work included delineating critical aquifer recharge areas. In 1988 these areas
were mapped as the Aquifer Protection Overlay District in Section 5-4 of the Easton zoning Bylaw.
These areas are crucial to protecting the town’s water supply by restricting harmful uses where
acquisition is impractical.

D. Vegetation
Succession and Forests
Figure 9. Food Chain and Web Succession

BioMap2 is a snapshot of some of the natural communities in Easton today, but left to itself most of
Easton would eventually revert back to some type of forest where oaks would be the predominant species.
Three of the natural communities in Easton have the words “successional” attached to them, and it was
once believed that abandoned farmland would always follow the steps from Successional Old Field to
Successional Shrubland to Successional White Pine Community finally achieving a steady-state climax
stage as a White Pine-Oak community or Oak-Hemlock-White Pine Community. Today it is wiser to look
at our land as moving through a continuum from more open land to forests along three paths based on the
underlying moisture and nutrients in the soil. Wetter soil communities may follow a path from marshes
and sedge meadows to shrub swamps and then red maple swamps and finally to one of the moister oak
communities as vegetation slowly fills in the wetland. Dry communities like Pitch Pine-Scrub oak
communities that depend on fire for regeneration may eventually evolve into the dry Mixed Oak
Community. The old line of succession from old field to pine still tends to end in a White Pine-Oak or
Oak-Hemlock White Pine Communities.
Numerous factors complicate this pretty idea of succession and ultimate stability in a climax condition.
First, historical evidence shows that much of Easton was never clear-cut for fields or pastures although
residents exploited all of Easton’s virgin old growth forest for timber and firewood from the 18 th through
the 20th century. Plant succession is dependent on the seed stock in the soil and in surrounding land so
succession in a woodlot where valuable trees have been cut out and less valuable ones left would be
different from succession in an abandoned field next to a virgin forest. Second, natural events as unique
as the fall of a single tree creating a new open space or as large as fires and hurricanes destroying acres of
forest prevent real woodlands from ever achieving some final steady state climax. Thus, Easton is left
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with a mosaic of woodlands and the question of how to best manage them for both wildlife and
recreation.

Details of Forested Land
In the southeastern portion of town the Hockomock Swamp, among its complex mosaic of communities,
has forested wetlands of Atlantic White Cedar and Red Maple. This great swamp also has an extensive
Wetland-Upland Forest community along its northern edge. Another important example of the Atlantic
White Cedar Community is found in the Little Cedar Swamp on the north side of Foundry Street just
north of the Southeastern Regional School.
The Wheaton Farm property in the southwestern part of town has over 90 acres of red maple swamp, 85
acres of successional white pine, and over 125 acres in the Oak-Hemlock-White Pine/Northern
Hardwoods Communities. On dry soils Wheaton Farm has over 15 acres of Pitch Pine-Scrub Oak and
Pitch Pine-Oak Communities and 200 acres of the Mixed Oak Community. These communities are fireprone and sustained through fire.
In the northern part of town the Clifford Grant Conservation Area is another large forested expanse. In the
wetter sections there are over 50 acres of red maple swamp, but oak communities dominate including 135
acres of Oak-Hickory, 85 acres of Mixed Oak and almost 17 acres of Oak-Hemlock White Pine
Communities. A Successional White Pine Community covers 42 acres.
Other conservation areas increase the forest diversity of the town. The nearly 100 acres in the Beaver
Brook Conservation Area is mostly a Red Maple Swamp Community. The over 400-acre Black Brook
Area includes a White Pine-Oak Forest Community. The Flyaway Pond-Long Pond Area adds 243 acres
adjacent to the Clifford Grant Area that includes a shrub swamp and an Oak-Hemlock-White Pine Forest
Community. The Furnace Village Conservation area contains another Oak-Hemlock-Pine Community.
Borderland State Park has hundreds of vernal pools, marshes, and oak forests, and an extensive Northern
Hardwoods Community.
Beyond their conservation value, commercially important hardwoods in town include white oak, red oak,
black oak, and shagbark and butternut hickories. Other common hardwoods include red maple, chestnut
oak, scarlet oak and black birch. White pine is the most common conifer on sandy sites with hemlock
common in moist shaded areas although its predominance there is threatened by the invasive wooly
adelgid. Detailed listings of trees and shrubs can be found in the appendix.

Herbaceous Plants
Data for the following section comes from State of the Plants: Challenges and Opportunities for
Conserving New England’s Native Flora, by the New England Wildflower Society (NEWS), 2015 and
Section 3 of Land Management Plan For Sheep Pasture by Call of the Wild Consulting, Fall 2009.
John Burns and Ted Elliman of NEWS supervised the surveys for that section of the report.
Plants are the basis of all life on Earth, but just like other aspects of the environment, trends among plants
are worrisome. According to State of the Plants about 54 percent of 19,000 species worldwide are at risk
with an additional 134 species known to be extinct. About “60 percent of the Earth’s ecosystem services
examined during the Fifth Millennium Ecosystem Assessment are being degraded or used unsustainably
and the quality of many ecosystem services has deteriorated as a result of attempts to increase the supply
of other services, such as food.”
In New England plants also show some disturbing trends. About 540 species, 22 percent of the region’s
native plants, are listed as globally, regionally, or locally rare or not observed in the wild for 20 or more
years. Thirty-one percent of New England’s species are non-native with about 10 percent listed as
invasive and capable of displacing native species. Here in Easton, a study of Sheep Pasture’s plants by
members of the New England Wildflower Society in 2008-09 discovered 348 plant species on the site.
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Sixty-nine percent were native and 31 percent non-native. Seven percent of the flora was classified as
invasive. Thus, the distribution of native, non-native, and invasive species is about the same as New
England as a whole.
Lawrence Newcomb, a noted botanist who developed one of the first key systems for New England flora,
studied plants at Sheep Pasture from 1977 to 1981. Focusing primarily on wildflowers and shrubs and
excluding many species of trees, Newcomb recorded 253 species. The statistical breakdown of native,
non-native, and invasive species was similar to the 2008-2009 study, but 54 species listed by Newcomb
were not found in the recent study. The authors of the 2008-09 report believe that habitat succession,
changed mowing and maintenance schedules, and the planting of non-native species such as clover
contributed to species loss.
As part of this report a preliminary inventory of Easton plants was created. Easton is a rare community
where written scientific listings of plants go back to the observations of Oakes Ames and Frederick Law
Olmsted in the 1880s and 1890s. Boards of Directors past and present at the Natural Resources Trust of
Easton have sponsored professional studies of their Sheep Pasture property from the 1970s to the present,
thus giving the town a century long run of observations.
The plant inventory presented here includes 780 species of mosses, grasses, flowering plants, vines,
shrubs, and trees. It includes 286 species first recorded in the 1890s by Oakes Ames and Frederick Law
Olmsted. Of those historically recorded species, only 102 have been observed since 1960. That does not
mean that 184 species have gone extinct. For example, Balsam and Nordmann firs, essentially naturalized
introductions on Ames estates, were included in early lists and excluded from later ones focused on
“wild’ plants. Still, given the amount of development that has occurred in the last century and a quarter,
some species, like the endangered orchid Lesser Rattlesnake-plantain, are almost certainly gone. About
sixpercent of the plants on the current list have some degree of rarity based on the state classification
system. Discovering which ones remain or are threatened should be part of any serious natural resources
management plan and provides an opportunity to involve nearby colleges and non-profits in a research
program.
What are the main threats to plant species in Easton? Some rare species may have special competitive
disadvantages like requiring insect pollination, having localized seed dispersal, or being at the northern
limit of their range. A study of rare plants in New England has shown that any local “patch” of a
particular species can be vulnerable to a variety of general dangers. The top ten, from most to least
important, are:
1. succession
2. trampling by humans
3. displacement by invasive species
4. habitat conversion through development or agriculture
5. road and rail maintenance
6. logging
7. grazing
8. manmade hydrological changes
9. mowing and other inappropriate management
10. pollution.
Of the 820 rare plant populations in the New England study about 25 percent were adversely affected by
succession compared to 10 percent by habitat conversion and only 5 percent by pollution. A strong
conclusion here is that in general, given the large acreage of protected conservation land in Easton,
improper management of succession on these lands is a bigger threat to plant species diversity than
habitat conversion through development.
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E. Fisheries and Wildlife
As part of this study, an effort was made to inventory all species of fish, amphibians, reptiles, birds, and
mammals found in Easton. Also included here for the first time are observations of butterflies, moths, and
dragon and damselflies. Unlike the long record of plant observations, almost all sightings of animals
occurred in the last half of the 20th century and the first fifteen years of the 21st. Rare and threatened
species are listed in the BioMap2 Core Habitat section and in the extensive appendix.
All animals, whether rare or not, play a part in our evolving natural environment and have a right to an
environment where they can thrive. However, animals are also an important natural resource. Residents
and visitors alike derive pleasure from fishing in our ponds and viewing our diversity of bird and animal
life. At the most basic, these sportsmen and naturalists spend money in our community, but many,
attracted by Easton’s natural heritage, move here permanently. Thus, preservation of biodiversity is both a
moral and a financial imperative for the Conservation Commission. Today, just as it is in the world of
plants, biodiversity in the animal world is threatened as well. These threats are not uniformly distributed.
Many mammals seem to be doing well. In the last quarter century both coyotes and fishers have
reappeared in Easton, and many other species like skunks, raccoons, and opossums have learned to live in
close proximity to humans. On the other hand, sensitive to even low levels of pollution and destruction of
their vernal pool habitats, several species of amphibians have declined precipitously. Birds, the most
popular animals with amateur naturalists, face a wide array of threats, many of which are beyond the
control of the people in Easton.

Threats to Animal Biodiversity
The 2005 Massachusetts Comprehensive Wildlife Conservation Strategy listed these issues affecting
biodiversity: habitat destruction and fragmentation by development, suppression of fire and other
ecological processes, and exotic invasives. The Massachusetts State Wildlife Action Plan added climate
change as another major threat to biodiversity.
According to the 2005 report, habitat destruction by development is “by far the greatest contributor to the
loss of species and habitat diversity in Massachusetts.” Complete destruction of a habitat, like the filling
of a vernal pool, is only the most blatant example of habitat loss. Small losses over time through creeping
development are a much more common occurrence. Even in well planned areas where housing is
concentrated in an effort to preserve conservation values, noise, lights at night, and exotic species are
introduced, negatively impacting wildlife’s ability to flourish.
Habitat fragmentation breaks down large blocks of land into smaller, more isolated pieces through the
building of houses, roads, trails and the creation of asphalt deserts such as parking areas. Fragmentation
has been shown to dramatically decrease biodiversity. It is the key negative environmental factor picked
up by the CAPS program. The creation of small patches of land increases the amount of edges favoring
edge predators like skunks, raccoons, coyotes, and domesticated cats and dogs. Interior loving birds like
wood thrushes may move into these patches only to be picked off year after year creating an ecological
sinkhole for species already threatened by other causes. Even something as natural as wind has a greater
environmental impact in a small patch than in a larger one. Small patches are also generally considered to
be more susceptible to the vagaries of climate change than large ones. According to the 2005 report
“generally, the management of small fragmented natural communities is more difficult than managing
larger ones.”
Over the last two generations Easton has done a great deal to prevent habitat loss by development and
fragmentation. Many acres of contiguous land have been preserved by state, local and private agencies.
The Conservation Commission’s overall plan has been to create wildlife corridors running southeast from
Borderland to the Hockomock Swamp and southwest from Monte’s Pond to Wheaton Farm. The more
fully developed Borderland to Hockomock Corridor is 85% protected through public ownership. Another
potential corridor runs from the Clifford Grant Reservation through Metacomet Woods and the
Hockomock Swamp. A key purchase for all these corridors was the Gill Property near the center of town.
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However, none of these corridors are truly contiguous, as the number of road kills along these routes
attest.
Zoning changes over the years have attempted to mitigate some of the effects of development. Anyone
with a well landscaped acre lot with ‘possums at the trashcan and turkeys in the garden is clearly part of
the natural community. Unfortunately, any house lot is a mere simplification of a truly natural
environment and as such can never support a full level of local biodiversity. Recent efforts at flexible
zoning, where residences are concentrated on a smaller part of a large property, have preserved more open
space, but much of the planning for these developments has focused on aesthetics rather than connectivity
and biodiversity.
According to a study cited in the 2005 state report, there are five questions planners can ask to add a more
scientific approach to the effects of development on fragmentation.
1. What is the smallest fragment size that provides viable forest habitat for wildlife?
2. What is the maximum distance between fragments that will allow fragments to be used by
wildlife as functionally continuous habitat? (i..e., trails with a closed canopy of trees are better
than roads)
3. What type of forest or open space is especially important for maintaining habitat continuity?
4. How effective is the fragment’s connection to a viable wildlife corridor?
5. What species of wildlife can be easily monitored to indicate habitat condition for a rarer target
species?
As noted in the section on forest succession, most natural communities are influenced by disturbances
such as floods, fire, ice storms, and hurricanes. These all tend to create stands of trees of unequal age, an
ideal condition for biodiversity. In contemporary Easton forest fires are quickly suppressed and floods
and hurricanes have been rare events. What this means is that many of Easton’s trees are getting older and
larger. A check of the animal appendix shows that this process has been a boon to the very large pileated
woodpecker that has returned to Easton after many decades, but it is a disaster for species like the eastern
towhee that requires openings in younger woods.
The introduction of exotic species always has unexpected and often detrimental results. Exotics may eat
native species, hybridize with natives, compete with native plants and animals, destroy agricultural crops
or forests, deplete water supplies, and introduce new diseases or parasites. Gypsy moths, starlings, and
lately the Asian long-horned beetle and the emerald ash borer are all well-known invasives. Perhaps the
worst invasive, however, is the domestic cat, that is credited with killing half a billion songbirds annually.
Species that are already threatened by habitat loss and climate change are being pushed to the brink by the
least regulated of all domestic animals.
Chapter 5 of the 2105 State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP) deals with the issue of climate change. The
chapter has a familiar, if still too often ignored, story to tell. Warming is occurring in every season,
particularly winter. Heatwaves are becoming more frequent, more intense, and lasting longer.
Precipitation is increasing with more rain in winter and more “high intensity events” in summer.
Thunderstorms are becoming more severe, humidity is increasing, and both periods of flooding and
drought will become more common. The growing season is increasing. Our long vacation from severe
hurricanes may come to an end, and sea levels are rising at an increasing rate.
All these events will have a domino effect throughout the ecosystem. Decoupling the timing of insect
infestations and the arrival of migrating birds will have a negative effect on forests and fields that in turn
may spread other effects to other species. Cold-adapted bird species may simply move further north, but
cold-adapted freshwater fish and amphibians may become extinct. While everyone can recognize the
changing climate, we are still in the stage where the impacts on plants and animals are relatively subtle
and the interconnections may need professional interpretation. Sadly, we are well past the stage where the
impacts of climate change can be avoided so now we must plan to adapt to the new conditions.
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F. Scenic Resources and Unique Environments
Scenic Landscapes
The Massachusetts Department of Environmental Management has done an Inventory of Scenic
Resources. However, neither the original 1982 report nor a later updating lists anything in Easton or
other non-coastal portions of southeastern Massachusetts. They concentrate on large scale, multicommunity vistas, generally with considerable relief and good visibility from highways and did not look
for moderate-scale or minimal relief vistas in individual communities. And while it included many
agricultural vistas, the inventory missed Southeastern Massachusetts’ characteristic ponds and cranberry
bogs.
Easton has many scenic areas. As shown on the Special Landscape Features Map these include the
following.
1. The vista from Main Street looking north up Longwater Pond.
2. The historic section of Bay Road including the Wheaton Farm Conservation Area just south of
Highland Street, the near continuous fields along the west side of Bay Road and the rest of the
Wheaton Farm Conservation Area itself.
3. The bucolic vista of fields and Dorchester Brook south of Elm Street near the Brockton line.
4. The dramatic, historic walls impounding New Pond.
5. The farm fields and buildings at Clover Valley Farm on Poquanticut Avenue.
6. The prominent fields at the Sheep Pasture to the west of Washington Street complemented by
the woods, fields, and college buildings at the Stonehill College Campus to the east.
7. The Truman Farm fields east of Bay Road and south of summer Street.
8. The Morse Brothers Cranberry bogs and adjacent Little Cedar Swamp – best seen from the
entrance to the bogs off of Foundry Street.
9. The rolling agricultural land seen east of Purchase Street.
10. The unexpected, gentle view of French Pond and its marshland northeast off of Union Street.
11. North Easton’s complex of 19th Century commercial buildings, Richardson/Olmsted
landmarks and surrounding closely-knit neighborhoods.
12. The remaining strip of fields on the west side of Washington Street, north of Main Street.
13. A dramatic view of extensive cranberry bogs west of Bay Road at the Norton Town line.

Major Characteristic or Unusual Geologic Features and Special Landscape
Features
Easton’s most unusual geologic feature is that it is located on the dividing split between the Dedham
Conglomerate and the Narragansett Basin. Within the Narragansett Basin unique and distinctive fossils
that have never before been found in the country were discovered in the Berwick Street area. Today these
finds are housed in the Smithsonian Institution.
Another major characteristic feature is the scattering of granite outcroppings throughout the town. One of
the better known includes the naturally created “Devil’s Footprints” to the rear of the Center School
grounds south of Depot Street.

Cultural, Archeological and Historic Areas
Many of Easton’s areas of cultural, archeological and historic interest are in the town’s historic districts.
In 1972 two areas were selected for the National Register of Historical Places, the official compilation of
cultural sites prepared by the National Park Service. These were the southern sector of Bay Road from
the five corners to the Norton line, known as the Bay Road Historic District, including Wheaton Farm, a
town-owned conservation tract and the North Easton Village District, that encompasses approximately
five hundred acres including the industrial and cultural complex of North Easton. The latter is the second
largest historic district in the United States, Williamsburg, Virginia, being the largest.
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In 1983 the Furnace Village District was accepted into the National Register of Historical Places. It
includes Old Pond and New Pond.
The town’s major sites of cultural, archeological or historic interest include:

1. Borderland State Park
The 1,570 acre Borderland State Park contains diverse outdoor recreation opportunities plus the threestory 1910 stone mansion of Blanche and Oakes Ames designed by Mr. and Mrs. Ames. The park was
the boundary between the Massachusetts and Wamponoag tribes. It is also a “borderland” between
gradually rising hills to the north and flatter land to the south creating a mix of habitats, as well as
between the towns of Easton, Sharon, Stoughton and Mansfield. The Park has six ponds in various stages
of succession and many glaciated cliffs and outcroppings providing an outdoor classroom. Farming and
industry began in the early 1700’s. General Shepard Leach, owner of the Furnace Village Iron Works in
South Easton mined the area and created the pond that bears his name in 1825.

2. Stonehill College
Stonehill’s 375-acre campus contains several notable structures:
a) The administration building, Donahue Hall, a Georgian Revival house designed by Thomas,
Parker and Rice, built in 1905 by Frederick Lothrop Ames and named for the Rev. James W.
Donahue, C.S.C., Superior General of the Holy Cross Congregation in 1935, when the estate
was purchased from the Ames family. It contains the records and memorabilia of the Ames
Shovel Company and retains many of its original features.
b) Alumni Hall, the “Old Gym”, built in 1905 to contain a clay indoor tennis court and a heated
swimming pool. It was renovated and renamed in 1990, and holds meeting areas and Alumni
Office.
c) The Martin Institute containing the Archives of former U. S. House Speaker Joseph Martin
and classrooms, faculty offices, an auditorium, and a boardroom. This building is the center
of the College’s outreach program to the local community.
d) The 60-acre 1908 David Ames Clock Farm across Route 138 from the main campus contains
the Howard Steeple clock that rings the hours across the Ameses’ former Langwater Farm.
The farm itself was home to America’s most famous Guernsey herd.
e) The 1912 Hafstrom-Swanson House (formerly the Gingerbread House) is the College
president’s house and is named for two Hafstrom sisters who were longtime residents.

3. The North Easton Historic District
North Easton’s Historic District is home to numerous structures of cultural value:
a) Shingle House/Gardner’s Cottage on Elm Street designed by renowned 19th Century
architect Henry Hobson Richardson for the Ames Family in 1884. A designated National
Historic Landmark.
b) Gate Lodge, a weekend retreat on Elm Street designed for Frederick L. Ames by H.H.
Richardson, 1880-1881 and featuring an extraordinary fireplace by Augustus St. Gaudens. A
Designated National Historic Landmark.
c) Langwater Estate south of Elm Street, grounds designed by Frederick Law Olmsted, mansion
built by Snell and Gregerson for F. L. Ames, 1859.
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d) Mary Ames Frothingham Estate/Easton Town Hall, north of Elm Street, designed by Guy
Lowell in 1912 and donated to the town in 1960.
e) North Easton Railroad Station/Easton Historical Society commissioned by F.L. Ames and
designed by H.H. Richardson in 1881 and given to the Old Colony Railroad and then bought
back by William A. Parker, John S. Ames, David Ames and Senator Oliver F. Ames. When
rail service ended it was given to the Historical Society. A designated National Historical
Landmark.
f) The Rockery, North Easton Center, a stone monument designed by F. L. Olmsted in 18811884 as a public square and modified during the 20th Century. A designated National
Historic Landmark.
g) Oakes Ames Memorial Hall, North Easton Center, a multi-purpose public hall given by the
Family of Congressman and Railroad builder Oakes Ames and designated by H. H.
Richardson and F. L. Olmsted in 1879-1881. A designated National Historic Landmark.
h) Oliver Ames Free Library, North Easton Center, endowed by Oliver Ames and designed by
H. H. Richardson in 1878-1879; then expanded in 1931. A designated National Historic
Landmark.
i)

Queset, on Center Street, an Andrew Jackson Downing style “English Cottage” built for
Oakes A. Ames in 1854, enlarged in 1875, landscaped by F. L. Olmsted in 1892 and
refurbished in the 1920’s.

j)

Ames Shovel Company Complex, between the railroad and Main Street north of the North
Easton Center, and west of Shovel Shop Pond, 10 buildings dating from 1852, now partially
updated to office uses.

k) Unity Church, Main Street, designed by John Ames Mitchell with windows by John LaFarge.

4. The Bay Road Historic District
This area includes the Josiah Keith House, on Bay Road a mile south of the 5 corners, the oldest house in
Easton dating from 1717 with various later additions.

5. The Furnace Village National Historic District
Routes 106/123, the original heart of industrial Easton, site of America’s oldest malleable iron
foundry, run by the Belcher Malleable Iron Company dating from 1837 that closed in 2008. A
designated National Historic District.

6. Areas of Critical Environmental Concern
The Canoe River and Hockomock Swamp Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) cover much
of the western and southern portions of the town and are discussed elsewhere in this report. The following
draws on the “Resource Summaries” from the respective designations to explain the Areas’ significance.
a) The Hockomock Swamp ACEC (including portions of Bridgewater, Easton, Norton, Raynham,
Taunton and West Bridgewater) is the largest vegetated freshwater system in Massachusetts. It
contains the headwaters of the Taunton River and three public wells along with vast natural and
scenic areas. It houses at least thirteen rare and endangered species identified by the Natural
Heritage & Endangered Species Program and nearby archeological sites spanning 9,000 years,
along with productive agricultural lands adjacent to the wetlands, brooks and rivers.
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b) The Canoe River Aquifer (ACEC) including portions of Easton, Foxborough, Mansfield, Norton,
Sharon, and Taunton) protects an extensive system of surface waters, wetlands, floodplains and
high-yield aquifers. It contains much of the high quality drinking water supplying ten municipal
wells and numerous private wells, and provides a rich and diverse habitat for 600 species of
vegetation, birds, mammals, reptiles, amphibians, and fish. Human habitation dates back several
thousand years and Bay Road was a Native American path linking the Neponset and Taunton
Rivers, Massachusetts Bay, Narragansett Bay, and the territories of the Massachusetts and
Wampanoag peoples.
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Map 16. Cultural Resources
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G. Environmental Challenges
Hazardous Waste Sites
Like most communities, Easton has a number of hazardous waste sites. These include underground fuel
storage tanks, agricultural sites, and automotive-related sites. Some are located in the Aquifer Protection
Districts.
In all, the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection reports 11 hazardous waste sites. Eight
of these are commercial, industrial, institutional or municipal uses storing fuel oil, diesel oil, or
lubricating oil and three are residences storing fuel oil, diesel oil, or mineral spirits; and five were
unknown uses storing such products for a total of 26 uses involving petroleum products.
Most are minor, and the underground storage tanks are regulated by the Board of Health. They are not a
major influence on land development patterns or open space needs/opportunities. In contrast, seven uses
involved “hazardous” materials; four involved “both”, and one involved Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons
(TPH).

Erosion and Sedimentation
Given the town’s moderate slopes and prevalent tight glacial till soils, erosion is not a major problem in
Easton. The exceptions are excavated but restored sand and gravel pits such as those west of Bay Road
and North of Rockland Street. This problem is further limited by erosion and sedimentation control
measures included in Orders of Conditions for projects under the Wetlands Protection Act and by the
measures required under the town’s Earth Removal bylaw. However, even with such controls siltation
and sedimentation are an inevitable concern with Easton’s many stream impoundments. This has led to
proposals to dredge selected ponds.

Flooding
The town’s location at the head of the Taunton basin limits flood flows, and its extensive wetlands offer
significant storm water storage areas. Nonetheless, Easton has experienced serious local flooding during
major storms. This has led to proposals to develop solutions that either pass flows through enlarged
culverts or hold them in impoundments and natural retention areas.
These issues are discussed in the Town’s 1974 Master Drainage Study and the Corps of Engineers’ 1977
Floodplain Information Report. The first report noted inadequate drainage leading to problems of “excess
standing water along roadways and on private property, along with the aggravation of flooded cellars and
saturated leaching fields” rather than major storm flooding. These concerns could often reflect localized
inappropriate project siting and design, or the effects of unforeseen upstream development and stream
alteration. The study assumed that existing natural detention and retention areas would be preserved, but
that the 36% of the town’s available land capable of supporting septic systems would eventually be
developed.
The 1974 study notes that some small local culverts and narrow pipes cause local problems but have the
benefit of providing unintended detention that governs the rate of downstream flow. It is important that
such storage be provided in areas that can tolerate short-term inundation.
To guard against flooding of key roads during major storms the 1974 Master Drainage study
supplemented its overall 10-year design storm with 50-year storm standards for culverts protecting
proposed “emergency arteries” including Routes 123, and 106, Bay Road, Depot Street, Union Street, and
Main Street/Lincoln Street. The study calculated respective 10 and 50-year storm flows reflecting full
development of the town buildable vacant privately-owned land and recommended a range of selective
culvert improvements and stream cleaning. To take advantage of natural storage the following are
recommended.
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1. Modifying pond spillways to keep normal pond levels low enough to supply a useful amount of
storage during a storm.
2. Empowering town personnel to raise and then lower spillway flashboards before and after
storms in order to take advantage of the ponds’ flood storage potential.
The 1974 study did not identify specific opportunities to exploit existing minor impoundments or
potential impoundments above roadways. Where backwater areas are public or unbuildable and roadway
embankments are sound, such potential might be tapped by using a small, low pipe to carry normal flows
and adding a larger, higher pipe to prevent major flows from overtopping the roads, or by installing a
tapered weir. There are V-shaped openings that gradually discharge more water as water levels rise.
The 1974 study inventoried the town’s culverts and dams, noting that one at Borderlands State Park had
been breached. It did not make any explicit recommendations for modifying any structures to either
increase storage or capacity to pass flows.
The subsequent 1977 Corps of Engineers “Flood Plain Information Report” points out that most of
Easton’s flood plains result from channel obstructions such as dams and small culverts. Most of these
culverts cannot pass storms of greater than 5 to 10-year interval, even when unobstructed. As noted
above, these situations cause local flooding but protect downstream areas. Even greater protection comes
from the town’s natural wetlands, particularly the Hockomock Swamp.
The ponds provide little storage if they are filled at the beginning of a storm. Hence those with breached
dams such as Flyaway and Monte Pond actually have increased useful storage because they are low or
empty at the beginning of a storm, thus filling before overtopping and passing through the opening. Other
ponds have limited storage due to the lack of freeboard at the beginning of a storm unless they are
designed and managed for flood control benefits. The most severe floods, like those in March 1936 and
1968 (that breached the Flyaway Pond dam), have happened when swamps and ponds were already filled
or the ground was frozen and snow covered allowing no infiltration. Thus the 1968 storm dropped only
6.5” to 7” compared to the less destructive 17” storm in August of 1955.
The report concludes that the combination of more severe 100- or 500-year storms and unfavorable
conditions could be very destructive. It reviews a range of regulatory measures like those since enacted,
and non-regulatory measures such as building and managing dams, floodproofing properties and
acquiring open space for safe flood storage and recreational use.

Ground and Surface Water Pollution
Despite near universal use of on-site disposal systems and many soils with severe limitations for septic
systems, the Water Division of the town’s Public Works Department reports that there have been no
major problems of ground or surface water pollution. This reflects many factors including the following.
• Effective, thorough enforcement of the State Sanitary Code (“Title V”) by the Board of Health.
• The fact that most of the soils with septic limitations have high water tables or hardpan layers
rather than coarse materials that allow effluent to reach the ground water without adequate
treatment in the soil.
• Local industries including few inherently hazardous uses such as processing, printing,
petroleum or chemical firms or others with significant amount of potentially hazardous liquid
wastes. Instead the town has relatively dry metal trades, a water bottling plant, various
construction and distribution activities, and much retail trade.
• The presence of very comprehensive Flood Plain and Aquifer Protection Zoning Districts. The
first prohibits activities that would reduce flood storage or flow patterns and requires a Special
Permit for uses otherwise allowed in the underlying district. The second prohibits a wider range
of hazardous uses (fuel storage, junk yards, open salt storage, chemical laboratories) and requires
special permits for any activities using, manufacturing, storing, or transporting toxic or hazardous
materials beyond normal household volumes.
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Development Impacts
The impacts of past development include the following factors.
•
•
•
•
•

•

Loss of open scenic landscapes and meadow land by “Form A, subdivision approval not
required” development along existing roads.
Loss of considerable useable open space with the basic 40,000 square feet per lot or 20,000 sq. ft.
per bedroom lot requirements.
Maintenance of groundwater supply recharge through the near universal use of on-site disposal
systems.
Partial preservation of usable open space through cluster development such as Button Bush Road
and Whitman Brook developments.
Loss of focus on compact neighborhood development such as North Easton Village. It is notable
that Easton, like many New England communities, is losing this neighborly village scale of
development just as some other parts of the country are seeking to replicate it with “NeoTraditional” residential projects.
Loss of direct contact with permanent open space as an increasing proportion of the town’s
housing is in subdivisions in which only the exterior lots abut undeveloped land – at least pending
further development.

The first and last of the impacts are mirror images. Development along existing roads dominates the view
from the road but leaves the houses in contact with any undeveloped rear land. On the other hand,
development in subdivisions can preserve a rural appearance, but limits residents’ contact with the
countryside since most houses are landlocked by other house lots or roadway on all sides.
Easton’s few cluster developments offer an alternative since all lots abut a strip of common land that in
turn connects with more extensive common land, and sometimes with public or semi-public open land.
Thus the west portion of the Springhill development includes wetlands, a brook and a generous open field
of perhaps 6 acres, and also abuts town water land. Similarly, the west portion of the Buttonbush
development backs onto the Fox Mountain lot and Beaver Brook Woods/Rohdin Addition lands.
While the bands of common land between the houses are limited, they do give access to more extensive
open land without trespassing through neighbor’s yards. The provisions of the Open Space Residential
Development Bylaw require setting aside 60% of the tract as Common Land.

Dirt Bikes and All-Terrain Vehicles (ATVs)
The riding of dirt bikes and all-terrain vehicles (ATVs) in conservation and recreational areas has become
a popular pastime for a few Easton residents, despite the fact that the use of motorized vehicles in these
areas is strictly prohibited. Their continued use has led to a multitude of issues facing Easton residents
who wish to enjoy recreational opportunities in peace.
Motorized vehicles, that have been reported in the Hockomock Swamp, Wheaton Farm Area, and other
conservation and recreation sites across town pose a great number of threats to not only Easton residents,
but Easton’s ecological and wildlife integrity. Riders speeding down walking trails present a threat to
walkers, joggers, and their pets, all of who may struggle to feel safety while sharing trails with motorized
vehicles. This type of activity also contributes to severe trail degradation, wildlife disturbance, and
potential invasive seed distribution.
Pedestrians who encounter ATV or dirt bike riders while enjoying recreational sites are encouraged to be
resident vigilantes, not by confronting those who are engaging in such behavior, but by calling the Easton
Police Department and notifying them of the illegal and unfortunate disturbance.
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Section 5: Inventory of Lands of Conservation and
Recreation Interest
Preserving and protecting open space provides many important benefits both to residents and businessowners. Identifying flood hazard areas and protecting natural lands within and surrounding these areas
from development protects against damage from storm water flooding. Forested areas create carbon sinks
helping to control carbon emissions released into the atmosphere and provide natural cooling during
summer months. Naturally vegetated areas provide a buffer to water bodies, preventing or reducing direct
run-off of undesirable nutrients and pollutants that adversely impact groundwater, surface water, and
aquatic life. Forests, woods, and meadows provide residents with an opportunity to experience and
observe nature in an environment that is peaceful and stress-free. Active recreational facilities, including
ball fields and playgrounds, provide opportunities for exercise and to enjoy the outdoors and camaraderie
of others. Preserving areas within known wildlife corridors ensures species protection and encourages
biodiversity.
Easton has long-recognized the importance of open space protection. Beginning with the Conservation
Commission’s first acquisition of parcels now comprising the extensive Wheaton Farm complex, Easton
sought to protect important wildlife habitat; provide vast forested and open field areas enjoyed by all
residents; and protect and preserve the historic rural characteristic of the town. Open Space protection is
an important tool used by the town, the Conservation Commission, and the Community Preservation
Committee to provide additional protection to sensitive and important wetland resource areas and Easton’s
water supply. The 2008 Open Space and Recreation Plan identified land and facilities for active recreation
as one important goal for the town. Over the past six years, the town has acquired, built, and rehabilitated
active recreational facilities, some of which are still being improved today. The need for additional
recreational fields for team sports continues to be assessed and prioritized by the Town. Another important
open space goal for the Town is preserving unprotected, undeveloped land that connects wildlife corridors,
preserve the Town’s rural landscape and protect the Town’s watershed values.
Easton’s catalogue of open and protected spaces will benefit the community in the future as climate
change begins to make itself more apparent locally. As mentioned earlier in this report, flooding risks will
increase, wildlife and vegetation species may incur significant population and habitat loss, and outdoor
recreational opportunities may be diminished all as a result of climate change. Through continued
maintenance of town-owned land, future land acquisition, and public education to preserve privately
owned parcels, Easton hopes to provide the community with spaces that will continue to play an integral
role in local environmental welfare. Areas that host a variety of rare plant and wildlife species, passive
recreational opportunities, and critical ecological functions, such as natural drinking water filtration, are
at risk of degradation or disappearing with increased demand for development and the rise of global
greenhouse gas emissions. Protecting the integrity of these valuable lands is among Easton’s top priorities.
This section provides an inventory of Easton’s legally protected open space, recreation lands, and
unprotected lands essential for natural resource or recreational purposes. Open Space is defined for the
purposes of this report as land that has been left undeveloped and is or could be used for conservation or
recreational purposes, or land that is developed for active outdoor recreation. Protected Open Space is
land that cannot be developed. This designation is crucial to protect vulnerable properties, for without
such a designation, Open Space properties could be adversely impacted by development. Unprotected
property is land that could possibly be sold in the future and later developed. The inventory includes
public, non-profit, and private properties.
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A. Private Parcels
Unprotected Lands of Conservation and Recreation Interest
1. Agricultural Properties – Chapter 61
Easton has thirty-properties registered under Chapter 61. These properties are all located within
State identified Prime Farm Soils.
Map/Lot
3R35
3R36
3R36
3R36
5R79
7R5
7R5
7R13
7R22
8R22
8R23
9U24
11R20
15R5
16R13
16R14
16R47
19R8
19R245
19R250

20R86
20R95
39U21
39U54
39U55
39U56
39U57
46U13
47U23
51U1
51U52
53U38

Address
58 ALLEN ROAD
44R ALLEN ROAD
40 ALLEN ROAD
54 ALLEN ROAD

Class
61A

61A
61A
61A

116 RANDALL STREET

61A

146 POQUANTICUT AVENUE
35 CHESTNUT STREET
120 POQUANTICUT AVENUE
131 POQUANTICUT AVENUE
437R DEPOT STREET
435 DEPOT STREET
154 WASHINGTON STREET
10 NEWELL CIRCLE
486R BAY ROAD
11 HOWARD STREET
12 HOWARD STREET
265 PURCHASE STREET
565 R BAY ROAD
8R BLUE HERON LANE
492 BAY ROAD
69 HOWARD STREET
61 HOWARD STREET
126 CHURCH STREET
94 CHURCH STREET
100 CHURCH STREET
106 CHURCH STREET
114 CHURCH STREET
287 PURCHASE STREET
351 PURCHASE STREET
321R TURNPIKE STREET
330 TURNPIKE STREET
150 FOUNDRY STREET

61A
61A
61A
61A
61A
61A
61A
61A
61A
61A
61A
61B
61A
61B
61A
61A
61A
61A
61A
61A
61A
61A
61A
61A
61A
61A
61B
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2. Forested Land, Areas Significant for Water Resource Protection, and Priority
Areas for protection of Rare Species, Exemplary Natuarl Communities, and
Associated Ecological Lands

A. Wheaton Farm-Hockomock Swamp Greenbelt, West of Foundry Street.
While a great deal has been accomplished in protecting the varied, multi-purpose Wheaton Farm area,
there are some unprotected, potentially developable “holes” in the complex. These include some islands
of the Farm that are separated by unprotected, potentially developable, privately owned land. This part
of the Farm is in the Canoe River ACEC.
In all there are approximately 30 parcels of such privately owned land, totaling about 160 acres, that are
within, abutting or closely related to the Farm. These are needed if the Farm is to reach its potential as a
major resource, serving as the base of the proposed Wheaton Farm-Hockmock Swamp East-West
Greenbelt. In general, acquisition of adjacent properties would connect non-contiguous Farm
management and protect significant aggregations of protected wildlife habitat.
1. A key area is a group of sloping wooded parcels to the southwest of the main Farm holding
totaling about 91 acres. These wrap around one of the “islands” noted above, and back onto
a residential portion of Foundry Street just above the Norton town line. In addition four
scattered lots within or adjacent to the present farm holdings to the immediate north add
another 13.5 acres. The isolated interior parcels are unlikely to be developed. However, the
main 90.6-acre portion is mapped with few environmental constraints and could probably be
developed if access were acquired through the Woodland Drive subdivision off of Foundry
St. Conversely a small easement between lots at the end of Woodland Drive could give public
access to the whole Farm if this land is added to it.
2. One smaller 23-acre group of parcels to the northwest also penetrates the Farm holdings, has
moderate septic limitations, and has potential access for development through intervening
parcels fronting on Highland St. to the north. Their protective acquisition would be
appropriate at a reasonable cost.
3. Two parcels of sloping wooded upland totaling 17.4 acres abut the northernmost part of
Wheaton Farm and back onto developed land along Foundry and Highland Streets. They
have possible access to Highland St. along two narrow rights-of-way and severe septic
limitations except for the western edge of the property. Complete acquisition would expand
the Farm and allow access from Highland St. However the existing development and the
presumed high value of land in the area and the pattern of septic limitations suggest using a
“mixed development” approach. Under this the town would acquire the land and plan a
portion compatible cluster housing in the northwest corner of the site while adding the rest to
the Farm.
With good design the cluster’s open space would form an attractive backdrop to the existing
housing to the north and west while also providing neighborhood access to the expanded Farm to
the south and east. By acquiring the property and releasing a portion for designated development
the town could require a higher level of design and open space integration than would occur when
responding to a developer’s initiative.
Strengthening the Wheaton Farm Conservation Area through these acquisitions will in turn
strengthen this key pivoting point or hinge in the suggested Bay Circuit Greenbelt route through
the town.
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B. Wheaton Farm-Hockomock Swamp Greenbelt, East of Bay Road, South of Prospect St. and
West of Howard St.

There are 13 whole or partial parcels of land totaling approximately 125 acres north and south of the
eastern portion of the Farm. The area is in the Hockomock Swamp ACEC. The smaller, roughly 33-acre
portion to the north abuts Prospect St. and the Olde Farm Road subdivision and has severe limitations for
septic systems. The larger, roughly 92-acre, portion south of the present holdings abuts an isolated Farm
Parcel that has access from Dean St. and has a right of way to Howard St. About 2/3rds of the southern
portion has severe septic limitations or is flood plain and two parcels are Chapter 61 forest land.
Acquisition of these parcels would significantly expand and enhance the eastern portion of the Wheaton
Farm Conservation Area and give the Farm access from neighborhoods off of Prospect and Dean Sts. As
important, the easternmost parcel would give access across Howard St. to the Easton Rod and Gun Club
and on to the Hockomock Swamp, assuming that safe passage through the Club lands can be arranged.
These additions will further strengthen the suggested Bay Circuit Greenbelt route through the town by
connecting the Wheaton Farm with the Hockomock Swamp.

C. Mulberry Brook Headwaters
The Mulberry Brook Headwaters, south of Old Pond/New Pond and north of Highland St. in the Canoe
River ACEC, would forge a key bridge between the north-south and east-west greenbelts by connecting
the Wheaton Farm-Hockomock Swamp Greenbelt with the Poquanticut Brook/Borderland State Park
Greenbelt at its southern terminus, the Old Pond/New Pond complex. By doing so it would make a crucial
connection in the suggested Bay Circuit Greenbelt route.
The proposed acquisition fronts on Foundry Street and has other access from Highland and South Streets.
It consists of four parcels totaling about 45 acres and is a former industrial site in historic Furnace Village.
The land encompasses the Brook waterworks and is largely septically limited floodplain. The Brook
drains the Old and New Ponds flowing south through Wheaton Farm to Lake Winnecunnet in Norton.
This acquisition is essential to the proposed north-south greenbelt.

D. Poquanticut Brook/Borderland State Park Greenbelt
This area of conservation and recreation interest contains approximately 20 parcels totaling about 530
acres. Poquantitcut Brook runs north-south through the areas from Leach Pond in Borderland State Park
to the Old Pond/New Pond Conservation Area. The area contains diverse streams, woodlands, swamps
and farmlands.
1. The Clover Valley Farm is the key property in this greenbelt. It consists of three parcels totaling
about 173 acres of pasture, fields, and swamp along with the wooded rear half of another parcel
of farmland fronting prominently on Poquanticut Ave. for a total of about 180 acres. It has
extensive frontage on Poquanticut Avenue and Chestnut St. but much of the land west of the
avenue is in flood plain or has severe limitations for septic systems. Clover Valley Farm is a
stock farm and horse-boarding stable with its 3 main parcels are under Ch. 61a. The site contains
a nesting area for migrating Canada Geese along with maple swamp proposed for wetlands
enhancement. The farm borders the Old Pond/New Pond complex to the south and the isolated
Eastman St. conservation area to the west.
2. An adjacent 52.5 acres in three parcels abuts Clover Valley to the south and the Old Pond/New
Pond to the west and has extensive frontage on Eastman St. This land is largely wooded upland
sloping down to wooded swamp. As mapped, most of this land has minimal limitations for
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development though it is in the Aquifer Protection District. It might have some potential for the
limited development approach discussed earlier.
3. An additional five parcels west and north of the Clover Valley property include about 135 acres
of fields, wooded backland and a section of the Brook. It has extensive frontage on Chestnut St.
and several hundred feet along Poquanticut Ave. About two thirds of the land appears to be flood
plain or to have severe limitations for septic systems lessening development potential. However,
the extensive frontage would tempt developers and development there would block the open rural
landscape. The open or swampy eastern portion of the property and the northern end fronting on
Poquanticut Ave. may be the most important for the greenbelt, so long as there is enough upland
for passable, well-buffered trails.
4. The last potential piece of this central portion of the Greenway is a 39-acre “L” shaped pair of
parcels between Poquanticut Ave. and Massapoag Ave. The land consists of a small area of
swamp, the apparent west branch of Poquanticut Brook, and extensive low-lying woodlands. An
undeveloped strip along the west side of Poquanticut Ave. extends from the corner of Poquanticut
and Massapoag Avenues opposite the Clover Valley Farm to within a 200’ of an open power line
easement that runs on north through Borderlands State Park. This powerline also runs through
the Fox Mountain Conservation land about 1600 feet to the east.
5. An alternative routing for a north-south trail would be via an easement through the remaining
Clover Valley Farm property to and through the Beaver Brook Woods/Fox Mountain Lot
Conservation area and then on to the state park via the powerline. However, this would not
increase the protected wildlife habitat, and would expose more humans to the unknown effects of
power line radiation.
6. The final identified potential greenbelt segments are a two-parcel, 42.5-acre site south of
Rockland St. and a three parcel, 30 acre area north of Rockland St.
a. The first is between Massapoag Ave., Mill St., Rockland St. and the southernmost part
of Borderland State Park. It includes woodland, the Poquanticut Brook, and a portion of
the aforementioned powerline. Only the edges of site along the Brook have flood plain
or septic limitations, and the site has scattered frontage on both Mill St. and Rockland
Ave. This acquisition would extend the Park, protect the brook and add to the overall
greenbelt.
b. The second portion is low-lying woodland running along the Brook over 2000’ into
Borderland State Park. It is all flood plain or severely limited for septic systems. This
land would do more to enhance and protect the Park than to create the Greenbelt and is
an appropriate acquisition for State’s Department of Environmental Management.
7. Acquisition of these areas of interest would leave an approximately 2000’ gap between sites 10
and 12A. This suggests seeking acquisitions along the powerline and the rear of some deep
wooded parcels fronting on Massapoag Ave. Such a route might feature a boardwalk across an
intervening area of open marsh.
8. One final area of interest would fill the gap remaining between the northernmost portion of the
Wheaton Farm and the Mulberry Brook Headwaters. Though the distance is slight, the
intervening development along Foundry Street suggests routing the greenbelt east through 17
acres of woods (parcels U49-17, and U49-16) and a right-of-way to Foundry Street., and then on
to the Mulberry Brook Headwaters through an additional 4-acre Mulberry Brook acquisition,
Parcel U49-2.
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Protecting the core of these areas of conservation interest, whether through fee acquisition or through
conservation restrictions or easements, would significantly increase the Poquanticut/Borderlands
Greenbelt connecting Borderland State Park with Wheaton Farm. It would also help to preserve the
water quality of the Poquanticut Brook and its associated wetlands. Another benefit would be the
potential to relocate portions of the Bay Circuit Trail that extend along roadways in Easton where
overland connections are not available.

E. The Black Brook Greenbelt
The Black Brook Greenbelt would run north-south from the Flyaway Pond/Picker Field Conservation
Area to the Grant Reservation/Town Forest and east-west from the Metacomet Conservation Area to the
Hockomock Swamp and the Wheaton Farm-East.
1. Flyaway Pond/Picker Field Conservation Area
The developing Flyaway Pond area has approximately 25 parcels of conservation interest totaling
about 180 acres near the Pond. It abuts Picker Field to the east and the Ames Rifle and Pistol
Club to the North. The Pond is man-made and has been little more than a wetland and temporary
storm water retention area since its dam was breached during the flood of 1968.
The pond drains southerly into Black Brook via wetlands south of Lincoln St., eventually flowing
to the Hockomock Swamp and on to the Taunton River. The area near the former pond contains
woodland, swamp, and an unnamed stream. Much of the soil is coarse and stony leaving the new
subdivision to the east and much of the land to the west quite developable so long as the Aquifer
Protection District provisions are met. The 1992 Undeveloped Land Inventory noted this
development potential and recommended cluster development to complement the area’s emerging
open space system.
The Town of Easton at one time had proposed a project to restore Flyaway Pond as part of a Town
Watershed Management Plan. Flyaway Pond, at one point in time, had been a fifty-five acre pond
that supported swimming and other open water recreation opportunities. Due to a dam breech in
March of 1968, during a “50-year flood”, and the resulting exposure of the pond bottom area,
Flyaway Pond has evolved from an open water body to an emergent wetland. According to Easton
DPW Director Wayne Southworth, as of August 2007, Flyaway Pond Dam was never
reconstructed and the town has no plans to do so.
2. Town Forest/Grant Reservation
South of the Town Forest complex and north of the Metacomet Conservation Areas is a twoparcel, 66-acre tract of varied upland. The lower portion is east of Black Brook but the wider
portion north of Randall St. includes the Brook and its flood plain. The land has no mapped septic
limitations so development would be constrained only by the flood plain zoning regulations.
Acquisition of some or all of this land would be a major step in completing the central greenbelt.
It would connect the Forest to the Metacomet holdings. In addition, the long narrow shape of the
emerging greenbelt will support the goal of interspersing neighborhoods with sizable, varied,
connected open spaces. The Metacomet Conservation Area itself exemplifies this approach since
it provides an open space setting or context for both the Black Brook subdivision to the west and
the Elizabeth Way/Gilmore Road development to the east.
Acquisition or other protection of about 75 acres along the Brook would create a major portion
of the Black Brook Greenbelt. This should include a mapped 5.9 area parcel fronting on Depot
Street.
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3. The Easton Center/Hockomock Swamp/Pine Oaks Golf Course Area
This extensive area runs from Depot St. to Foundry St., northeast of the Five Corners commercial
concentration and backs on to about 230 acres of the northern-most portion of the Hockomock Swamp
owned by the town and the Massachusetts Division of Fish and Wildlife. It contains two distinct
parcels of conservation interest.
a. The first area of interest, which was purchased by the Town in 2014, is the 150-acre Gill
property. It runs from Depot St. south to Foundry St. and abuts the Swamp holding on its
east and is largely gently sloping woodlands west of the actual swamp. This land is traversed
by the Brook at its northern end, and by the north-south power line discussed earlier. The
Depot St. frontage includes a brookside portion directly across from the Truman Farm/Black
Brook greenway segment access point recommended above. Most of the land is severely
limited for septic system and some portions to the east and along the Brook are in the mapped
flood plain.
This land is zoned for housing but it abuts the Business zoned Five Corners commercial area.
Acquisition would help prevent commercial sprawl by precluding private pressure for
rezoning and commercial development. The site’s accessibility suggests considering the
mixed development approach discussed earlier. A sensitive design could site compact
housing near but not on the roadway frontage, while preserving the backland for conservation
purposes.
b. The second parcel consists of 25 acres located at the southern boundary of the Hockomock
Swamp between Prospect St. and the present town and state holdings. It is mostly wooded
uplands with swamp and mapped flood plain along the brook.
The 1992 Undeveloped Land Inventory recommended creating a stream-side trail system
along Black Brook to provide connections between residential areas and open space holdings.
It also recommended considering cluster subdivision if development were to occur in the area
in order to provide open space buffers between housing and conservation.
Acquisition of these two groups of parcels would extend the Black Brook Greenbelt from
Depot St. to Foundry St. on the south and to Prospect St. on the southeast across from the
Pine Oaks Golf Course. A further acquisition of a vacant 8.6-acre brookside parcel (U16-45)
on Prospect St. would give access to the Course. At this point the Brook is protected and
very visible as it runs through the Golf Course to Foundry St.
Public trail use of this portion of the Brook could be problematic during games and
negotiation with golf course management may be necessary. Experience shows that, even on
a public footpath, hiking during games can be disconcerting for the hiker and disruptive for
the golfers.
4. South from Pine Oaks to the Main Hockomock Swamp Holding
The final greenbelt segment from Foundry St. south of the Golf Course to the main part of the DFW
Hockomock Swamp is largely through public land. Downstream of this is apparent town landfill
property on the east bank and land of the Southeastern Vocational Technical School on the west bank.
Except for two isolated parcels of private land (mostly power line right-of-way), the rest of the land
along the Brook belongs to the state. However, two segments of the stream border Ch. 61a
(recreational use taxation) property of the Easton Rod and Gun Club. The club’s land is protected by
its use but could be converted to other uses if the owner repays a portion of the forgiven taxes and
gets required permits. In any case, public passage through the Club’s land needs close study as noted
earlier. The areas of conservation and recreation interest follow:
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a. Three parcels of woodland in the floodplain totaling about 18 acres encompass the brook
below Foundry St. They run to the apparent landfill property and to the land of the S. E.
Vocational-Technical School. Their acquisition would further protect the Brook and fill a
remaining gap in the greenbelt.
5. Furnace Village/Hockomock Swamp Holdings
This area is located southeast of Furnace Village between Foundry and Prospect Streets. The area of
interest includes all or portions of 13 parcels totaling about 235 acres of rolling varied wooded
uplands. This area abuts approximately 90 acres of freestanding DWF Hockomock Swamp holdings
to east. Much of the land is buildable, giving the site great potential for multiple uses.
While it could connect the Black Brook Greenbelt and Easton Village to the Wheaton
Farm/Hockomock Swamp Greenbelt, the land is not an essential piece of the core system. Hence it
has been suggested for multiple uses. These might include schools, playing fields, affordable housing,
or other community needs along with extensive open space. The proposed playing field needs a study
group that will closely examine these issues and recommend future site uses.

F. Unionville/Stonehill College/North Easton
This area of conservation interest extends from the Stoughton and Brockton borders south to Main Street
and the Stonehill College Campus, and west to the former railroad right-of-way. There are approximately
50 parcels totaling about 455 acres. These feature woodlands, meadows (some open; some hidden) fields,
swamp, French and Monte Ponds, and the very scenic Dorchester Brook. A related area of great interest
is the Langwater Estate, 47.7 acres of which is under Ch 61a, forestry use taxation.
Many of the unique resources in this area are under very responsible ownership/stewardship. Hence, near
future acquisition is not as important as close, cooperative planning with the neighborhoods and the major
landowners. Rather than assume infinite preservation of these lands, the community and the NRT should
be working with the owners and other interest groups to identify each other’s needs and concerns. With
optimum planning the major areas are more likely to be preserved for appropriate public and semi-public
use and any needed development is more likely to be compatible with the protected areas.

G. Eastondale
The Eastondale area of conservation interest is bounded by Washington, Church, and Purchase Streets.
This area of farm fields, woods, and wetlands is a backdrop for considerable housing and business along
Washington St. It comprises seven parcels totaling about 235 acres and abuts ten acres of conservation
land at Live Oak Drive and Dongary Road.
The approximately 135-acre Bertarelli Farm is a key parcel in this area. It is under Ch. 61a agricultural
use taxation and is zoned for housing. The 1992 Undeveloped Land Study estimates that about 50 lots
could be accommodated, given severe septic system limitations. The farm abuts 34 acres owned by the
Easton Springs Company, taxed under Ch, 61 as forest, and zoned for industry.
The 1992 Undeveloped Land Inventory estimated a potential here for 260,000 square feet of one story
industrial/heavy commercial space. Acquisition of property here would provide conservation land in a
developed area lacking such land, and would protect agricultural land and wetlands. This will be
challenging given market pressure for more intensive use. The Inventory recommended exploring
increased conservation holdings and possible participation in cooperative conservation and mixed
development of the area.
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3.
4.
5.
6.

Less-than-Fee Interests
Private Recreation Lands
Major Institutional Holdings (Stonehill College)
Other Resources

B. Public and Nonprofit Parcels
There are many other smaller areas needing study and protection. Examples are the ponds near the Easton
Industrial Park on the Brockton line and many isolated locally valuable pockets of open space in or near
existing neighborhoods. Many of these small local pockets of open space are quite valuable neighborhood
amenities offering settings, experiences, and habitat well beyond any suburban yard. Examples of such
sites that are already publicly owned but could be better protected or made more usable are the Stonehedge
Property, the Dodd Gift, and the unnamed landlocked parcel off Harlow St. and Wedgewood Drive listed
in the inventory of protected lands.

Management
Area
Beaver Brook
Area

Acreage

Manager/
Owner
Conservation
Commission

Acquisition
Date
Aug. 1972Aug. 2006

Black Brook Area

441.65

Conservation
Commission
Conservation
Commission

Feb. 1973Nov. 2004
Dec. 1960Jun. 1997

Clifford G. Grant
Area

258.74

Dorchester Brook
Area

96.93 acres

Conservation
Commission

Feb. 1984Jun. 1999

Flyaway Pond

253.45 acres

Conservation
Commission

Nov. 1962Dec. 1997

97.02
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Acquisition Method
Comprised of gifts from Douglas King, parcel
donations from Douglas King Builders in conjunction
with open space requirements associated with
Cluster sub-division; transfer from Tax Title and land
donation from Donajue/Uriuoli.
Combination of gifts, purchases, Tax Title transfers,
donations from developers.
Gift from Oliver Ames Parker, Land must remain in
natural state; Clifford G. Grant Reservation (AKA
Black Brooks Woods); Parkview School Inc.; Junior
High School (Jr. High is 98 Columbus Avenue) and
Richardson/Olmstead; Strazdes Property; Marinelli
Property, Lot 17B, contains portions of the Black
Brook; Transferred from Tax Possession, ATM 05-121975, Art. 56, Dean/Litchfield; Transferred from Tax
Possession, ATM 05-12-1975, Art. 56, Mary B.
Howard; Town Forest - transferred per ch 5656 chapter 49 of the acts of 1979
Gift by Vine Brook Realty; Lot 8D; Final Judgment
Tax Lien, n05-04-2004 Case No. 113840; Gift - King;
Lot 7, FY 98 Subd 'Union Village'; Oliver F. Ames
Purchase - Monte's Pond; Oliver F. Ames Purchase North of Monte's Pond/Site of Dorchester Brook;
Oliver Ames Property; T&M Realty Corp, Area
known as Flyaway Pond; T&M Property, known as
Lot 26, Subd. 'Farm at Flyaway Pond’; Kelleher
Property, west of Flyaway Pond;
Picker Field Property, Elise A. Parker; King property,
Lot 27; W.A. Parker property; Transferred from Tax
Possessions – ATM 04-10-1995, Art. 35 – Heirs of
John Conant Property; Transferred from Tax
Possession, ATM 04-10-1995, Art. 35 (Sarah E.
Goward); Tax title acquisition, wetlands, listed as

Furnace Village
Area

125.12 acres

Conservation
Commission

May 1984Aug. 2005

Hockomock
Swamp Area
Langwater Area

27.45

Mar. 1987Jun. 2004
4/10/2003

Poquanticut Area

297.5 acres

Conservation
Commission
Conservation
Commission
Conservation
Commission

Red Mill Road
Area

28.49

Conservation
Commission

May 1990Dec. 1994

South Easton
Area

45.87

Conservation
Commission

Jan. 1979Apr. 2004

Wheaton Farm
Area

1,145.62 +
21,619s.f.

Conservation
Commission;
Board of
Selectmen

May 1967Dec. 2011

9.24

Mar. 1980Aug. 2005
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e/bay on tax possession list; gift from Dodd
Enterprises, wooded pond; gift Easton Land Co.
from J. Ames; Site of Easton's Quillwart (Inc. U614);Transferred from Tax Possession ATM 05-121975 (Marion H. Milligan Lot)
Lot 15, Tax Possession 08-14-1997, STM 06-04-2001,
Art. 13, Camelot III Sub; Tax Possession, Parcel B,
Subd. FY 2002; Lot 19, Tax Possession, STM 06-042001, Art. 13, Camelot III Subd.; Transferred from
Tax Possession, ATM 04-10-1995, Art. 35, Remus
Realty Tr.; Gift Bonwood Const. Co.,
Historical/Cultural; Fuller Property, West of New
Pond & New Pond (includes New & Old Ponds, R10
Fuller Property, New Pond; Fuller Property,
Between New Pond and Old Pond Fuller Property,
Old Pond; Fuller Property, Old Pond (Parking
Lot/Grist Mill Stone); Gaslight II,
Mirrione Property, Lot 7; Hayward Property (Talbot
Lot); Burstyn Property; Purchased from Mucci
Lot A1, Gift from Esther D. Ames, contains
Langwater Pond
Dick/Endriunas Gift; Gift Robert Gilmore, upland &
wetland; Robert Cardelli property; Purchase from
Grant family; Peterson Property, Adjacent to
Borderland State Park; Gift from Krikis, wetland, Lot
A; T&M, Parcel A Mill Pond Estates Subdivision, Gift;
Turner Gift, Lot 2 Subd. FY2002 Turner Estates; Gift
from Endriunas; Gift from Theresa Pacella; Lot 3,
Purchased from Willis Buck Family; McIntyre
Property (AKA Currivan Property); Lot 1B
King/Endriunas Property; Nowrouzi/Albanese,
Transferred from Bd. Of Selectmen, ATM 05-081990; Gift from Robert Gilmore; LOT 43; 'Sierra Hills
Phasae III' Subd.
Gift from Lenox Development Corp; NE of Setter's
Pond and W of Queset Brook; Manmade pond,
Originally owned by Matthew Welch; Gift from Louis
A. Vazza (Adjacent to RR tracks)
Gift Stanger; Lot 2B, Out of U38-32; Lot A, FY 96
Subd.; Lot B, FY 96 Subd., Final Judgment Tax Lien
Case No. 120581; Lot C, FY 96 Subd.; Lot A, FY 96
Subd.; Lot B, FY 96 Subd., Final Judgment Tax Lien
Case No. 120581; Lot D, FY 96 Subd.; Lot E, FY 96
Subd.; Christopher, Rapaport, McKinnon, Jr. Gift.
Wooded & Wetlands, Lot 4 on 12-1; Christopher,
Rapaport, McKinnon, Jr. property, Lot 7 on 12-181970 plan; Christopher, Rapaport, McKinnon, Jr.
property, Lot 8 on 12-18-1970 plan; Christopher,
Rapaport, McKinnon, Jr. property, Lot 1 on 12-181970 plan
Transferred from Tax Possessions, ATM 04-10-1995,
Art. 35 (Leon Lincoln Lot); Wheaton Farm, Original
Purchase, Daniel Wheaton; Wheaton Farm, David
M. & Alma Rohdin; Wheaton Farm, Original
Purchase, Daniel Wheaton; Gift from Werden;

Wheaton Farm Rupert L. & Franics Andrus; Wheaton
Farm, Original Purchase, Geo & Jessie Williams
Wheaton Farm, Subon Purchase, Known as
'Meadowbrook Campground'; Transferred from Tax
Possession, ATM 04-10-1995, Art. 35, Hockomock
WMA; Wheaton Farm, Parcel C Open Space, Subd.
'Tanglewood II'; Wheaton Farm, Parcel D Open
Space, FY2003 Subd. 'Tanglewood; Wheaton Farm,
Lot C Open Space, FY2003 Subd. 'Tanglewood;
Wheaton Farm, Parcel A-2 from M. Itani shown on a
plan entitled 'Tanglewood; Purchased from Grant
family; Wheaton Farm, Parcel A, FY87 Subd.
'Milestone Acres'; Wheaton Farm, Purchase from
Charles Barboza; Wheaton Farm, Tax Possession;
Alice R. Lincoln; (Meadow Lot); Wheaton Farm, Tax
Possession; Alice R. Lincoln (Rock Lot); Wheaton
Farm, Formerly Tax Poss; Auction 6-9-4, Town
Meeting 12-6-2004; Wheaton Farm, Naaman
Williams Property (See file re Bank Account);
Wheaton Farm, Fuller-Hammond; Wheaton Farm Transferred from Tax Possession. ATM 03-19-1973 Art. 34; Transferred from Tax Possessions, ATM 0410-1995, Art. 35, Eliphalet Wilson; Wheaton Farm Gift from New Maple Assoc. (Property is partly in
Norton); Open Space A Gift from New Maple
Associates
Wheaton Farm, Terry L. Edwards Property; Wheaton
Farm, Part of; Trans. From Tax Possession, ATM 0410-1995, Nathan W; Gift from M. Itani; Wheaton
Farm, Trans. From Tax Possession, ATM 03-19-1973
(Martin D. Swanson; Wheaton Farm Original
Purchase, Mary Williams Lot; Wheaton Farm
Original Purchase, Moses Lincoln Lot; Wheaton
Farm, Original Purchase, Daniel Wheaton; Wheaton
Farm, Thomas Truman; Wheaton Farm, Gift from
Endriunas Brothers; Wheaton Farm, Transferred
from Tax Possession, ATM 04-10-1995, Art. 35;
Wheaton Farm, Alice R. Lincoln, Estate of, 12-001984; Wheaton Farm, Original Purchase, Daniel
Wheaton, Lot B, Wheaton Farm Barn; Wheaton
Farm, Chadbourne Property (Binney's Hill), Includes
R15-49; Wheaton Farm, Gift, Mugar (Winnencunnet
Estates); Wheaton Farm, White Craig, Inc. Gift;
Wheaton Farm, Gift Barg, Parcel 13 (Barg Estates);
Wheaton Farm, Gift Bag, Parcel 14 (Barg Estates);
Marsha Levine purchase; Access Easement on R205A thru Settlers Glen to Howard; Wheaton Fam, Tax
Possession, Auction 06-08-2004, STM 12-06-2004,
Art. 9; Wheaton Farm, Transferred from Tax
Possession 03-65, Tucker Lot; Wheaton Farm,
Transferred from Tax Possession, ATM 04-10-1995,
Art. 35; Wheaton Farm, Tax Title, STM 06-04-2001,
Art. 13; Pump House #6; Wheaton Farm, Original
Purchase, Geo. E. Kimball; Wheaton Farm, Alice R.
Lincoln, Estate of, 08-00-1983, Lot 2; Wheaton Farm,
Alice R. Lincoln, Estate of, 08-00-1983, Lot 1; Failed
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Whitman’s Brook
Area

44.68

Conservation
Commission

Miscellaneous

378.5

Conservation
Commission;
Cemetery
Commission;
Water
Commission;
Recreation
Commission
Cemetery
Commission

Cemetery
Cemetery

0.06

Cemetery

0.4

Cemetery
Cemetery
Cemetery

1.5

Cemetery

3

Cemetery

0.09

Cemetery

0.01

Cemetery
Cemetery
Cemetery
Cemetery
Cemetery

0.18
0.23

Cemetery
Cemetery

0.33

Cemetery

1.42

Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission

Dec. 1973Aug. 1996

1807

Perk Test; Rupert L. & Franic R. Andrus Purchase 121977; Tax Possession 05-14-1972; Wheaton Farm,
V.G.R., Parcel C, FY 99; Wheaton Farm, Gift from M.
Itani,m Parcel B, FY 98 Subd.
Gift from Coffman, wetland & upland, habitat;
Cemetery on this parcel; Mirrione Property, Parcel I,
'Applewood' Subd.

George Wibur Graveyard 1807 (Borderland St.
Park, near Massapoag Ave., bounded by a
stone wall South of the Ames Mansion)

1820
Jederick Willis, 1820

1836
John Selee, 1836

1815

William Dean - 1815 (Part of Borderland St.
Park)

1805
Ichabod Manley - 1805 (Near Water Tank)

1772

Old Bay Road Cemetery - 1772 (North side of
Rockland St. east)

1834

Record Cemetery - 1834 (North side of
Chestnut St.)

1775
Capt. Elisha Harvey- 1775 (YMCA Parking Lot)

1764

George Ferguson Burying Ground- 1764 (End
of Picker Lane)

1878

Perez Packard- 1878 (West side of Flyaway
Pond Dr.)
126 Prospect St.
112R Lincoln St.

1827

Asa Newcomb Graveyard- 1827 (West side of
Red Mill Road in a wooded area)
282 Prospect St.
371 Center St.
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Cemetery

0.09

Cemetery

0.13

Cemetery

1.4

Cemetery

3.2

Cemetery

0.06

Cemetery

0.15

Cemetery

0.08

Cemetery

0.73

Cemetery
Cemetery
Possum Run Road 3.39
Area
Shovel Shop
16
Shovel Shop
Shovel Shop

10.6

Josie’s Way Area

1.31

Howard Street
Area
Old Baldwin St.
Dump
Wheaton Farm
Area
Foundry Street
Area
Recreation
Commission Land
Recreation
Commission Land
Recreation
Commission Land
Recreation
Commission Land
Recreation
Commission Land

0.92
2.18
4.774
36.79
3
7.6
3.31
0.98
1.36

Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission
Cemetery
Commission

20 Short St.
215 Depot St.
45 Church St.
46 Church St.
34R Rachel Cir.
396 Purchase St.
248 Turnpike St.
25 Highland St.

1796
1831

Conservation
Commission
Conservation
Commission
Conservation
Commission
Conservation
Commission

12/14/04

Conservation
Commission
Conservation
Commission
Conservation
Commission
Conservation
Commission
Conservation
Commission
Recreation
Commission
Recreation
Commission
Recreation
Commission
Recreation
Commission
Recreation
Commission

11/20/08

Pine Grove Cemetery - 1796 (Off Rt. 106,
Across from Southeastern Regional School)
Asaph Howard Burying Ground - 1831 (W. Side
of Pine St., So. Of High St. - removed to S.
Easton Cemetery; 10 graves & 3 to 4 unmarked
Parcel 2, on plan entitled 'Plan of Land in
Easton, MA, Prepared for Rockland
The Trustees of Reservations Governor Ames
Estate, CR purchased with CPA funds
The Trustees of Reservations Governor Ames
Estate, CR purchased with CPA funds
Land donation made by the Ames family in
conjunction with their sale of the Governor
Ames Estate to the TTOR
8 Josie’s Way (Lot 7)

11/20/08
153 Howard St.
95R Baldwin St.

2/8/11
604 Foundry St.

9/16/08
584 Foundry St. (Lots 1,2,6)

4/15/46

Tennis and Basketball Courts, Unionville
Playground

8/7/47
184R Lincoln St.
74 Pine St.
T-ball field and tot lot off Williams St.
9 Joseph Rd. Area
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Water Tower

1

Water
Commission Land
Water
Commission Land
Water
Commission Land
Water
Commission Land
Water
Commission Land
Water
Commission Land
Water
Commission Land
Water
Commission Land
Water
Commission Land
Water
Commission Land
Water
Commission Land

25.7
1.25
114.53
10.8
1.12
4
29.3
4.41
51.2
5.23
24.6

Water
Commission
Water
Commission
Water
Commission
Water
Commission
Water
Commission
Water
Commission
Water
Commission
Water
Commission
Water
Commission
Water
Commission
Water
Commission
Water
Commission

Water Tower 2,000,000 Gal; ROW of Land

8/11/76
Water Land

3/3/84
Water Tank #3
Red Mill Road Area

10/15/79
11/5/80

6/30/99
100 Baldwin St

12/28/01
3R Reagan Rd.

9/9/599/11/71
12/28/01

95R-100R Washington St. Area
10 Grand Rd.

6/22/93
218 Center St.
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Map 17. Open, Recreational, and Conservation Land
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Section 6: Community Vision
A. Description of the Process
Easton’s recreational needs were determined through two processes. The first process involved
discussions and interviews conducted with town officials, key stakeholders and town residents. The
recreation director and representatives from the Recreation Commission provided input based on program
popularity and demand for the programming they provide the community. They solicited additional input
directly from various organized sports organizations operating in Easton. Representatives from the
Conservation Commission and the Agricultural Commission, the High School Sports director, and the
YMCA Healthy Easton Coalition also provided input to the recreational needs of the town.
The second process was an analysis of Easton’s population projections and demographics in an effort to
understand how age, ethnicity, and income level could affect future recreational needs.
The residents of Easton historically have taken great pride in the rural character of Easton and the amount
of preserved open space controlled by the town. During the Envision Easton master planning process,
residents continued to echo that sense of pride and reinforced the need to protect and properly managed
the land already owned by the town, as well as protect the certain parcels of land that would complete the
open space corridors comprised of already protected lands. To complete this update of the Open Space
and Recreation Plan it was felt a better understanding was needed of exactly what natural resources
existed and warranted the greatest levels of protection. This update included a thorough review and
analysis of:
BioMap 2, a report issued by The Massachusetts Department of Fish & Game, that identifies
Core Habitat critical to the long-term persistence threatened and endangered species and diversity
of natural communities and Critical Natural Landscapes that are large blocks of natural
communities minimally impacted by development that if protected will help insure greater
ecological biodiversity, resilience and long-term persistence of biological resources.
CAPS: Conservation and Prioritization System, developed and made available through the
University of Massachusetts, CAPS is an ecosystem-based (coarse-filter) approach for assessing
the ecological integrity of lands and waters and subsequently identifying and prioritizing land for
habitat and biodiversity conservation.

B. Statement of Open Space and Recreation Goals
The Envision Easton Road Map identified four goals under the category of Natural Resources and
Recreation. Those goals are:
1. meet the recreational needs of all Easton residents;
2. preserve and protect Easton’s visual, historic, geologic and agricultural resources that comprise
the towns cultural landscape;
3. protect and enhance watershed resources that provide the town’s drinking water and protect
against flood hazards
4. preserve wildlife habitat and native plant communities and establish protected corridors to
connect them.
This Open Space and Recreation Plan considers the current and changing demographics of Easton’s
population, current and trending data on recreational needs, and future projections to determine the
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recreation needs of the town’s residents. It also looks at expert reports and inventories that assess and
document the breadth of natural resources comprising Easton’s rich landscape.
The goals of the plan focus on meeting the recreation desires and needs for all Easton residents, regardless
of age or socio-economic status, and protecting the town’s considerable natural resources. The plan is also
intended to help achieve state-wide goals for combatting climate change and improving overall citizen
health. By attaining the specific goals laid out in this plan, Easton will achieve its larger objective to
remain a physically healthy, environmentally aware community offering residents access to a variety of
recreation activities while protecting, preserving and enhancing the natural resources that continue to
make Easton a uniquely desirable place to live.
Creating connective networks, such as walking or bike paths, between neighborhoods and recreation areas
will increase citizen participation in those areas, and also work to minimize the amount of carbon dioxide
released into the atmosphere, as residents may no longer require cars to visit recreation sites. This will
also improve overall health among Easton residents, as they will be given additional opportunities to walk
or bike to recreational areas. Additionally, the reduced carbon dioxide emissions will benefit both
residents’ respiratory health and efforts to combat climate change.
Educating citizens on environmental stewardship and ecological responsibility will contribute to
protecting the town’s conservation areas from fragmentation and invasion of undesirable exotic plants and
animals. Private properties can be managed by their owners to enhance or protect natural resources and
the values they provide, such as flood control, groundwater infiltration, and pollution control.
The demand for additional soccer and softball fields was met in 2012 when the town acquired the Edwin
A. Keach Park. One challenge still facing the community is centralized field management that ensures
fields were not being over- or underutilized. A coordinated management system will eliminate scheduling
confusion, ensure playing fields are not being overused, and will provide evidential information for
assessing the demand for additional facilities in the future.
The town strives to provide a wide range of recreational opportunities for all residents, regardless of age,
disability status, socio-economic class, or geographic location. To meet this goal, the town must provide
activities such as gardening or swimming that may help meet the recreational needs for an aging
population; organized sports programs for both younger and older residents; and other popular past times,
such as walking or jogging through conservation areas.
Easton has been very successful in thoughtfully acquiring and preserving open space for natural resource
and wildlife protection. To ensure the intended objectives of the town’s land protection are met into the
future, Easton needs to take several steps:






Fill in the missing pieces within the primary and secondary natural resource areas. This
should be done using the various land preservation tools available that may include fee
acquisition, conservation restrictions, agricultural restrictions, and Chapter 61
designations.
Educate and engage residents whose properties abut these corridors in creating and
maintaining their own natural buffers that help reduce habitat fragmentation and expand
or create additional wildlife habitat.
Engage in an active management plan for the open space properties owned and managed
by the town. The plan should specifically identify areas where activities such as walking,
biking, fishing, wildlife observation are suitable; where public access would be
detrimental or harmful to the ecosystem; and areas that are either degraded and should be
restored to their natural state or need to be actively managed to ensure their ongoing
viability.
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For Easton, to have a meaningful role in the town’s future food security the following goals also
need to be part of this update to the Open Space and Recreation:
 develop plans and help property owners to perpetually protect farm and forest lands
under private ownership;
 appropriately manage farm and forest lands already permanently protected as open space
under the care and management of the town;
 promote residential gardening and farming;
 promote integrated, intensive farming and experimental farming.
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Section 7: Analysis of Needs
A. Resource Protection Needs
Increased open space conservation will act as a relief to native plant and animal wildlife, as well as the
natural functions ecosystems provide for Easton residents. Fragile wetland areas, such as the Hockomock
Swamp or the town’s many vernal pools, along with other patches of forested land, are constantly
threatened by development. Protecting as much land as possible from that threat will allow native flora
and fauna to live productively and without disturbance. It will also allow the environment to better
naturally filter town drinking water, among other natural services.
Areas within Easton that support a greater level of ecological biodiversity were identified in the
Conservation Assessment and Prioritization System (CAPS) and BioMaps2 Report. These areas help
comprise the Primary and Secondary Natural Resources mapped as part of the Envision Easton planning
process. The Hockomock Swamp, Wheaton Farm, and Clifford Grant Conservation Area are among the
tracts of Easton land where continued biodiversity is most viable. These areas include both forests and
wetlands, that are of particular concern as they are undoubtedly fragile and host a great number of rare
and endangered plant and animal species. Climate change may greatly impact the ability of these forest
and wetland areas to provide habitat for various plant and wildlife species, but improved management and
conserved acreage may help reduce those risks. Limiting development and minimizing disturbances in
these areas coupled with reductions in border encroachment will help increase the ecological strength and
resilience of Easton’s most valuable and at-risk natural environments.
Designation of an area as an Area of Critical Environmental Concern provides some state-mandated
regulatory oversight of development and activities that would adversely affect these environments.
However, that regulatory structure is limited. Local policies and goals that encourage more active
protection of these areas is necessary to ensure the future health of Easton’s most important natural
environments. Stricter wetlands protection regulations adopted by the town have provided some relief.
Recently the town updated its zoning policy and included an option for a Flexible Development Special
Permit. This Special Permit is intended to provide a developer a density bonus when a project is designed
to reduce the amount of disturbance and protect more of the natural environment from development. This
bylaw encourages developers to design a project by first considering the topography and natural resources
at the site that should be protected and designing the project to conform to and protect the natural
resources and topography. Additional units may be built at the proposed site in exchange for a transfer-ofdevelopment-rights associated with an offsite tract of land that is considered highly valuable and desirable
for permanent open space protection. Using the areas identified in the BioMaps2 report, the CAPS maps
and the Primary and Secondary resources maps a list of parcels located within these areas and at risk of
development has been created.

B. Community’s Needs
SCORP
The Massachusetts Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP) is a document provided
by the state government that discusses common needs, goals, preferences, and histories of outdoor and
recreational spaces across the varied regions of the Commonwealth. Using information provided by the
SCORP, communities statewide will be guided to make informed decisions regarding the types of outdoor
and recreational spaces that are most needed, most popular, and may reap possible grants and funding
from the state level. Communities that have an updated SCORP of their own are eligible to receive grants
from the Land and Water Conservation Fund to improve upon or create recreational projects.
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The SCORP, broken down into three major chapters, identifies population growth and economic trends,
as well as a history of preferred and popular outdoor recreation activities across the regions of the state in
its first section. For instance, in the Berkshires, hiking is a popular activity due to the presence of
mountains and lack of beach, where coastal communities on Cape Cod prefer beach days to wooded
hikes. The second chapter identifies the current status of recreational spaces, while the third analyzes the
needs and goals for recreation statewide in the years to come.
The report findings for Easton present opportunities for the community’s recreational facilities to improve
in a way that will cater to the needs of residents while also adhering to SCORP guidelines, allowing for
possible grants and additional funding. The Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) provides grants
and funding to communities who procure land to set aside for conservation, preservation, and recreational
uses. Easton has several forest and wetland ecosystems that the town is working to protect for both
environmental and recreational purposes. Considering guidelines for land protection as outlined by the
LWCF, Easton planners can best identify how to conserve and acquire land that will have the most
recreational and ecological value.
The SCORP also holds communities accountable for providing recreational and outdoor activities that
provide specifically for the town’s population. Easton has a large population of baby boomers, residents
who are aging towards their elderly years. Recreational planners in Easton must consider accessibility and
disability issues, as many of the trails and paths that are popular in town will no longer meet the needs
and desires of an aging population. SCORP suggests gardening and swimming are more popular than
walking or biking in households with disabled residents, and with a growing population of residents who
may develop disabilities, a shift in recreational focus to improve swimming and gardening opportunities
in town would better follow SCORP guidelines. These are among the many examples SCORP can be
used to effectively plan and fund Easton’s recreational future.

Recreation
Easton’s open space and recreational goals focus on sustainable community development, allowing for
greater recreational opportunities for all residents while also maximizing environmental protection,
appreciation, and well-being.
Recreational facilities, such as softball fields and play structures, may be constructed or improved upon in
neighborhoods that have less access to recreational outlets so that residents do not have to drive outside of
their neighborhood for outdoor recreation. An increase in the number of facilities will lessen demand for
these spaces, and will allow for less maintenance and upkeep of certain locations, ultimately improving
both the quality and quantity of these built structures for each geographic population of Easton.
The Envision Easton Community Master Plan also highlighted enhancing connectivity as a preferred
method to provide recreational opportunities for residents across town. Improving access from
neighborhoods to existing facilities elsewhere in town, through either biking or walking connections, is a
realistic opportunity to increase access to recreational and conservation spaces to Easton residents who
may otherwise need an automobile to access such areas. Many recreational areas go unknown to the
public, due to insufficient or obscured signage or general lack of public awareness. Local educational
efforts to inform residents of all recreational spaces in town may lead to an increased use in less
popularized locations, decreasing demand on the most frequented spaces. As more residents take
advantage of these recreation and conservation areas, appreciation for nature will increase, as well as
environmental awareness, education, and stewardship.
Outside of locational accessibility, recreational opportunities must be provided for all age groups.
Easton’s generally aging population may no longer be well served by walking trails or sports facilities,
and will need additional recreational outlets. Gardening and swimming is increasingly popular among
Easton’s older residents. Community gardens, whether operated through town boards, through civic
organizations, or privately, add a social aspect to gardening as well. Most of Easton’s municipal
recreational areas are not easily accessible to people with disabilities, regardless of age, though the elderly
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are more proportionally affected. Access to recreational areas in Easton’s passive and active recreational
areas for people with mobility limitations is lacking and needs to be incorporated into new projects and
facility upgrades.
Recreational opportunities for Easton’s youth and adolescent populations are commonly found in both
public and private youth programs, whose focuses range from sports to fine arts. Recreation Director,
Anne Daley, and Recreational Commission Chair, Bob Benton, have reached out to the leaders of various
organized recreational leagues in town. They conclude that accessibility must be considered for all
residents regardless of socio-economic status. Though Easton is often considered a relatively affluent
community, Daley and Benton suggest, through their own empirical knowledge of who’s participating in
the programs offered through the recreation department, that the town’s lower-income residents rely
greatly on these programs for recreational opportunities, and often need to have program fees waived.
The goals outlined in this report hope to create inclusive recreational spaces that provide for all of
Easton’s population, despite individual location, age, disability, or other factor. These spaces particularly
include recreational opportunities on conservation lands and preserved open spaces, allowing for both the
ecological health of the environment and the mental spirit of Easton’s residents to better flourish.

C. Management Needs
One of Easton’s popular pastimes is walking or jogging through the wooded trails in any of the many
acres of conservation areas. With a few exceptions, the trails through these areas are not part of a wellplanned trail system that utilizes a standard method for marking and mapping trails. Recent trail work in
the Clifford Grant, Flyaway Pond, and Wheaton Farm Management Areas have started the effort to
develop a trail-blazing, marking, and mapping standard, but much work needs to be done. As important as
marking trails and increasing the public’s awareness of where trails exist is eliminating unofficial side
trails that cut through and sometimes destroy valuable wild life habitat.
Though an increase in the number of ball fields would do well for the town, the Envision Easton
Community Master Plan suggests the high demand for recreational spaces may be more effectively met
by increased maintenance as well as better coordination and scheduling between various groups who wish
to use such spaces. A thorough inventory of all recreational facilities, both public and private, will allow
for increased cooperation, space-sharing, and coordination opportunities between the various parties who
wish to use those recreational spaces. Supporting staff to plan, organize, maintain, schedule, and run
recreational facilities and programs may also work to relieve the demand more so than an increase in the
number of facilities.
Bill Matthews, Oliver Ames High School athletic director and another stakeholder of Easton’s
recreational facilities, has cited the need for an additional ball field near the high school to improve field
rotational schedules and minimize overuse. With an additional field in rotation, the high school ball fields
will be better maintained, and given more time to grow after seeding before being degraded through
overuse. Additionally, the turf football field at Oliver Ames High School is nearing the end of its useful
life, and will need to be replaced in the coming years to uphold its ability to provide adequate recreational
spaces for high school recreational and sports programs.
Actively managing and improving the quality and acreage of conservation and undeveloped space in
Easton is among the open space and recreational goals’ top priorities. As mentioned, these spaces provide
numerous benefits for residential recreation, and the greater the amount of conservation space, the less
likely residents will have to travel far from home to experience the joy of Easton’s beautiful forests.
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Additionally, these spaces will improve environmental and ecological standards in all areas of town, that
may also have monetary, spiritual, health, aesthetic, and ethical benefits.
One of the most critical challenges facing Easton is protecting and maintaining the community’s
ecological assets. As suggested by the reports cited in this section numerous species of plants and
animals, ecosystems, and habitats are threatened by increased development and the expectation of climate
change. A more detailed inventory of both town-owned and private conservation lands would help protect
against ecological and environmental degradation through development, habitat loss, fragmentation, and
the loss of rare and endangered species. Undeveloped land located within the areas identified in Biomap2
and CAPS as important habitat should be targeted for protection against development. There are several
tools that can be used to help protect undeveloped lots. These tools include taking title of the land for
permanent open space; conservation restrictions that protect a portion or all of a parcel of land; Transfer
of Development Rights (TODR) that allows a land owner or developer to place permanent restrictions on
a parcel of land in exchange for increased development on another parcel of land in an area of Easton
where development is either more desirable or would have less adverse impacts on natural resources. In
addition, Agricultural Restrictions help owners permanently protect high-value farmland.
Many residentially-zoned lots within Easton have houses along the roadway, but are largely undeveloped
in the “back-acres.” Through education and increased awareness residents can become active participants
in the effort to improve and protect the ecological welfare of their community. Many developed
residential lots in Easton consist of two acres of land, about twice the size of the current required
minimum house lot. Residents who own those 2 acre lots, in many instances, have only developed a
portion of their property for their needs, allowing the remainder of their property to go undeveloped.
Those property owners, in particular, can become stewards of the natural resources found on their land.
Any landowner abutting existing protected open space may learn to view the undeveloped portion of their
property as an extension of that protected open space and can be encouraged to manage their property in a
manner that enhances the entire ecosystem. This can help reduce habitat loss and fragmentation for the
town’s at-risk species and work to strengthen larger cores of protected land within the town.
Residents, builders, and planners can combat the loss of aesthetic value that occurs when careless
development damages critical environmental systems. With smart neighborhood design, ecologically
conscious landscaping, and thoughtful management, the unofficial conservation of private parcels
described above can be achieved. Residents can create aesthetically valuable natural views within their
own properties.
Residents have a lot to gain from environmental stewardship. For instance, on-property vegetation can
drastically save households money on heating and cooling costs, increase the resale value of the property,
and provide psychological benefits. Interacting with the natural environment is proven to reduce stress
and increase the ability to focus. Healthy plant and soil ecosystems created by an attentive landowner also
help the town by preserving, filtering, and cleaning ground water supply, especially within the town’s
drinking water aquifers.
Using the CAPS and BioMap2 maps, the town can identify that areas of Easton are at greatest risk of
ecological degradation, and which areas can be strengthened and improved to minimize future
degradation. Of particular interest to Easton are the swamps and wetlands, which are the community’s
healthiest and most productive lands with minimal fragmentation or disturbance. The data in this report
should become the basis for plans to protect and improve the ecosystems found in these wetlands. This
report has also shown that beyond our wetlands, there are a number of successful forested upland and
mixed ecosystems that are worthy of management for biodiversity.
Two generations of past planners and environmentalists have assembled Easton’s esteemed protected
open spaces. It is critical for today’s generation to respect their vision of a town with an abundance of
uncompromised natural resources, and that this vision is continued as future generations plan react to the
anticipated increased pressures of development, population growth, and climate change. Managing the
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lands that have been preserved for future Easton generations is a priority of this Open Space and
Recreation Plan update. Maintaining healthy open, forested, and wetland ecosystems not only improves
recreational opportunities, but protects the natural community, biodiversity, and aesthetics in the face of
increased environmental challenges.

Section 8: Goals and Objectives
The conclusions of the strong messages echoed repeatedly during the Envision Easton public input
sessions were the desire for neighborhoods to be connected to recreational opportunities. Connection was
defined as the ability to easily walk or bicycle to playgrounds, play fields or open space areas. Map 4
shows most neighborhoods are within fairly close proximity to any one of Easton’s several conservation
management areas which provide passive recreation such as walking trails, nature observance, fishing, or
canoeing. Fewer playgrounds exist within biking or walking distance of most neighborhoods. Team sport
play fields are scattered throughout town.
Torie’s Place
T-ball field and playground lot off of William’s St., provides much needed additional recreational
opportunities for children and families near densely populated downtown Easton area
Pine Street Playground
Old playground has been rehabilitated with help of private and Community Preservation Act investments
to include new walking paths, t-ball fields, a play structure, pavilion, half basketball court, and a walking
path. ADA accessible, the new playground has water and electricity available, making it suitable for all
residents from children to those 65+
Edwin Keach Area
Off of Chestnut St., this recreational site includes 2 softball fields, 3 multi-purpose fields to lessen
demand and overuse of other town facilities. A snack-bar and playground structure are also included, as
well as a link to possible walking trails nearby
Town Pool
The Town Pool off of Lincoln St. could see improved picnic and grilling areas, as well as an addition of
horseshoe and bocce pits, that would provide recreational and leisure space for all ages. The facility could
also be improved by a softball field, walking path trails, and swimming opportunities for elderly residents
(YMCA)
Peterson Road Park
The park on Peterson Rd. may be improved through rehabilitated equipment, a softball or baseball field,
and a parking engineering plan to provide parking for residents who must drive
Union Villa
Recreational facilities next to Buddy’s Union Villa on Washington St., that has been recently reclayed,
may be improved through increased additional parking, the removal of old seesaws, and the provision of
pickle-ball courts, a sport popular among Easton’s aging residents
Other Considerations
Cannot offer more than what can be maintained- users must step up and take responsibility for
maintenance and donation in-kind
Goal 1: Implement Recommendations of 2017 Open Space and Recreation Plan
Objectives:
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Review and obtain endorsement of the Open Space and Recreation Plan from various municipal
boards
Implement Open Space and Recreation Plan Priority
Develop and provide annual progress update

Goal 2: Ensure local agriculture is an integral component of Easton food security
Objectives:
 Develop plans and help property owners perpetually protect farm and forest lands under private
ownership;
 Appropriately manage farm and forest lands already permanently protected as open space under
the care and management of the town;
 Promote residential gardening and farming;
 Develop expertise in and promote best management farming practices that ensure ongoing
protection of farmlands and soils.
Goal 3: Increase the resilience and adaptability of open space, recreational, and natural resources
Objectives:
 Educate residents on potential changes in future resources and what they can do to minimize
impact
 Minimize impact of resource changes to fragile, at-risk ecosystems and wildlife populations
through increasing wildlife and aquatic connectivity
Goal 4: Develop recreational outlets that cater to the wide variety of needs of Easton’s residents
Objectives:
 Ensure recreation opportunities to all residents, regardless of age, economic status, or physical
ability
 Educate residents on existing recreational opportunities
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Section 9: Seven- Year Action Plan
Goal 1: Implement Recommendations of 2017 Open Space and Recreation Plan
Objective 1A: Review and obtain endorsement of the Open Space and Recreation Plan from various municipal boards
Actions

Responsibility

1. Distribute draft for review
2. Meet w/boards to solicit comments and
endorsement
3. Incorporate comments into final plan and
distribute

DPED Staff
DPED Staff, OSRP
committee
DPED Staff, OSRP
committee

Partners

Priority/
Timing
High

Resources

Priority/
Timing
Medium/
ongoing

Resources

Potential Funding
Sources

Objective 1B: Implement Open Space and Recreation Plan Priority
Actions

Responsibility

Partners

1. Research and develop strategies for
preservation and use of open space and recreation
areas

Community Preservation
Committee; Conservation,
Agricultural and Recreation
Commissions; DPED staff

2. Increase community appreciation of the Town’s
natural resources through education and outreach

Conservation, Agricultural &
Recreation Commission,
DPED staff

3. Leverage various and alternative funding
sources
a) Match funding opportunities with prioritized
projects
b) Build relationships with various land trust
organizations and foundations
c) Organize friends groups to take an
‘ownership’ role in protecting and
maintaining open space and recreation areas

Conservation, Agricultural &
Recreation Commission,
Community Preservation
Committee,DPED staff

TRWA, Manomet
Center for
Conservation
Sciences, Regional
Planning Authorities
Garden Club, Grange, High/
other civic
2017
organizations,
Trustees (formerly
Trustees of
Reservations)
High/
2017

Time

Potential Funding
Sources
DCR Land and
PARC grant
programs

Time;
Funding;
GIS

Watershed
protection grants,
CPA

Time

4. Involve residents in friends groups

Conservation, Agricultural, &
Recreation Commissions

5. Develop a master plan for the long term use and
management of the Gill Property

BOS, Conservation &
Recreation Commission

Civic organizations,
Garden Club, parent
groups, student
groups, Friends of
Wheaton Farm, NRT
Citizen
representatives, civic
organizations

ongoing

Priority/
Timing
1st
Report:
June
2017
annually

Volunteers,
volunteer
training

20172018

Objective 1C: Provide Annual Progress Update
Actions

Responsibility

Partners

1.Prepare report documenting progress on
achieving Goals & Objectives

DPED staff, Conservation,
Agricultural and Recreation
Commissions, Community
Preservation Committee
DPED staff, Conservation,
Agricultural and Recreation
Commissions, Community
Preservation Committee

CPA

2. Present progress report: Board of Selectmen,
various boards, & Commissions Public

Resources

Potential Funding
Sources

Time

Time

Goal 2: Ensure local agriculture is an integral component of Easton’s food security
Objective 2A: Develop plans and help property owners to perpetually protect farm and forest lands under private ownership
Actions

Responsibility

Partners

1.Update list of farmlands
a. Updated Chapter 61 list
b. Match list to prime soils
c. Match lands to best ag use
d. Prioritize lands for conservation
2.Work with owners on preservation options
a. Host educational workshops
b. Understand owner objectives

Agricultural Commission,

Assessors, DPED

Agricultural Commission

Assessors,
Conservation
Commission,
Planning Department
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Priority/Ti
ming
High/ 2017

Resources

High/
ongoing

Time, land
trust
organizati
ons, land

Time, GIS

Potential Funding
Sources

c. Develop plan for responding to Chapter
61, 61A and 61B conversions
d. Forge relationships with trusts and state
agencies
3.Develop and begin executing prioritized
preservation plan based on information gathered
4.Develop advisory group of experts to provide
guidance and direction on land and natural
resource management & protection

owners,
Land for
Good
Agricultural Commission

Conservation Commission

Property owners,
CPA, Conservation
Commission
Knowledgeable,
volunteer residents
with expertise; local
students (e.g.
Southeastern
Vocational, Stonehill,
BSU, Wheaton),
TRWA

High/ongoi
ng

Time

Mid-year
2017,
ongoing

volunteers

State APR
program, CPA,
land trusts
Appropriate grants

Objective 2B: Appropriately manage farm and forest lands already permanently protected as open space under the care and
management of the town
Actions

Responsibility

Partners

Priority/
Timing

1. Eliminate unofficial side trails that cut through
and sometimes destroy valuable wild life habitat
2.Promote growth of trees that are at their middle
or northern range

Conservation Commission

Friends Groups

Conservation Commission

Knowledgeable,
volunteer residents
with expertise; local
students (e.g.
Southeastern
Vocational, Stonehill,
BSU, Wheaton),
TRWA

High/
Leaders/
2017-2018 volunteers
Medium –
High
2017,
ongoing

3.Increase signage and enforcement to eliminate
the presence of ATV’s, motorbikes, and other
motorized vehicles commonly used for recreation
in town managed areas

Conservation Commission,
Easton Police Department

Concerned
residents; friends
groups
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High

Resources

Local law
enforceme
nt,
environme
ntal police

Potential Funding
Sources

Relevant
conservation
grants, CPA,
Conservation
Trust funds

4.Involve Planning Board in long-range natural
resource protection planning
5.Execute land management plans developed to
protect the resource values for which lands were
acquired

Conservation Commission,
Planning Board, DPED
Conservation Commission

ongoing
Friends groups

n/a
TRWA,
Mass
Audubon,

Conservation trust
funds, CPA, future
conservation trust
appropriations

Resources

Potential Funding
Sources

Local
farmers,
SEMAP,
NOFA,
other ag
support
orgs
volunteers

Relevant grants

Objective 2C: Promote residential gardening and farming
Actions

Responsibility

Partners

Priority/
Timing

1.Promote workshops or educational efforts to
teach residents how to garden or farm at home

Agricultural Commission

Garden Club, Grange, Medium –
Ames Free Library,
High
civic organizations
2017,

ongoing

2. Establish demonstration or community
garden to help residents visualize their own
gardens

Agricultural Commission

Garden Club,
Grange,

Medium 2018

Objective 2D: Develop expertise in and promote best management farming practices that ensure ongoing protection of farmlands
and soils
Actions

Responsibility

Partners

1.Appropriately manage town-owned farm and
forest lands
a. Assess value of A New England Food Vision
as overarching guide for promoting
agricultural development
b. Periodically reassess “best practices” goals
for leasing and use of conservation land for
agriculture that includes practices such as
permaculture, advanced grazing techniques,

Agriculture & Conservation
Commissions

Local famers
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Priority/
Timing
High/2017

Resources
Time,
MAAC,
MDAR,
SEMAP,
Stonehill
College,
Easton
Grange

Potential
Funding Sources

organic farming, and selected timber
harvesting, that promote preservation of
Easton’s plant and animal diversity and water
quality

Goal 3: Increase the resilience and adaptability of open space, recreational, and natural resources
Objective 3A: Educate residents on potential future changes affecting natural resources and what they can do to minimize negative
impact
Actions

Responsibility

Partners

1.Encourage residents with undeveloped back lots
to maintain natural and conservation integrity of
their property

Conservation & Agricultural
Commission

Grange, Garden
Club, other civic
groups, student
groups

2. Educate residents on steps they can take to
minimize their impact on natural environment

Conservation & Agricultural
Commission

Grange, Garden
Club, other civic
groups, student
groups

3.Provide GIS access to residents to strengthen
their understanding of local natural resources and
wildlife habitats

Conservation Commission,
DPED, DPW
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Priority/
Timing

Resources

Potential
Funding Sources
Conversation
trust fund

TRWA,
Mass
Audubon,
The Nature
Conservanc
y, Cornell
Ornitholog
y lab,
Ames Free
Library
TRWA,
Conversation
Mass
trust fund
Audubon,
The Nature
Conservanc
y, Cornell
Ornitholog
y lab,
Ames Free
Library
GIS

Objective 3B: Minimize impact of resource changes to fragile, at-risk ecosystems and wildlife populations through increasing
wildlife and aquatic connectivity
Actions

Responsibility

Partners

1.Strengthen connective habitat corridors through
land acquisition of parcels specified in plan

Conservation Commission,
Community Preservation
Committee,

Planning &
High/ongo
Zoning Board,
ing
Friends groups,
civic organizations

2.Limit development near ecologically fragile
areas or in areas where wildlife connections are
disrupted

Conservation Commission,
Planning & Zoning Board

High/ongo
ing

3.Develop culvert rehabilitation process for
road/stream crossings that could be improved
4.Encourage application of planning tools such
as transfer of development rights, and newly
adopted flexible zoning bylaw
5.Consider crossings for turtles and other wildlife
when developing or updating curbs and
sidewalks
6.Consider other methods of preserving
biodiversity

Conservation Commission,
DPW
Conservation Commission,
Planning & Zoning Board

Friends groups

Priority/
Timing

High

Resources

GIS, TPL,
TNC, TRWA

Potential
Funding
Sources
CPA, State
LAND and
other grant
programs,
developer TDR

Developer
TDR, largelot
homeowners
Volunteers,
DPW staff

High/ongo
ing

Conservation Commission,
Planning & Zoning Board
Conservation Commission

Goal 4: Develop recreational outlets that cater to the wide variety of needs of Easton’s residents
Objective 4A: Ensure recreation opportunities to all residents, regardless of age, economic status, or physical ability
Actions

Responsibility

Partners

Priority/
Timing

1.Promote recreational opportunities popular
among the elderly, such as gardening and
swimming

Recreation Commission, DPED,
Agricultural Commission

Private
recreational org
such as YMCA,
church groups

Ongoing
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Resources

Potential
Funding
Sources

CPA, fees for
services

2.Ensure recreational sites can accommodate
residents with mobility limitations

Recreation Commission,
Conservation Commission,
DPW
Recreation Commission

Commission on
Disabilities
Private
recreational
organizations,
YMCA, church
groups

Ongoing

Fees for
services,
relevant
grants

4.Manage and maintain recreational ball fields
and parks
a. Develop scheduling system to maximize
availability and organization of sports fields
b. Ensure sites are well kept to maximize
usable spaces around town
5. Develop recreational paths suitable for
bicycles and mobility devices

DH&CS; Recreation
Commission, Recreation
Department

private sports
leagues, private
recreational
organizations;
DPW

ongoing

Fees for
services

Recreation Commission, Bike &
Ped Group, DPED staff

Recreation
Commission,
Commission on
Disabilities

2018 2020

CPA,
Complete
Streets
funding

6.Conduct ongoing needs analysis to ensure
recreational offerings match demand

Recreation Commission, OSRP
committee, Recreation
Department

Partners

Priority/
Timing

3.Continue to provide public recreational
opportunities for youths in low-income
households

Objective 4B: Educate residents on existing recreational opportunities
Actions

Responsibility

1. Maintain and improve walking and jogging
trails (through improved signage, trailblazing,
etc.) through conservation and recreation areas
2. Use social media outlets to highlight various
recreational opportunities and promote upcoming
events

Conservation Commission,
Recreation Department
Recreation Commission,
Recreation Department,
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Resources

Ongoing

Private
recreational
organizations

ongoing

Social media
guru

Potential
Funding
Sources

Section 10: Public Comments
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Section 11: References
General Resources
Town of Easton
 Assessor’s Database and Maps
 Department of Planning Department and Economic Development
 Department of Public Works
 Recreation Department
 Envision Easton Master Plan 2015
Open Space Documents
 Open Space and Recreation Planner’s Workbook
 Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan, 2006
State Resources
 Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program
 Massachusetts Department of Conservation and Recreation
 Massachusetts Office of Geographic and Environmental Information
 Brockton Area Transit Authority
 Massachusetts Bay Transit Authority
Federal Resources
 National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
 United States Census Bureau
 National Register of Historic Places
 Environmental Protection Agency
Private Organizations
 NE Soil, Soil Survey Update – Bristol County, Massachusetts
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Appendix I: Survey and Survey Results
Appendix II: Inventory of Local Wildlife
Species of Special Concern
The Massachusetts Endangered Species Act was passed in 1990 to protect rare species and their habitat by prohibiting the “taking” of any
animal or plant listed as Endangered, Threatened or Special Concern by the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and Wildlife (MDFW). In 2005
the state’s Wildlife Action Plan gave environmentalists a “heads-up” by creating a list of species that were not included on the legally protected
endangered species list but were declining and likely to be listed in the future.
Easton’s “official” list of endangered species comes from the BioMap2 Report, and that list is based on reports to the MDFW’s Natural Heritage
and Endangered Species Program. This is an extremely conservative list because many endangered species are not reported to the program on
an annual basis. For example, the Northern Harrier is listed as last reported in Easton in 1933 while in reality it was photographed within the past
decade by an enthusiastic birder who did not file a report. In order for an endangered species to receive protection, all it needs to do is be in
Easton whether there has been a report filed with NHESP.
With records going back more than a century generating a list of endangered species and species of special concern requires careful selection. In
creating the following list the following sources were NOT used:
19th century observations
Species listed in Swain and Kearsley’s natural communities study
Observations made for the South Coast Rail Project
Species found solely in Hockomock Wonder Wetland
A separate “possibles” list was created using Swain and Kearsley. Species included in the last two sources may be for parts of the Hockomock
Swamp outside Easton. The following sources were used to create this list:
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Easton BioMap2 Report
The 2007 Open Space and Recreation Plan
Contemporary Observations (1995-2016
Observations Made by New England Wildflower Society Members
Contemporary observers include Massachusetts Audubon members Kevin Ryan and Richard Grant, and Diane Boretos, a professional wildlife
observer. In the plant section “20th-21st Observation” comes from professional forester Philip Benjamin, Diane Boretos, and Lawrence
Newcomb and contemporary members of the New England Wildflower Society. Other than the dates 1995-2016, dates in parentheses are from
NHESP reports.
All the invertebrates and many plants included in this list are all species of the Hockomock Swamp. Aside from vernal pool amphibians that can
be found in many places in Easton, almost all species on this list have been discovered on protected conservation land. For the first time nonlisted species of concern are included on this list for their potential to guide management of conservation land.

Type

Common Name

Scientific Name

Status

Source

Dragonfly

Kennedy's Emerald

Somatochlora kennedyi

E

Easton BioMap2 Report

Moth

Chain Fern Borer

Papaipema stenocelis

T

Easton BioMap2 Report

Mollusk

Triangle Floater

Alasmidonta undulata

SC

OSRP 2007 (2001)

Dragonfly

Mocha Emerald

Somatochlora linearis

SC

Easton BioMap2 Report (2003)

Butterfly

Hessel's Hairstreak

Callophrys hesseli

SC

Easton BioMap2 Report

Moth

Pale Green Pinion Moth

Lithophane viridipallens

SC

Easton BioMap2 Report

Moth

Two-striped Cord Grass Moth

Macrochilo bivittata

NL-SWAP

Easton BioMap2 Report

Bird

Pied-billed Grebe

Podilymbus podiceps

E

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

American Bittern

Botaurus lentiginosus

E

Hockomock Wonder Wetland (1970)
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Amphibian

Marbled Salamander

Ambystoma opacum

T

Easton BioMap2 Report (2006)

Reptile

Blanding's Turtle

Emydoidea blandingii

T

Easton BioMap2 Report (2006)

Bird

Northern Harrier

Circus cyaneus

T

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Bald Eagle

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

T

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Northern Parula

Parula americana

T

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Amphibian

Jefferson's Salamander

Ambystoma jeffersonianum

SC

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Amphibian

Blue-spotted Salamander

Ambystoma laterale

SC

Easton BioMap2 Report (2001)

Reptile

Eastern Box Turtle

Terrapene carolina

SC

Easton BioMap2 Report (2005)

Bird

Sharp-shinned Hawk

Accipter striatus

SC

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Long-eared Owl

Asio otus

SC

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Common Loon

Gavia immer

SC

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Common Barn Owl

Tyto alba

SC

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Blackpoll Warbler

Dendroica striata

SC

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Fish

Common shiner

Luxilus cornutus

NL-SWAP

Caught in Easton

Amphibian

Northern Leopard Frog

Rana pipiens

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Amphibian

Four-toed Salamander

Hemidactylium scutatum

NL-SWAP

Easton BioMap2 Report (2003)

Reptile

Smooth Green Snake

Opheodrys vernalis

NL-SWA

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Reptile

Eastern Ribbon Snake

Thamnophis sauritus

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Reptile

Northern Black Racer

Coluber constrictor

NL-SWAP

Easton BioMap2 Report
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Bird

Northern Goshawk

Accipter gentilis

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

American Black Duck

Anas rubribes

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Ruffed Grouse

Bonasa umbellus

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Broad-winged Hawk

Buteo platypterus

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Semipalmated Sandpiper

Calidris pusilla

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Whip-poor-will

Caprimulgis vociferus

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Purple Finch

Carpodacus purpureus

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Great Egret

Casmerodius albus

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Chimney Swift

Chaetura pelagica

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Common Nighthawk

Chordeiles minor

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Black-billed Cuckoo

Coccyzus erythropthalmus

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Northern Bobwhite

Colinus virginianus

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Prairie Warbler

Dendroica discolor

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Bobolink

Dolichonyx oryzivous

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Snowy Egret

Egretta thula

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Horned Lark

Eremophila alpestris

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

American Kestrel

Falco sparverius

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Double Crested Comorant

Fulica americana

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Wood Thrush

Hylocichla mustelina

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)
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Bird

Herring Gull

Larus argentatus

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Great Black-backed Gull

Larus marinus

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Black and White Warbler

Mniotilta varia

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Black-crowned Night Heron

Nycticorax nycticorax

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Eastern Towhee

Pipilo erythophthalmus

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Scarlet Tanager

Piranga olivacea

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Glossy Ibis

Plegadis falcinellus

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

American Woodcock

Scolopax minor

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Louisiana Waterthrush

Seiurus motacilla

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Field Sparrow

Spizella pusilla

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Eastern Meadowlark

Sturnella magna

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Brown Thrasher

Toxostoma rufum

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Blue-winged Warbler

Vermivora pinus

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Canada Warbler

Wilsonia canadensis

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

White-throated Sparrow

Zonotrichia albicollis

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Rusty Blackbird

Agelaius phoeniceus

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Blue-winged Teal

Anas discors

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Chestnut-sided Warbler

Dendroica pensylvanica

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Bird

Purple Martin

Progne subis

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)
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Bird

Bank Swallow

Riparia riparia

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Mammal

Moose

Alces americanus

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Mammal

Bobcat

Lynx rufus

NL-SWAP

Contemporary Observation (1995-2016)

Plant

Northern White Cedar

Thuja occidentalis

E

19th Century Observation

Plant

Few-seeded or Bog Sedge

Carex oligisperma

E

20th-21st Century Observation

Plant

Showy Lady's Slipper

Cypripedium reginae

E

20th-21st Century Observation

Plant

Lion's Foot, Cankerweed

Nabalus serpentaria

E

20th-21st Century Observation

Plant

Northern Mountain Ash

Sorbus decora

E

20th-21st Century Observation

Plant

Gypsywort

Lycopus rubellus

E

Easton BioMap2 Report (2005)

Plant

American Bittersweet

Celastrus scandens

T

20th-21st Century Observation

Plant

Great Laurel

Rhododendron maximum

T

20th-21st Century Observation

Plant

Rigid Flax

Linum medium var. texanum

T

Easton BioMap2 Report

Plant

Long's Bulrush

Scirpus longii

T

Easton BioMap2 Report (1914)

Plant

Pale Green Orchis

Platanthera flava var. herbiola

T

Easton BioMap2 Report (2005)

Plant

Adder's Tongue Fern

Ophioglossum pusillum

T

OSRP 2007 (1900)

Plant

Pygmyweed

Tillaea aquatica

T

OSRP 2007 (1905)

Plant

Grass-leaved Ladies Tresses

Spiranthes vernalis

T

OSRP 2007 (1921)

Plant

Algae-like Pondweed

Potamogeton confervoides

T

OSRP 2007 (1972)
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Plant

Philadelphia Panic-grass

Panicum philadelphicum ssp. philadelphicum

SC

Easton BioMap2 Report (1986)

Plant

Violet Wood-sorrel

Oxalis violacea

SC

OSRP 2007 (1889)

Plant

Large Whorled Pogonia

Isotria verticillata

WL

20th-21st Century Observation

Plant

Pink Tickseed

Coreopsis rosea

WL

OSRP 2007

Plant

Pendulous Bulrush

Scirpus pendulus

WL

OSRP 2007 (1987)

Damsels, Dragons, Butterflies, and Moths
The four families of insects included in this list are the ones most observed by amateur naturalists. This list was generated by volunteer
observers from Stonehill College and the Natural Resources Trust of Easton. This list just scratches the surface of the likely species to be found in
other parts of town.
Type

Common Name

Scientific Name

Status

Damselfly

Blue Fronted Dancer

Argia apicalis

Damselfly

Variable Dancer

Argia fumipennis

Damselfly

Superb Jewelwing

Calopteryx amata

Damselfly

Ebony Jewelwing

Calopteryx maculata

Damselfly

Familiar Bluet

Enallagma civile

Damselfly

Northern Bluet

Enallagma cyathigerum

Damselfly

Atlantic Bluet

Enallagma doubledayi

Damselfly

Marsh Bluet

Enallagma ebrium

Damselfly

Orange Bluet

Enallagma signatum

Damselfly

Citrine Forttail

Ischnura hastata
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Damselfly

Fragile Forktail

Ischnura posita

Damselfly

Spotted Spreadwing

Lestes congener

Damselfly

Sweetflag Spreadwing

Lestes forcipatus

Damselfly

Elegant Spreadwing

Lestes inaequalis

Damselfly

Slender Spreadwing

Lestes rectangularis

Damselfly

Swamp Spreadwing

Lestes vigilax

Dragonfly

Common Green Darner

Anax junius

Dragonfly

Calico Pennant

Celithemis elisa

Dragonfly

Common Baskettail

Epitheca cynosura

Dragonfly

Spiny Baskettail

Epitheca spinigera

Dragonfly

Common Pondhawk

Erythrodiplax simplicicollis

Dragonfly

Harlequin Darner

Gomphaeschna furcillata

Dragonfly

Lancet Clubtail

Gomphus exilis

Dragonfly

Southern Pygmy Clubtail

Lanthus vernalis

Dragonfly

Dot-tailed Whiteface

Leucorrhinia proxima

Dragonfly

Spangled Skimmer

Libellula cyanea

Dragonfly

Blue Corporal

Libellula deplanata

Dragonfly

Slaty Skimmer

Libellula incesta

Dragonfly

Widow Skimmer

Libellula luctuosa
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Dragonfly

Common Whitetail

Libellula lydia

Dragonfly

Twelve-spotted Skimmer

Libellula pulchella

Dragonfly

Painted Skimmer

Libellula semifasciata

Dragonfly

Blue Dasher

Pachydiplax longipennis

Dragonfly

Kennedy's Emerald

Somatochlora kennedyi

E

Dragonfly

Mocha Emerald

Somatochlora linearis

SC

Dragonfly

Cherry-faced Meadowhawk

Sympetrum internum

Dragonfly

White-faced Meadowhawk

Sympetrum obtrusum

Dragonfly

Ruby Meadowhawk

Sympetrum rubicundulum

Dragonfly

Autumn Meadowhawk

Sympetrum vicinum

Butterfly

Silver-bordered Fritillary

Boloria selene

Butterfly

Hessel's Hairstreak

Callophrys hesseli

Butterfly

Azures

Celestrina spp.

Butterfly

Common Wood Nymph

Cercyonia pegala

Butterfly

Common Ringlet

Coenonympha tullia

Butterfly

Clouded Sulphur

Colias philodice

Butterfly

Monarch

Danaus plexippus

Butterfly

Baltimore Checkerspot

Euphydryas phaeton

Butterfly

Dun Skipper

Euphyes vestris

SC
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Butterfly

Common Buckeye

Junonia coenia

Butterfly

Red-spotted Purple

Limenitis arthemis

Butterfly

American Copper

Lycaena phlaeas

Butterfly

Mourning Cloak

Nymphalis antiopa

Butterfly

Eastern Tiger Swallowtail

Papilo glaucus

Butterfly

Black Swallowtail

Papilo polyxenes

Butterfly

Spicebush Swallowtail

Papilo troilus

Butterfly

Common Sootywing

Pholisora catullus

Butterfly

Pearl Crescent

Phyciodes tharos

Butterfly

Cabbage White

Pierus rapae

Butterfly

Peck's Skipper

Polites peckius

Butterfly

Eastern Comma

Polygonia comma

Butterfly

Coral Hairstreak

Satyrium titus

Butterfly

Eyed Brown

Satyrodes eurydice

Butterfly

Aphrodite Fritillary

Speyeria aphrodite

Butterfly

Great Spangled Fritillary

Speyeria cybele

Butterfly

Red Admiral

Vanessa atalanta

Butterfly

American Lady

Vanessa virginiensis

Butterfly

Northern Broken Dash

Wallengrenia egeremet
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Moth

Luna Moth

Actia luna

Moth

Hummingbird Clearwing

Hemaris thysbe

Moth

Pale Green Pinion Moth

Lithophane viridipallens

Moth

Gypsy Moth

Lymantria dispar dispar

Moth

Two-striped Cord Grass Moth

Macrochilo bivittata

Moth

Winter Moth

Operophtera bumata

Moth

Chain Fern Borer

Papaipema stenocelis

SC

NL-SWAP

T

Other Animals Found in Easton’s Natural Communities
The following list of animals comes from Swain and Kearsley, Classification of the Natural Communities of Massachusetts, 2011. None of these
species have been identified in Easton. These animals are listed in Swain and Kearsley’s work in natural communities that do occur in Easton.
Unlike the list generated for other plants, animals in this list only come from Swain and Kearsley’s animals of special concern.
One does not expect to find all or even most of these animals in Easton although the vast majority are potentially found in natural communities
associated with the understudied Hockomock Swamp.
Common Name

Scientific Name

Type

Endangered Status

Eastern Spadefoot Toad

Scaphiopus holbrookii

Amphibian

T

Spring Salamander

Gyrinophilus porphyriticus

Amphibian

SC

Elderberry Long-horned Beetle Desmocerus palliatus

Beetle

SC

Marsh Wren

Cistothorus palustris

Bird

WL

Common Moorhen

Gallinula chloropus

Bird

SC
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Least Bittern

Ixobrychus exilis

Bird

E

King Rail

Rallus elegans

Bird

T

Coastal Swamp Amphipod

Synurella chamberlaini

Crustacean

SC

Intricate Fairy Shrimp

Eubranchipus intricatus

Crustacean

SC

Agassiz's Clam Shrimp

Eulimnadia agassizii

Crustacean

E

American Clam Shrimp

Limnadia lenticularis

Crustacean

SC

Ringed Boghaunter

Williamsonia lintneri

Dragon/Damsel

E

Comet Darner

Anax longipes

Dragon/Damsel

SC

New England Bluet

Enallagma laterale

Dragon/Damsel

SC

Scarlet Bluet

Enallagma pictum

Dragon/Damsel

T

Pine Barrens Bluet

Enallagma recurvatum

Dragon/Damsel

T

Midland Clubtail

Gomphus fraternus

Dragon/Damsel

SC

Cobra Clubtail

Gomphus vastus

Dragon/Damsel

SC

Skillet Clubtail

Gomphus ventricosus

Dragon/Damsel

SC

Umber Shadowdragon

Neurocordulia obsoleta

Dragon/Damsel

SC

Brook Snaketail

Ophiogomphus aspersus

Dragon/Damsel

SC

Riffle Snaketail

Ophiogomphus carolus

Dragon/Damsel

T

Lake Emerald

Somatochlora cingulata

Dragon/Damsel

SC

Ski-Tailed Emerald

Somatochlora elongata

Dragon/Damsel

SC
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Coppery Emerald

Somatochlora georgiana

Dragon/Damsel

E

Riverine Clubtail

Stylurus amnicola

Dragon/Damsel

E

Zebra Clubtail

Stylurus scudderi

Dragon/Damsel

E

A Clubtail Dragonfly

Stylurus spiniceps

Dragon/Damsel

T

Sunderland Spring Planarian

Polycelis remota

Flatworm

E

Southern Bog Lemming

Synaptomy cooperi

Mammal

SC

Long-tailed Shrew

Sorex dispar

Mammal

SC

Walker's Limpet

Ferrissia walkeri

Mollusk

SC

Tidewater Mucket

Leptodea ochracea

Mollusk

SC

Eastern Pondmussel

Ligumia nasuta

Mollusk

SC

Pitcher Plant Borer Moth

Papaipema appassionata

Moth

SC

Water-Willow Stem Borer

Papaipema sulphurata

Moth

T

Coastal Heathland Cutworm

Abagrotis crumbi benjamini

Moth

SC

Barrens Daggermoth

Acronicta albarufa

Moth

T

Spiny Oakworm

Anisota stigma

Moth

SC

Blueberry Sallow

Apharetra purpurea

Moth

SC

Gerhard's Underwing Moth

Catocala herodias gerhardi

Moth

T

Melsheimer's Sack Bearer

Cicinnus melsheimeri

Moth

T

Chain Dot Geometer

Cingila catenaria

Moth

SC
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Imperial Moth

Eacles imperialis

Moth

SC

Coastal Barrens Buckmoth

Hemileuca maia

Moth

T

Pine Barrens Itame

Itame species 1

Moth

SC

Pine Barrens Lycia

Lycia ypsilon

Moth

T

Barrens Metarranthis Moth

Matarranthis apiciaria

Moth

E

Pine Barrens Zale

Zale species 1

Moth

SC

Pine Barrens Zanclognatha

Zanclognatha martha

Moth

T

Orange Sallow Moth

Rhodoecia aurantiago

Moth

T

Olive Vertigo

Vertigo perryi

Moth

SC

Wood Turtle

Clemmys insculpta

Reptile

SC

Smooth Branched Sponge

Spongilla aspinosa

Sponge

SC

Appendix III: Inventory of Local Flora
Appendix: Plant Inventory
The plant inventory presented here includes 780 species of mosses, grasses, flowering plants, vines, shrubs, and trees. It includes 286 species
first recorded in the 1890s by Oakes Ames and Frederick Law Olmsted. Of those historically recorded species, only 102 have been observed since
1960. That does not mean that 184 species have gone extinct. For example, Balsam and Nordmann firs, essentially naturalized introductions on
Ames estates, were included in early lists and excluded from later ones focused on “wild’ plants. Still, given the amount of development that has
occurred in the last century and a quarter, some species, like the endangered orchid, Lesser Rattlesnake-plantain, are clearly gone. About 6% of
the plants on the current list have some degree of rarity based on the state classification system. Discovering which remain or are threatened
should be part of any serious natural resources plan and provides an opportunity to involve colleges and non- profits in a research program.
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Obs.
Record1890’s

√

Obs.
Record
19602016

Common Name

Scientific Name (USDA)

Type

Duration

Wetland
Status

Endangered
Status

√

Balsam Fir

Abies balsamea

Tree

P

W/U

√

White Fir

Abies concolor

Tree

P

U1

√

Korean Fir

Abies koreana

Tree

P

√

Nordmann Fir

Abies nordmanniana

Tree

P

√

Blue Spanish Fir

Abies pinsapo

Tree

P

√

Velvet-leaf

Abutilon theophrasti

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Common Three-seeded Mercury

Acalypha rhomboidea

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Trident Maple

Acer buergerianum

Tree

P

√

Miyabei Maple

Acer miyabei

Tree

P

√

Ash-leaf Maple, Box Elder

Acer negundo

Tree

P

√

Japanese Maple

Acer palmatum

Tree

P

√

Striped Maple, Moosewood

Acer pensylvanicum

Tree

P

U2

√

Norway Maple

Acer platanoides

Tree

P

U1

√

√

Red Maple

Acer rubrum

Tree

P

W/U

√

√

Silver Maple

Acer saccharinum

Tree

P

W2

√

√
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W/U

√

√

Sugar Maple

Acer saccharum

Tree

P

√

Shandong Maple, Purpleblow Maple

Acer truncatum

Tree

P

√

Yarrow

Achillea millefolium

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Calamus, Single-Vein Sweet Flag

Acorus calamus

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

White Baneberry

Actaea pachypoda

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Northern Maidenhair Fern

Adiantum pedatum

6-6-Fern

P

U2

Buckeye

Aesculus glabra

Tree

P

Horse Chestnut

Aesculus hippocastanum

Tree

P

Small-flowered False Foxglove

Agalinis paupercula

Flowering Plant

A

W1

√

Slender-leaf False Foxglove

Agalinis tenuifolia ssp. parviflora

Flowering Plant

A

W2

√

Medicinal Agrimony, Churchsteeples

Agrimonia eupatoria

Flowering Plant

P

√

Common Corncockle

Agrostemma githago

Flowering Plant

A

√

Colonial Bent Grass

Agrostis capillaris

Grass

P

W/U

√

Black Bent Grass, Red Topped Bent Grass

Agrostis gigantea

Grass

P

W2

√

Spreading Bent Grass, Creeping Bent Grass Agrostis stolonifera

Grass

P

W2

√

Tree-of-Heaven

Ailanthus altissima

Tree

P

U1

√

Garlic Mustard

Alliaria officinalis

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Garlic Mustard

Alliaria petiolata

Flowering Plant

A/B

U2

European Alder, Black Alder

Alnus glutinosa

Tree

P

W2

√

√
√
√

√
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U2

√

Smooth Alder

Alnus incana spp. incana

Tree

P

W2

√

Speckled Alder

Alnus incana spp. rugosa

Tree

P

W2

Sitka Alder, Green Alder

Alnus viridis

Shrub

P

W/U

√

Field Meadow Foxtail Grass

Alopecurus pratensis

Grass

P

W2

√

Green Amaranth, Prince's Feather

Amaranthus hybridus

Flowering Plant

A

U1

√

Red-Root, Pigweed, Green Amaranth

Amaranthus retroflexus

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Common Ragweed

Ambrosia artemisiifolia

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Canadian Serviceberry, Thicket Shadbush,
Juneberry, Eastern Serviceberry

Amelanchier canadensis

Shrub

P

W/U

√

American Hog Peanut

Amphicarpaea bracteata

Flowering Plant

A

W/U

√

Pearly Everlasting

Anaphalis margaritacea

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Nightcaps, Wood-anemone, Wind-flower

Anemone quinquefolia

Flowering Plant

P

U2

Tall Thimbleweed

Anemone virginiana

Flowering Plant

P

U2

Field Pussytoes

Antennaria neglecta

Flowering Plant

P

U1

Stinking Chamomile, Mayweed, Dog Fennel Anthemis cotula

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Large Sweet Vernal Grass

Anthoxanthum odoratum

Grass

P

U2

√

√

Groundnut, Wild Bean, Potato-bean

Apios americana

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

√

Spreading Dogbane, Pink Dogbane

Apocynum androsaemifolium

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

√

Red Columbine, Wild Columbine

Aquilegia canadensis

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

√
√
√
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√

√

√

European Columbine, Garden-columbine

Aquilegia vulgaris

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Mouse-ear Cress

Arabidopsis thaliana

Flowering Plant

A

U1

√

Wild Sarsaparilla

Aralia nudicaulis

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Hercules' Club, Devil's Walking-stick

Aralia spinosa

Shrub

P

W/U

√

Great Burdock

Arctium lappa

Flowering Plant

B

U1

√

Lesser Burdock

Arctium minus

Flowering Plant

B

U2

Arethusa, Dragon's Mouth

Arethusa bulbosa

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Jack-in-the-Pulpit

Arisaema triphyllum

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Purple Chokeberry

Aronia prunifolia

Shrub

P

W2

√

Common Wormwood. Mugwort

Artemisia vulgaris

Flowering Plant

P

U1

Poke Milkweed

Asclepias exaltata

Flowering Plant

P

U1
W1

√

√
√

√

Swamp Milkweed

Asclepias incarnata

Flowering Plant

P

√

√

Common Milkweed

Asclepias syriaca

Flowering Plant P

U1

Ebony Spleenwort

Asplenium platyneuron

6-6-Fern

P

U2

Subarctic Lady Fern

Athyrium filix-femina

6-6-Fern

P

W/U

Fernleaf Yellow False Foxglove

Aureolaria pedicularia ssp. pedicularia

Flowering Plant A

√

Wild Indigo

Baptisia tinctoria

Flowering Plant P

√

Garden Yellow Rocket,Winter-cress

Barbarea vulgaris

Flowering Plant B

W/U

√

Yellow Screwstem, Bartonia

Bartonia virginica

Flowering Plant A

W2

√
√

√

√
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√

Ash Berry, Oregon Grape

Berberis aquifolium ssp. aquifolium

Shrub

P

U1

√

Japanese Barberry, Thunberg's Barberry

Berberis thunbergii

Shrub

P

U2

√

√

European Barberry

Berberis vulgaris

Shrub

P

U2

√

√

Hoary Alyssum

Berteroa incana

Flowering Plant A/B

U1

√

Yellow Birch

Betula alleghaniensis

Tree

P

W/U

√

Black Birch, Sweet Birch

Betula lenta

Tree

P

U2

√

Heritage Birch, River Birch

Betula nigra

Tree

P

W2

√

White Birch

Betula papyrifera

Tree

P

U2

√

Gray Birch

Betula populifolia

Tree

P

W/U

√

Bearded Beggarticks,Tickseed Sunflower

Bidens aristosa

Flowering Plant

A/B

W2

√

Swamp Beggar-ticks, Sticktights

Bidens connata

Flowering Plant

A

W2

√

Devil's Pitchforks, Devil's Beggar-ticks

Bidens frondosa

A

W2

√

Small Spike False Nettle, Bog-hemp

Boehmeria cylindrica

Flowering Plant

P

W1

Water Shield

Brasenia schreberi

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Rape, Field Mustard

Brassica rapa

Flowering Plant

A

U1

√

Water Dragon, Wild Calla,Water-arum Calla palustris

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

√

√

√

√

Flowering Plant

Greater Water-starwort,

√

Two-headed Water-starwort

CallItriche heterophylla

Flowering Plant

A

W1

Eastern Sweetshrub

Calycanthus floridus

Shrub

P

U2
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√
√

Hedge False Bindweed

Calystegia sepium

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

Marsh-bellflower

Campanula aparinoides

Flowering Plant

P

W1

Bluebells-of-Scotland, Bluebell Bellflower

Campanula rotundifolia

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Trumpet-creeper, Trumpet-vine

Campsis radicans

Vine

P

W/U

√

Shepherd's Purse

Capsella bursa-pastoris

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Quaker Bittercress,
Pennsylvania Bittercress, Common Bittercress

Cardamine pensylvanica

Flowering Plant

A/B

W2

Cuckoo-flower

Cardamine pratensis

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Yellow-fruit Sedge

Carex annectens

Grass

P

W2

√

Fringed Sedge

Carex crinita

Grass

P

W1

√

Greater Bladder Sedge

Carex intumescens

Grass

P

W2

Southern Long Sedge

Carex lonchocarpa

Grass

P

W1

√

Hop Sedge

Carex lupulina

Grass

P

W1

√

Sallow Sedge

Carex lurida

Grass

P

W1

√

Few-seeded or Bog-sedge

Carex oligosperma

Grass

P

W1

√

Pennsylvania Sedge

Carex pensylvanica

Grass

P

U1

√

Cypress-like Sedge

Carex pseudocyperus

Grass

P

W1

√

Pointed Broom Sedge

Carex scoparia

Grass

P

W2

√

Stalk-grain Sedge, Awl-fruited Sedge

Carex stipata

Grass

P

W1

√

√

√

√

√
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E

√

Upright Sedge, Tussock Sedge

Carex stricta

Grass

P

W1

√

Swan's Sedge

Carex swanii

Grass

P

U2

√

Lesser Bladder Sedge

Carex vesicaria

Grass

P

W1

√

Common Fox Sedge

Carex vulpinoidea

Grass

P

W1

Ironwood, Hornbeam

Carpinus carolinianus

Tree

P

W/U

√

Mockernut Hickory

Carya alba

Tree

P

U1

√

Bitternut Hickory or Swamp Hickory

Carya cordiformis

Tree

P

W/U

√

Pignut Hickory

Carya glabra

Tree

P

U2

√

Shagbark Hickory

Carya ovata

Tree

P

U2

√

American Chestnut

Castanea dentata

Tree

P

U1

Chinquapin Chestnut

Castanea pumila

Tree

P

U1

√

Southern Catalpa

Catalpa bignonioides

Tree

P

U2

√

Northern Catalpa

Catalpa speciosa

Tree

P

U2

New Jersey Tea, Redroot

Ceanothus americanus

Shrub

P

√

Cedar of Lebanon

Cedrus libani

Tree

P

√

Oriental Bittersweet

Celastrus orbiculatus

Vine

P

U1

√

American Bittersweet

Celastrus scandens

Vine

P

U2

Spurred Buterfly Pea

Centrosema virginianum

Vine

P

Buttonbush

Cephalanthus occidentalis

Shrub

P

√

√
√
√

√

√
√

√
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W1

T

√

√

Mouse-ear Chickweed

Cerastium vulgatum

Flowering Plant

B

√

Katsura

Cercidiphyllum japonicum

Tree

P

√

Eastern Redbud, Judas Tree

Cercis canadensis

Tree

P

U2

√

Japanese Quince

Chaenomeles speciosa

Shrub

P

U1

√

Dwarf Snapdragon, Lesser Toadflax

Chaenorhinum minus

Flowering Plant

A

U1

√

Sawara Falsecyparis

Chamaecyparis pisifera

Tree

P

√

Atlantic White Cedar

Chamaecyparis thyoides

Tree

P

W1

√

Leatherleaf

Chamaedaphne calyculata

Shrub

P

W1

Narrow-leaved Fireweed, Great Willow-herb

Chamaenerion angustifolium

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

√

U2

√

√

Spotted Sandmat

Chamaesyce maculata

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

√

Greater Celandine, Swallow-wort

Chelidonium majus

Flowering Plant

B

U1

√

√

White Turtlehead

Chelone glabra

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

√

Lamb's-quarters, Pigweed

Chenopodium album

Flowering Plant

A

U2

Good King Henry

Chenopodium bonus-henricus

Flowering Plant

A

√
√

√

Spotted Wintergreen

Chimaphila maculata

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

√

Pipsissewa

Chimaphila umbellata

Flowering Plant

P

U1

White Fringetree

Chionanthus virginicus

Shrub

P

W/U

√

Chicory, Blue Sailors, Cornflower

Cichorium intybus

Flowering Plant

B

U1

√

Bulblet-bearing Water-hemlock

Cicuta bulbifera

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√
√
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√

√

Spotted Cowbane, Musquash-root

Cicuta maculata

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Sweet Wood-reed

Cinna arundinacea

Grass

P

W2

√

Broad-leaved Enchanter's Nightshade

Circaea canadensis

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Bull-thistle, Common Thistle

Cirsium vulgare

Flowering Plant

B

U2

√

Yellowwood

Cladrastis kentukea

Tree

P

U1

Devil's-Darning-Needles

Clematis virginiana

Vine

P

U2

√

Mountain Sweet Pepperbush

Clethra acuminata

Flowering Plant

P

√

Coastal Sweet Pepper-bush, White Alder

Clethra alnifolia

Shrub

P

W/U

√

Bastard-toadflax

Comandra umbellata

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Asiatic Dayflower

Commelina communis

Flowering Plant

A

W/U

√

Sweet Fern

Comptonia peregrina

Shrub

P

U1

√

Lily-of-the-valley

Convallaria majalis

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Horseweed

Conyza canadensis ssp. canadensis

Flowering Plant

A

U1

√

Three-leaf Goldthread

Coptis trifolia

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Pink Tickseed

Coreopsis rosea

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Pagoda-dogwood, Alternate-leaved Dogwood

Cornus alternifolia

Tree

P

U2

√

Silky Dogwood

Cornus amomum

Shrub

P

W2

Bunchberry Dogwood, Dwarf Cornel

Cornus canadensis

Shrub

P

W/U

√

√

√

√

Spotted Water-hemlock,
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√

√

Flowering Dogwood

Cornus florida

Tree

P

U2

Red-flowering Dogwood

Cornus florida rubra

Tree

P

U2

√

Kousa Dogwood

Cornus kousa

Tree

P

√

Gray Dogwood, Northern Swamp-dogwood Cornus racemosa

Shrub

P

W/U

√

Red Osier Dogwood

Cornus sericea

Shrub

P

W2

Scrambled Eggs

Corydalis aurea

Flowering Plant

A

√

√

2

√

√

Pale Corydalis

Corydalis sempervirens

Flowering Plant

A

U1

√

√

American Filbert, American Hazelnut

Corylus americana

Shrub

P

U2

√

Beaked Hazelnut

Corylus cornuta

Shrub

P

U2

Round-leaved or Fireberry Hawthorn

Crataegus chrysocarpa

Tree

P

√

Strangleweed, Dodder, Scaldweed

Cuscuta gronovii

Vine

P

√

Black Swallow-wort

Cynanchum nigrum

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Pink Lady's Slipper, Moccasin-flower

Cypripedium acaule

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

White Lady's Slipper

Cypripedium acaule forma albiflorum

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Showy Lady's Slipper

Cypripedium reginae

Flowering Plant

P

W2

Blublet Bladder Fern

Cystopteris bulbifera

Fern

P

W2

√

Orchard Grass

Dactylis glomerata

Grass

P

U2

√

Poverty Oatgrass

Danthonia spicata

Grass

P

U1

Garland Flower

Daphne cneorum

Shrub

P

U1

√
√

√

√
√

√
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2

E, 3a

√

√

Golden Hardhack, Shrubby Cinquefoil

Dasiphora fruticosa

Shrub

P

W2

√

Jimsonweed

Datura stramonium

Flowering Plant

A

U1

√

Queen Anne's Lace, Wild Carrot

Daucus carota

Flowering Plant

B

U1

√

Swamp Loosestrife, Water-willow

Decodon verticillatus

Shrub

P

W1

√

Hay-scented Fern

Dennstaedtia punctilobula

Fern

P

U1

Silvery Glade Fern, Silvery Spleenwort

Deparia acrostichoides

Fern

P

W/U

Dillenius' Tick Trefoil

Desmodium glabellum

Flowering Plant

P

Dwarf Deutzia, Slender Pride of Rochester Deutzia gracilis

Shrub

P

U1

√

Deptford Pink

Dianthus armeria

Flowering Plant

A

U1

√

Deer-tongued Rosette Grass

Dichanthelium clandestinum

Grass

P

W2

√

Northern Bush Honeysuckle

Diervilla lonicera

Shrub

P

U1

√

Purple Foxglove

Digitalis purpurea

Flowering Plant

B

U2

√

Whitlow-grass

Draba verna

Flowering Plant

A

U1

Round-leaved Sundew

Drosera rotundifolia

Flowering Plant

P

W1

Spinulose Wood Fern

Dryopteris carthusiana

Fern

P

W2

Clinton's Wood Fern

Dryopteris clintoniana

Fern

P

W2

√

Crested Fern

Dryopteris cristata

Fern

P

W1

√

Evergreen Wood Fern, Intermediate Wood Fern

Dryopteris intermedia

Fern

P

W/U

√

Marginal Wood Fern

Dryopteris marginalis

Fern

P

U2

√
√
√
√

√
√
√
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√

Three-way Sedge

Dulichium arundinaceum

Grass

P

W1

√

Large Barnyard Grass

Echinochloa crus-galli

Grass

A

W/U

√

Wild Cucumber

Echinocystis lobata

Flowering Plant

A

W2

√

Russian Olive

Elaeagnus angustifolia

Shrub

P

U2

√

Silver Berry

Elaeagnus commutata

Shrub

P

U1

√

Cherry Silver Berry

Elaeagnus multiflora

Shrub

P

√

Autumn Olive

Elaeagnus umbellata

Shrub

P

√

Spike Rush

Eleocharis palustris

Grass

P

√

Five-leaved Aralia

Eleutherococcus pentaphyllus

Shrub

P

Canadian or Broad-leaved Water-weed Elodea canadensis

Flowering Plant

P

W1

Quackgrass

Elymus umbellata

Grass

P

U2

Crowberry

Empetrum nigrum

Shrub

P

W/U

√

Trailing Arbutus, Mayflower

Epigaea repens

Flowering Plant

P

√

Purple-leaf Willow Herb

Epilobium coloratum

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

√

Helleborine

Epipactis helleborine

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

√

Field Horsetail

Equisetum arvense

Fern

P

W/U

√

Purple Lovegrass, Tufted Lovegrass

Eragrostis pectinacea

Grass

A

W/U

√

Petticoat-climber, Purple Lovegrass

Eragrostis spectabilis

Grass

P

U1

√

Pilewort, Fireweed, American Burnweed

Erechtites hieraciifolia ssp. hieraciifolia Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

√
√
√
√
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W1

3b

√

Eastern Daisy-fleabane, Whitetop,
Sweet Scabious

Erigeron annuus

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Robin's Plantain

Erigeron pulchellus

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Prairie Fleabane

Erigeron strigosus

Flowering Plant

A

U2

Flowering Plant

P

U2

Shrub

P

W2

√

Trout Lily, Fawn Lily, Yellow Adder's Tongue Erythronium rostratum

√

Swamp Deciduous-Doghob,
Swamp Doghobble, Swamp-fetterbush Eubotrys racemosa

√

Winged Euonymus, Winged Burning Bush

Euonymus alatus

Shrub

P

√

Eastern Wahoo, Euonymus, Burning Bush

Euonymus atropurpurea

Shrub

P

√

Winter-creeper

Euonymus fortunei ssp. radicans

Shrub

P

√

Coastal Plain Joe Pye Weed

Eupatoriadelphus dubium

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Spotted Joe-Pye-weed

Eupatoriadelphus maculatum

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Common Boneset

Eupatorium perfoliatum

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Rough Boneset, Verbena-boneset

Eupatorium pilosum

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Hairy Boneset

Eupatorium pubescens

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

Leafy Spurge, Wolf's Milk

Euphorbia esula

Flowering Plant

P

(Cross of E. macrophylla and E. spectabilis) Eurybia × herveyi

Flowering Plant

P

White Wood-aster

Flowering Plant

P

√
√

√

Cartpath-aster, Hervey's Aster

Eurybia divaricata
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U2

√

Showy Aster

Eurybia spectabilis

Flowering Plant

P

√

Flat-top Goldentop, Grass-leaved Goldenrod

Euthamia graminifolia

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

Green-stemmed Joe-Pye-Weed

Eutrochium purpureum

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

Pearl Bush

Exochorda racemosa

Shrub

P

U1

√

American Beech

Fagus grandifolia

Tree

P

U2

√

European Beech

Fagus sylvatica

Tree

P

√

Fine-leaved Sheep Fescue

Festuca filiformis

Grass

P

U1

√

Sheep-fescue

Festuca ovina

Grass

P

U1

√

Red Fescue

Festuca rubra

Grass

P

U2

Golden Bell, Weeping Forsythia

Forsythia suspensa

Shrub

P

U1

Fragaria virginiana ssp. virginiana

Flowering Plant

P

U2

Glossy Alder-buckthorn

Frangula alnus

Shrub

P

W/U

√

Carolina Buckthorn

Frangula caroliniana

Shrub

P

W/U

√

White Ash

Fraxinus americana

Tree

P

U2

√

Green Ash

Fraxinus pennsylvanica

Tree

P

W2

√

Beetleweed, Wandflower, Galax

Galax urceolata

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Sweet-scented or

√

√

√
√

Virgina Strawberry, Wild Strawberry,
Thick-leaved Wild Strawberry

√

Glossy False Buckthorn,
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√

√

Sticky-willy, Cleavers, Spring-cleavers

Galium aparine

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Rough Bedstraw

Galium asprellum

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Licorice Bedstraw, Wild Licorice,
Galium circaezans

Flowering Plant

P

U2

Forest-bedstraw
√

Whorled Bedstraw, False Baby's Breath Galium mollugo

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Common Marsh-bedstraw

Galium palustre

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Stiff Marsh Bedstraw

Galium tinctorium

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Three-petal Bedstraw, Small Bedstraw Galium trifidum

Flowering Plant

P

W2

Yellow or Our Lady's Bedstraw

Galium verum

Vine

P

√

Eastern Teaberry, Wintergreen

Gaultheria procumbens

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Black Huckleberry

Gaylussacia baccata

Shrub

P

U2

√

Blue Huckleberry, Dangleberry, Blue Tangle Gaylussacia frondosa

Shrub

P

W/U

Carolina Crane's Bill

Geranium carolinianum

Flowering Plant

A

√

Spotted Crane's Bill

Geranium maculatum

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

White Avens

Geum canadense

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

Ginkgo

Ginkgo biloba

Tree

P

√

Ground-ivy, Alehoof, Gill-over-the-ground

Glechoma hederacea

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Honeylocust

Gleditsia triacanthos

Tree

P

W/U

√

Small Floating Manna Grass

Glyceria borealis

Grass

P

W1

√

√
√

√
√
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√

Glyceria canadensis

Grass

P

W1

Life Everlasting, Indian Posey

Gnaphalium spp.

Flowering Plant

A

W/U

Downy Rattlesnake Plantain

Goodyera pubescens

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Dwarf or Lesser Rattlesnake-plantain

Goodyera repens

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Golden Hedge-hyssop, Golden Pert

Gratiola aurea

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Kentucky Coffeetree

Gymnocladus dioicus

Tree

P

√

Silver Bell Tree

Halesia tetraptera

Tree

P

√

Witch-hazel

Hamamelis virginiana

Shrub

P

U2

√

English Ivy

Hedera helix

Vine

P

U2

√

Purple-headed Sneezeweed

Helenium flexuosum

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Canadian Frostweed, Canadian Rockrose

Helianthemum canadense

Flowering Plant

P

√

Harsh Sunflower,
Rough-leaved Woodland Sunflower

Helianthus divaricatus

Flowering Plant

P

Paleleaf Woodland Sunflower

Helianthus strumosus

Flowering Plant

P

U2

Orange Day-lily

Hemerocallis fulva

Flowering Plant

P

U1
U2

√

White Balsam, Cudweed,

√

√

√

√

√

√

Rattlesnake Manna Grass

√

Mother-of-the-Evening, Dame's Rocket Hesperis matronalis

Flowering Plant

B

√

Rose-of-Sharon, Althea

Tree

P

√

Orange Hawkweed, Devil's Paintbrush Hieracium aurantiacum

Flowering Plant

P

Hibiscus syriacus
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E

√

Meadow Hawkweed

Hieracium caespitosum

Flowering Plant

P

√

Canada Hawkweed

Hieracium canadense

Flowering Plant

P

√

Common Hawkweed

Hieracium lachenalii

Flowering Plant

P

√

European Hawkweed

Hieracium lactucella

Flowering Plant

P

Rattlesnake Weed, Poor Robin's Plantain

Hieracium venosum

Flowering Plant

P

√

Whip-hawkweed, Large Mouse-ear

Hieracium x flagellare

Flowering Plant

P

√

Common Velvet Grass

Holcus lanatus

Grass

P

U2

√

American Featherfoil

Hottonia inflate

Flowering Plant

A

W1

√

Quaker-ladies, Azure Bluet

Houstonia caerulea

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Panicled Hydrangea, Peegee Hydrangea Hydrangea paniculata

Shrub

P

W/U

√

American Marsh Pennywort

Hydrocotyle americana

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Many-flower Marsh Pennywort

Hydrocotyle umbellata

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Garden Orpine

Hylotelephium erythrostictum

Flowering Plant

P

√

Purple Orpine

Hylotelephium telephium

Flowering Plant

P

√

Live-forever, Orpine

Hylotelephium telephium spp. telephium

Flowering Plant

P

U1

Lesser Canadian St. John's-wort

Hypericum canadense

Flowering Plant

A

W2

Bushy St. John's Wort

Hypericum densiflorum

Flowering Plant

P

W2

Pale St. John's-wort

Hypericum ellipticum

Flowering Plant

P

W1

Golden St. John's Wort

Hypericum frondosum

Flowering Plant

P

√

√
√
√
√
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√

Orange Grass

Hypericum gentianoides

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Dwarf St John's-wort

Hypericum mutilum

Flowering Plant

A

W2

√

Common St John's-wort, Klamath Weed

Hypericum perforatum

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Hairy Cat's-ear

Hypochaeris radicata

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Eastern Yellow Star-Grass, Common Goldstar

Hypoxis hirsuta

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Common Winterberry, Black Alder, Holly

Ilex verticillata

Shrub

P

W2

√

Spotted Touch-me-not, Orange Jewelweed Impatiens capensis

Flowering Plant

A

W2

√

Pale Touch-me-not, Yellow Jewelweed Impatiens pallida

Flowering Plant

A

W2

√

Common Morning Glory

Ipomoea purpurea

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Crested Iris

Iris cristata

Flowering Plant

P

√

Pale Yellow Iris, Water-flag

Iris pseudacorus

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Northern Blue Flag, Wild Iris, Poison-flag

Iris versicolor

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Purple Five-leaf Orchid, Large Whorled Pogonia

Isotria verticillata

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Black Walnut

Juglans nigra

Tree

P

U2

√

Lamp Rush, Common Rush

Juncus effusus

Grass

P

W1

√

Bayonet-rush

Juncus militaris

Grass

P

W1

√

Lesser Poverty Rush, Path Rush, Yard Rush Juncus tenuis

Grass

P

W/U

√

Creeping Juniper

Juniperus horizontalis

Shrub

P

U2

√

Savin, Savin Juniper

Juniperus sabina procumbens

Shrub

P

√

√

√
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WL

√

√

√

√

Red Cedar

Juniperus virginiana

Tree

P

U2

√

Sheep Laurel

Kalmia angustifolia

Shrub

P

W/U

√

Mountain Laurel

Kalmia latifolia

Shrub

P

U2

√

Bog Laurel

Kalmia polifolia

Shrub

P

W1

√

Castor-aralia

Kalopanax pictus

Tree

P

Japan Globe Flower, Japanese Rose

Kerria japonica

Shrub

P

√
√

√

Beauty-bush

Kolkwitzia amabilis

Shrub

P

√

√

Wild Blue Lettuce

Lactuca biennis

Flowering Plant

A

W/U

√

Canadian Lettuce

Lactuca canadensis

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Dead-Nettle

Lamium album

Flowering Plant

P

√

European Larch

Larix decidua

Tree

P

U1

√

Tamarack

Larix laricina

Tree

P

W2

√

Slender Pinweed

Lechea tenuifolia

Flowering Plant

P

√

Labrador Tea

Ledum groenlandicum

Shrub

P

W1

√

Rice Cutgrass

Leersia oryzoides

Grass

P

W1

√

Common Duckweed

Lemna minor

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

August Flower, Fall Dandelion, Hawkbit Leontodon autumnalis

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Motherwort

Leonurus cardiaca

Flowering Plant

P

√

Field Cress

Lepidium campestre

Flowering Plant

A
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√

Poor-man's Pepperwort,
Wild Peppergrass, Virginia Pepperweed Lepidium virginicum

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Round-headed Bush-clover

Lespedeza capitata

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Shrubby Bush-clover

Lespedeza frutescens

Flowering Plant

P

√

Hairy Bush-clover

Lespedeza hirta

Flowering Plant

P

√

Prairie Bush-clover

Lespedeza leptostachya

Flowering Plant

P

√

Trailing Bush-clover

Lespedeza procumbens

Flowering Plant

P

√

Purple Bush-clover

Lespedeza violacea

Flowering Plant

P

Ox-eye Daisy, Marguerite

Leucanthemum vulgare

Flowering Plant

P

√

Japanese or Ibota Privet

Ligustrum obtusifolium

Shrub

P

√

California Privet

Ligustrum ovalifolium

Shrub

P

√

European Privet, Common or Hedge Privet Ligustrum vulgare

Shrub

P

U2

√

Canada or Wild Yellow Lily, Meadow Lily

Lilium canadense

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Tiger-lily

Lilium lancifolium

Flowering Plant

P

√

Wood-lily

Lilium philadelphicum

Flowering Plant

P

√

Butter-and-eggs, Common Toadflax

Linaria vulgaris

Flowering Plant

P

√

Northern Spicebush

Lindera benzoin

Shrub

P

W2

√

Yellow-seed False Pimpernel

Lindernia dubia

Flowering Plant

A

W1

Woodland, Spreading, or Virginia Yellow Flax

Linum virginianum

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

√
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U1

W/U

√

American Sweetgum

√

Tree

P

W/U

Tulip-tree, Tulip-poplar, Yellow Poplar Liriodendron tulipifera

Tree

P

U2

Red Lobelia, Cardinal Flower

Lobelia cardinalis

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Indian Tobacco

Lobelia inflata

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Great Blue Lobelia

Lobelia siphilitica

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Pale-spike Lobelia

Lobelia spicata

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Perennial Rye Grass

Lolium perenne

Grass

P

U2

√

American Fly Honeysuckle

Lonicera canadensis

Shrub

P

U2

Sweet Breath of Spring

Lonicera fragrantissima

Shrub

P

√

Japanese Honeysuckle

Lonicera japonica

Vine

P

U2

√

Morrow's Honeysuckle

Lonicera morrowii

Shrub

P

U2

√

Twinsisters, Tatarian Honeysuckle

Lonicera tatarica

Shrub

P

U2

√

Garden Birdsfoot-trefoil

Lotus corniculatus

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Marsh Primrose-willow,
Water Purslane, Mud-loosestrife

Ludwigia palustris

Flowering Plant

P

W1

Common Wood-rush

Luzula multiflora

Grass

P

U2

Matrimony Vine

Lycium barbarum

Vine

P

U1

√

Groundcedar

Lycopodium complanatum

Fern

P

U2

√

Flat-branched Tree Clubmoss,

√

√

√

√
√

Liquidambar styraciflua
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E, 3b

√

Ground Pine, Princess Pine

Lycopodium obscurum

Fern

P

√

Ground Pine, Deeproot Clubmoss

Lycopodium tristachyum

Fern

P

√

Cut-leaf Water-horehound,
American Water-horehound

Lycopus americanus

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Gypsywort, Taperleaf Water-Horehound

Lycopus rubellus

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Northern Water-horehound, Bugleweed

Lycopus uniflorus

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Virginia Water-horehound, Virginia Bugleweed

Lycopus virginicus

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Maleberry, Male Blueberry

Lyonia ligustrina

Shrub

P

W2

Fringed Loosestrife

Lysimachia ciliata

Flowering Plant

P

W2

Lysimachia quadrifolia

Flowering Plant

P

W1

Yellow loosestrife

Lysimachia terrestris

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Purple Loosestrife, Spiked Loosestrife

Lythrum salicaria

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Cucumber Magnolia

Magnolia acuminata

Tree

P

U2

√

Canada Mayflower, Wild Lily-of-the-Valley Maianthemum canadense

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Feathery False Solomon's Seal

Maianthemum racemosum

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Sweet Crab Apple

Malus coronaria

Tree

P

√

Toringo Crabapple

Malus toringo

Shrub

P

√
√

Four-flower Yellow Loosestrife,
Whorled Loosestrife

√

√

U2

Swamp-candles, Swamp-loosestrife,
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√

Musk-mallow

Malva moschata

Flowering Plant

P

Cheeses, Common Mallow

Malva neglecta

Flowering Plant

A

Round-leaved or Dwarf Mallow

Malva pusilla

Flowering Plant

A

√

High Mallow

Malva sylvestris

Flowering Plant

A

√

Indian Cucumber-root

Medeola virginiana

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Black Medick, Nonesuch

Medicago lupulina

Flowering Plant

A

U1

√

Alfalfa

Medicago sativa

Flowering Plant

A

U1

√

American Cow-wheat, Narrowleaf Cow-wheat

Melampyrum lineare

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Common Cow-wheat

Melampyrum lineare ssp. lineare

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Yellow Sweet Clover

Melilotus officinalis

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

American Wild Mint, Field-mint,
Corn-mint, Wild Mint

Mentha arvensis

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Peppermint

Mentha piperita

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Virginia Bluebells

Mertensia virginica

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Dawn Redwood

Metasequoia glyptostroboides

Tree

P

√

Climbing Hempweed

Mikania scandens

Vine

P

W1

√

Sharp Winged Monkey-flower

Mimulus alatus

Flowering Plant

P

W1

Mimulus ringens

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√
√

√

U1

Allegheny Monkey-flower,
Blue Monkey-flower
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√

Flowering Plant

P

U1

Patridge-berry, Twinberry, Two-eyed Berry Mitchella repens

Flowering Plant

P

U2

Green Carpetweed, Indian Chickweed

Mollugo verticillata

Flowering Plant

A

W/U

√

Oswego Tea, Wild Bergamot

Monarda fistulosa

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Pinesap

Monotropa hypopitys

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

One-flower Indian Pipe

Monotropa uniflora

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Northern Bayberry

Morella cerifera

Shrub

P

W/U

√

White Mulberry

Morus alba

Tree

P

U2

√

Black Mulberry

Morus nigra

Tree

P

√

True Forget-me-not

Myosotis scorpioides

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Sweet Gale

Myrica gale

Shrub

P

W1

√

Water Milfoils

Myriophylum spp.

Flowering Plant

√

Lion's Foot, Cankerweed

Nabalus serpentaria

Flowering Plant

P

U1

Catnip

Nepeta cataria

Flowering Plant

P

U2

Yellow Water-lily, Spatterdock

Nuphar lutea

Flowering Plant

P

W1

Blue, Canada, Old-field Toadflax

Nuttallanthus canadensis

Flowering Plant

A

White or Fragrant Water-lily

Nymphaea odorata

Flowering Plant

P

W1

Little Floating Heart

Nymphoides cordata

Flowering Plant

P

W1

Black Tupelo, Black Gum, Sour Gum

Nyssa sylvatica

Tree

P

W/U

√
√

√
√
√
√
√
√

√

Heart-leaved Four O'clock

Mirabilis nyctaginea
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√

Whorled Nodding Aster, Whorled Wood Aster

Oclemena acuminata

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

King's Cureall, Evening Primrose

Oenothera biennis

Flowering Plant

B

U2

Small Evening Primrose or Small Sundrops Oenothera perennis

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

Sensitive Fern

Onoclea sensibilis

Fern

P

W2

Adder's Tongue Fern

Ophioglossum pusillum

Fern

P

W1

Naked Broomrape, One-flowered Broomrape

Orobanche uniflora

Flowering Plant

A

U1

√

Cinnamon-fern

Osmunda cinnamomea

Fern

P

W2

√

Interrupted Fern

Osmunda claytoniana

Fern

P

W/U

√

Royal Fern

Osmunda regalis

Fern

P

W1

√

Eastern Hop Hornbeam, Ironwood

Ostrya virginiana

Tree

P

U2

√

Creeping Yellow Wood Sorrel

Oxalis corniculata

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Great Wood Sorrel

Oxalis grandis

Flowering Plant

A

√

Common Yellow Wood-sorrel

Oxalis stricta

Flowering Plant

P

Violet Wood-sorrel

Oxalis violacea

Flowering Plant

P

√

Japanese Pachysandra

Pachysandra terminalis

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Golden Groundsel, Golden Ragwort

Packera aurea

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Dwarf Ginseng

Panax trifolius

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Philadelphia Panic Grass

Panicum Philadelphicum

Grass

A

W/U

√

Persian Ironwood

Parrotia persica

Tree

P

√
√

√

√

√
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SC

√

Chinese Ironwood

Parrotia subaequalis

Tree

P

√

Virginia Creeper, Woodbine

Parthenocissus quinquefolia

Vine

P

U2

√

Japan Ivy, Boston Ivy

Parthenocissus tricuspidata

Vine

P

U1

√

Field or Wild Parsnip

Pastinaca sativa

√

Green Arrow-arum, Tuckahoe

Peltandra virginica

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Oriental Lady's-thumb Smartweed

Persicaria longiseta

Flowering Plant

A

U1

√

Reed Canary Grass

Phalaris arundinacea

Grass

P

W2

√

Amur Cork Tree

Phellodendron amurense

Tree

P

√

European or Sweet Mock Orange, Syringa

Philadelphus coronaries

Shrub

P

U1

√

Mock Orange Syringa

Philadelphus inodorus

Shrub

P

U1

Common Timothy Grass

Phleum pratense

Grass

P

U2

Smooth Phlox

Phlox glaberrima

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Fall Phlox

Phlox paniculata

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Common Reed

Phragmites australis

Grass

P

W2

√

American Pokeweed, Pokeberry, Poke Phytolacca americana

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Norway Spruce

Picea abies

Tree

P

U1

√

Engelman Spruce

Picea engelmannii

Tree

P

W/U

√

White Spruce

Picea glauca

Tree

P

U2

√

Korean Spruce

Picea koraiensis

Tree

P

√

√

√

√

√

√
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Flowering Plant

B

√

Serbian Spruce

Picea omorika

Tree

P

√

Blue Spruce

Picea pungens

Tree

P

U2

√

Mountain Fetterbush

Pieris floribunda

Shrub

P

U1

√

Pieris or Japanese Andromeda

Pieris japonica

Shrub

P

U1

√

Canadian Clearweed

Pilea pumila

Flowering Plant

A

W2

√

Japanese White Pine

Pinus parviflora

Tree

P

√

Red Pine

Pinus resinosa

Tree

P

U2

√

Pitch Pine

Pinus rigida

Tree

P

U2

√

White Pine

Pinus strobus

Tree

P

U2

√

Scots Pine

Pinus sylvestris

Tree

P

U1

Bracted or Rat-tail Plantain

Plantago aristata

Flowering Plant

A

√

English Plantain, Narrow-leaved Plantain

Plantago lanceolata

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Great Plantain, White Man's Foot

Plantago major ssp. major

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Black-seeded Plantain,
American Plantain, Red-stemmed Plantain Plantago rugelii

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Pale Green Orchis

Platanthera flava var herbiola

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Green Fringed Orchis, Ragged Fringed Orchis

Platanthera lacera

Flowering Plant

P

W2

Lesser Purple-fringed Orchid

Platanthera psycodes

Flowering Plant

P

W2

London Plane Tree

Platanus acerifolia

Tree

P

√
√

√

√
√
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√

American Sycamore, Buttonwood

Platanus occidentalis

Tree

P

W2

√

Annual Bluegrass, Speargrass

Poa annua

Grass

A

U2

√

Canada Bluegrass

Poa compressa

Grass

P

U2

√

Fowl Bluegrass

Poa palustris

Grass

P

W2

√

Kentucky Bluegrass

Poa pratensis

Grass

P

U2

√

Snake-mouth Orchid, Rose Pogonia

Pogonia ophioglossoides

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Drumheads,Cross-leaved Milkwort

Polygala cruciata

Flowering Plant

A

W2

Fringed Polygala, Gaywings

Polygala paucifolia

Flowering Plant

P

U2

Racemed or Bitter Milkwort

Polygala polygama

Flowering Plant

B

U2

√

Purple Milkwort

Polygala sanguinea

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Whorled Milkwort

Polygala verticillata

Flowering Plant

A

U1

King Solomon's Seal

Polygonatum biflorum

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Hairy Solomon's Seal

Polygonatum pubescens

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Nodding Smartweed

Polygonum amphibium

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Halberd-leaf Tearthumb

Polygonum arifolium

Vine

A

W1

√

Yard Knotweed, Doorweed

Polygonum aviculare

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Long-bristled Smartweed

Polygonum cespitosum

Flowering Plant

A

U1

√

Black Bindweed, False Buckwheat

Polygonum convolvulus

Vine

A

U2

√

Japanese Knotweed, Japanese Bamboo Polygonum cuspidatum

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√
√

√
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√

Water-pepper, Swollen Water-pepper,
Smartweed

Polygonum hydropiper

Flowering Plant

A

W1

Mild Water-pepper, Swamp Smartweed

Polygonum hydropiperoides

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Curly Knotweed

Polygonum lapathifolium

Flowering Plant

A

W2

√

Lady's Thumb, Heart's Ease

Polygonum persicaria

Flowering Plant

A

W2

√

Arrow-leaf Tearthumb

Polygonum sagittatum

Flowering Plant

A

W1

√

Rock Polypody

Polypodium virginianum

Fern

P

U1

Common Polypody

Polypodium vulgare

Fern

P

√

Pickerel-weed

Pontederia cordata

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Bigtoothed Aspen

Populus grandidentata

Tree

P

U2

√

Quaking Aspen

Populus tremuloides

Tree

P

U2

Little Hogweed, Common Purslane, Pusley

Portulaca oleracea

Flowering Plant

A

U2

Algae-like Pondweed

Potamogeton confervoides

Flowering Plant

P

W2

Floating Pondweed

Potamogeton natans

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Longleaf Pondweed

Potamogeton nodosos

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Silver-leaf Cinquefoil, Hoary Cinquefoil Potentilla argentea

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Dwarf Cinquefoil, Running Five-fingers Potentilla canadensis

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Norwegian Cinquefoil

Flowering Plant

A

W/U

√

√

√

√

False Water-pepper,

Potentilla norvegica
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√

Rough-fruited Cinquefoil, Sulphur Cinquefoil

Potentilla recta

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Old Field Cinquefoil, Old Field Five-fingers

Potentilla simplex

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Gall-of-the-earth, Fall Rattlesnake-root,
Three-leaved Rattlesnake Root

Prenanthes trifoliolata

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Self-heal, Heal-all

Prunella vulgaris

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Black Cherry

Prunus serotina

Tree

P

U2

√

Choke-cherry

Prunus virginiana

Tree

P

U2

√

Rabbit Tobacco

Pseudognaphalium obtusifolium

Flowering Plant

A

√

Douglas Spruce, Douglas Fir

Pseudotsuga menziesii

Tree

P

U1

√

Northern Bracken Fern

Pteridium aquilinum

Fern

P

U2

Pyracanth Thorn

Pyracantha spp.

Tree

P

U2

Round-leaved Shinleaf or Pyrola

Pyrola americana

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√
√

√

American Wintergreen,

√

√

Shinleaf, Elliptic Pyrola

Pyrola elliptica

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

√

Northern White Oak

Quercus alba

Tree

P

U2

√

Swamp White Oak

Quercus bicolor

Tree

P

W2

√

Scarlet Oak

Quercus coccinea

Tree

P

U1

√

Scrub-oak, Bear-oak

Quercus ilicifolia

Tree

P

U1

Bur Oak

Quercus macrocarpa

Tree

P

U2

√
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√

√

Chinquapin Oak

Quercus muehlenbergii

Tree

P

U2

√

Pin Oak

Quercus palustris

Tree

P

W2

√

Willow oak

Quercus phellos

Tree

P

W2

Chestnut-oak or Rock Chestnut-oak

Quercus prinus

Tree

P

U1

√

Northern Red Oak

Quercus rubra

Tree

P

U2

√

Black Oak

Quercus velutina

Tree

P

U1

√

Tall Buttercup, Common Buttercup

Ranunculus acris

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

St. Anthony's Turnip

Ranunculus bulbosus

Flowering Plant

P

W2

Greater Creeping Spearwort

Ranunculus flammula

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Blisterwort, Hooked Buttercup

Ranunculus recurvatus

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Creeping Buttercup

Ranunculus repens

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Wild Radish

Raphanus raphanistrum

Flowering Plant

A

√

Alder-leaf Buckthorn

Rhamnus alnifolia

Shrub

P

W1

√

European Buckthorn

Rhamnus cathartica

Shrub

P

W/U

√

Glossy Buckthorn

Rhamnus frangula

Shrub

P

W/U

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

√

√

Handsome Harry, Virginia Meadow-beauty Rhexia virginica

√

Cultivar of a hybrid formerly R. obtusum

Rhododendron "Amoena"

Shrub

P

Smooth Azalea

Rhododendron arborescens

Shrub

P

√
√

Perhaps a hybrid of R. ferrugineum
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and R. carolinianum

Rhododendron arbutifolium

Shrub

P

√

Rhodora

Rhododendron canadense

Shrub

P

W2

√

Carolina azalea

Rhododendron carolinianum

Shrub

P

U1

Rhodendron Imported from Europe

Rhododendron hirsutum

Shrub

P

Great Laurel, Rhododendron, Rosebay Rhododendron maximum

Shrub

P

W/U

√

Pink Azalea, Pinxter Flower

Rhododendron periclymenoides

Shrub

P

W/U

√

Rhododendron hybrids

Rhododendron spp.

Shrub

P

√

Pinkshell Azalea

Rhododendron vaseyi

Shrub

P

W2

√

Clammy Azalea, Swamp-azalea,
Rhododendron viscosum

Shrub

P

W2

and R. minus, but really unknown

Rhododendron wilsonianum

Shrub

P

√

Fragrant Sumac, Aromatic Sumac

Rhus aromatic

Shrub

P

U1

√

Dwarf Sumac, a variety of Winged Sumac

Rhus copallina

Tree

P

U1

√

Winged Sumac

Rhus copallinum

Tree

P

U1

√

Smooth Sumac

Rhus glabra

Tree

P

U1

Staghorn Sumac

Rhus typhina

Tree

P

U1

Black Locust

Robinia pseudoacacia

Tree

P

U2

Carolina Rose, Pasture Rose

Rosa carolinia

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√
√

√

Swamp-honeysuckle
√

√

Perhaps a hybrid of R. ferrugineum

√
√
√
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√

Wild Rose

Rosa lucida

Shrub

P

W/U

√

Rambler Rose, Multiflora Rose

Rosa multiflora

Shrub

P

U2

√

Swamp-rose

Rosa palustris

Shrub

P

W1

√

Rugosa Rose

Rosa rugosa

Shrub

P

U2

√

Climbing Rose, Prairie Rose

Rosa setigera

Vine

P

U2

Shrub

P

U2

√

√

√

Allegheny Blackberry, Common Blackberry Rubus allegheniensis

√

√

Whiplash Dewberry,

√

Northern Dewberry, Northern Blackberry

Rubus flagellaris

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Bristly Dewberry, Swamp-dewberry

Rubus hispidus

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Common Red Raspberry

Rubus idaeus

Shrub

P

U2

Grayleaf Red Raspberry

Rubus idaeus ssp. strigosus

Shrub

P

√

Black Raspberry

Rubus occidentalis

Shrub

P

U2

√

Black-eyed Susan

Rudbeckia hirta

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Common Sheep Sorrel, Red Sorrel

Rumex acetosella

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Curly Dock, Sour Dock

Rumex crispus

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Bitter Dock, Red-veined Dock

Rumex obtusifolius

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

Marsh Rose Gentian, Large Marsh Pink Sabatia dodecandra

Flowering Plant

P

Duck-potato, Common Arrowhead, Katniss Sagittaria latifolia var latifolia

Flowering Plant

P

W1

White Willow

Tree

P

W2

√

√
√
√

Salix alba
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√

Large Gray Willow

Salix atrocinerea

Tree

P

U1

√

Pussy Willow

Salix discolor

Shrub

P

W2

√

Black Elderberry, Common Elderberry

Sambucus nigra

Shrub

P

W2

√

Canadian Burnet

Sanguisorba canadensis

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Bouncing Bet, Soapwort

Saponaria officinalis

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Sassafras

Sassafras albidum

Tree

P

U2

√

Little False Bluestemmed Grass

Schizachyrium scoparium

Grass

P

U2

√

Hardstem Club-rush

Schoenoplectus acutus

Grass

P

W1

√

River Club-rush

Schoenoplectus fluviatilis

Grass

P

W1

Pale Great Club-rush

Schoenoplectus heterochaetus

Grass

P

W1

√

Three-square

Schoenoplectus pungens

Grass

P

W1

√

Soft-stem Club-rush

Schoenoplectus tabernaemontani

Grass

P

W1

√

Japanese Umbrella Pine

Sciadopitys verticilliata

Tree

P

√

Dark Green Bulrush

Scirpus atrovirens

Grass

P

W1

√

Cottongrass Bulrush, Woolgrass

Scirpus cyperinus

Grass

P

W1

√

Red-tinge Panicled Bulrush

Scirpus microcarpus

Grass

P

W1

Pendulous Bulrush

Scirpus pendulus

Grass

P

W2

√

√

Carpenter's Square, Maryland Figwort Scrophularia marilandica

Flowering Plant P

U2

√

Mad Dog Skullcap, Blue Skullcap

Flowering Plant P

W1

Scutellaria lateriflora
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2

WL

√

Crown Vetch

Securigera varia

Rock-spikemoss

Selaginella rupestris

Fern

P

√

Toothed Whitetop Aster

Sericocarpus asteroides

Flowering Plant

P

√

Narrowleaf Whitetop Aster

Sericocarpus linifolius

Flowering Plant

P

Sweet William Silene

Silene armeria

Flowering Plant

A

White Cockle, White Campion

Silene latifolia ssp. alba

Flowering Plant

B

√

Starry Campion, Widow's Frill

Silene stellata

Flowering Plant

P

√

Bladder-campion, Maidens tears

Silene vulgaris

Flowering Plant

P

U1

White Mustard

Sinapis alba

Flowering Plant

A

U2

Hedge-mustard

Sisymbrium officinale

Flowering Plant

A

U1

Narrowleaf Blue-eyed Grass

Sisyrinchium angustifolium

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Eastern Blue-eyed Grass

Sisyrinchium atlanticum

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Strict Blue-eyed Grass

Sisyrinchium montanum

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Smooth Carrion-flower

Smilax herbacea

Vine

P

W/U

√

Horsebrier, Greenbrier, Bullbrier

Smilax rotundifolia

Vine

P

W/U

√

Carolina Horse-nettle, Bull-nettle, Sandbrier

Solanum carolinense

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Climbing Nightshade, Bittersweet Nightshade

Solanum dulcamara

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Black Nightshade

Solanum nigrum

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

√
√

√
√

√
√

Vine

P

U1

Evening Lychnis, Bladder Campion,
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U1
2

√

Silverrod, White Goldenrod

Solidago bicolor

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Wreath-goldenrod, Bluestem-goldenrod

Solidago caesia

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Canadian Goldenrod

Solidago canadensis

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Late Goldenrod

Solidago gigantea

Flowering Plant

P

W2

Hairy Goldenrod

Solidago hispida

Flowering Plant

P

√

Early Goldenrod

Solidago juncea

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Gray Goldenrod, Field-goldenrod

Solidago nemoralis

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Anise-scented Goldenrod

Solidago odora

Flowering Plant

P

√

Downy Goldenrod

Solidago puberula

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Wrinkle-leaf or Rough-stemmed Goldenrod Solidago rugosa

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

Showy Goldenrod

Solidago speciosa

Flowering Plant

P

√

Bog or Swamp Goldenrod

Solidago uliginosa

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Spiny-leaf Sow Thistle

Sonchus asper

Flowering Plant

A

U2

American Mountain Ash

Sorbus americana

Tree

P

W/U

√

European Mountain Ash, Rowan

Sorbus aucuparia

Tree

P

U1

√

Northern Mountain Ash

Sorbus decora

Shrub

P

U2

√

American Bur-reed

Sparganium americanum

Grass

P

W1

√

Branched Bur-reed, Shining Bur-reed

Sparganium androcladum

Grass

P

W1

Narrowleaf bur-reed

Sparganium angustifolium

Grass

P

W1

√

√

√

√

√
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E

WL

√

Broad-fruit Bur-reed

Sparganium eurycarpum

Grass

P

W1

√

Freshwater Cord Grass

Spartina pectinata

Grass

P

W2

√

Ruby Sand-spurrey, Common Sand-spurrey Spergularia rubra

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Sphagnum Moss spp.

Sphagnum spp.

Fern

P

√

White Meadowsweet

Spiraea alba

Shrub

P

W2

√

Dwarf White Spiraea

Spiraea callosa alba

Shrub

P

U1

√

Bridewort, Willowleaf meadowsweet

Spiraea salicifolia

Shrub

P

W1

√

Thunberg's Spiraea

Spiraea thunbergi

Shrub

P

U1

Steeplebush, Hardhack

Spiraea tomentosa

Shrub

P

W2

Van Houtte's Spiraea

Spiraea vanhouttei

Shrub

P

U1

White Nodding Ladies' Tresses

Spiranthes cernua

Flowering Plant

P

W2

Northern Slender Ladies' Tresses

Spiranthes lacera

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

Grass-leaved Ladies Tresses

Spiranthes vernalis

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Hyssopleaf Hedgenettle

Stachys aspera

Flowering Plant

A

W2

√

Boreal or Alpine Starwort or Stichwort Stellaria borealis

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√
√
√
√

√

Grass-leaf Starwort, Common Stitchwort

Stellaria graminea

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Common Chickweed

Stellaria media

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Great or Star-chickweed

Stellaria pubera

Flowering Plant

P

√

Stephanandra

Stephanandra flexuosa

Shrub

P

√
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U1

T

√

Japanese Stewartia

Stewartia pseudocamellia

Shrub

P

√

Sago False Pondweed

Stuckenia pectinata

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Celandine Poppy

Stylophorum diphyllum

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Common Snowberry, Indian Currant

Symphoricarpos albus var. albus

Shrub

P

U2

√

Coralberry, Indian Currant

Symphoricarpos orbiculatus

Shrub

P

U2

√

Blue Heart-leaf Aster

Symphyotrichum cordifolium

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Southern Annual Saltmarsh Aster

Symphyotrichum divaricatum

Flowering Plant

A

U1

√

Smooth Blue American Aster

Symphyotrichum laeve

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

White Panicled American Aster

Symphyotrichum lanceolatum

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Farewell-summer, Calico Aster

Symphyotrichum lateriflorum

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

New England American Aster

Symphyotrichum novae-angliae

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

New Begium American Aster, New York Aster

Symphyotrichum novi-belgii

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Fragile-stem American Aster, Small White Aster

Symphyotrichum racemosum

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Wavy-leaf Aster, Clasping Heart Aster

Symphyotrichum undulatum

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Skunk-cabbage

Symplocarpus foetidus

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Peking Tree Lilac

Syringa pekinensis

Shrub

P

U1

√

Japan Tree Lilac

Syringa reticulata ssp. reticulata

Shrub

P

U1

√

Common Lilac

Syringa vulgaris

Shrub

P

U1

Persian Lilac

Syringa x. persica

Shrub

P

U1

√

√

√

√

√
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E

√

√

Common Tansy

Tanacetum vulgare

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

√

Common Dandelion

Taraxacum officinale

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Baldycyparis

Taxodium distichum

Tree

P

W1

Purple Meadow-rue

Thalictrum dasycarpum

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√
√

King of the Meadow, Tall Meadow-rue Thalictrum pubescens

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

New York Fern

Thelypteris noveboracensis

Fern

P

W/U

√

Eastern Marsh Fern

Thelypteris palustris

Fern

P

W2

√

Field Pennycress

Thlaspi arvense

Flowering Plant

A

U1

Eastern Arborvitae, Northern White Cedar Thuja occidentalis

Tree

P

W2

Wild CreepingThyme

Thymus praecox ssp. arcticus

Flowering Plant

P

Basswood, Whitewood, American Linden

Tilia americana

Tree

P

√

Littleleaf Linden

Tilia cordata

Tree

P

√

Common Linden

Tilia europaea

Tree

P

√

Bigleaf Linden

Tilia platyphyllos

Tree

P

Pygmyweed

Tillaea aquatica

Flowering Plant

P

√

Poison-ivy, Climbing Poison-ivy

Toxicodendron radicans

Vine

P

W/U

√

Poison-sumac

Toxicodendron vernix

Shrub

P

W1

√

Spiderwort sp.

Tradescantia sp.

Flowering Plant

P

√

Yellow Goat's Beard, Jack-go-to-bed-at-noon

Tragopogon pratensis, T. lamottei

Flowering Plant

B

√
√
√
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E

U2

T

U1

√

√

√

Virginia Marsh St. John's-wort

Triadenum virginicum

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Forked Blue Curls

Trichostema dischotonum

Flowering Plant

A

U1

√

Maystar, Starflower

Trientalis borealis

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Rabbit-foot Clover

Trifolium arvense

Flowering Plant

A

U1

√

Golden Clover

Trifolium aureum

Flowering Plant

A

U1

√

Field Clover

Trifolium campestre

Flowering Plant

A

√

Alsike Clover

Trifolium hybridum

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Red Clover

Trifolium pratense

Flowering Plant

B

U2

√

White Clover

Trifolium repens

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Stinking Benjamin, Red Trillium

Trillium erectum

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

White Trillium (Pink form)

Trillium grandiflorum

Flowering Plant

P

√

Clasping-leaf Venus's Looking Glass

Triodanis perfoliata

Flowering Plant

A

U2

√

Eastern Hemlock

Tsuga canadensis

Tree

P

U2

√

Carolina Hemlock

Tsuga caroliniana

Tree

P

√

Colts-foot

Tussilago farfara

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Narrow-leaved Cattail

Typha angustifolia

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Broad-leaved Cat-tail

Typha latifolia

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

American Elm

Ulmus americanus

Tree

P

W2

√

Stinging Nettle

Urtica dioica

Flowering Plant

P

W/U
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√

Horned or Naked Bladderwort

Utricularia cornuta

Flowering Plant

A

W1

√

Swollen or Big Floating Bladderwort

Utricularia inflata

Flowering Plant

P

W1

Greater Bladderwort

Utricularia macrorhiza

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Lesser Bladderwort

Utricularia minor

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Eastern Purple or Spotted Bladderwort Utricularia purpurea

Flowering Plant

A

W1

√

Perfoliate Bellwort

Uvularia perfoliata

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Sessile-leaved Bellwort

Uvularia sessilifolia

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Late Lowbush Blueberry,
Low Sweet Blueberry, Late Sweet Blueberry Vaccinium angustifolium

Shrub

P

U2

√

Highbush Blueberry

Vaccinium corymbosum

Shrub

P

W2

√

Large Cranberry, American Cranberry

Vaccinium macrocarpon

Shrub

P

W1

√

Early Sweet Blueberry, Lowbush-blueberry Vaccinium pallidum

Shrub

P

U1

√

American False Hellebore

Veratrum viride

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

White Moth Mullein

Verbascum blattaria

Flowering Plant

B

U2

√

Great Mullein, Common Flannel-plant Verbascum thapsus

Flowering Plant

B

U1

√

Simpler's Joy, Blue or Common Vervain,

√

√

√
√

Swamp Verbena

Verbena hastata

Flowering Plant

B

W2

White or Nettle Vervain

Verbena urticaefolia

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

Corn-speedwell

Veronica arvensis

Flowering Plant

A

U2
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√

√

Germander-speedwell, Birdseye-speedwell Veronica chamaedrys

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Common Gypsyweed or Speedwell

Veronica officinalis

Flowering Plant

P

U2

√

Neckweed, Purslane Speedwell

Veronica peregrina

Flowering Plant

A

W/U

√

Persian Speedwell

Veronica persica

Flowering Plant

A

√

Thyme-leaf Speedwell

Veronica serpyllifolia

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Maple-leaf Arrow-wood or Viburnum,
Dockmackie, Flowering Maple

Viburnum acerifolium

Shrub

P

U1

√

Arrow-wood

Viburnum dentatum

Shrub

P

W/U

√

Cornelian Cherry, Wayfaring Tree, Twistwood

Viburnum lantana

Tree

P

U1

√

Nanny-berry, Sheepberry, Sweet Viburnum

Viburnum lentago

Shrub

P

W/U

√

Possumhaw, Wild Raisin, Witherod

Viburnum nudum

Shrub

P

U2

√

Highbush Cranberry

Viburnum opulus

Shrub

P

W2

Japan Snowball

Viburnum plicatum

Shrub

P

U1
U1

√
√

√

Bird-vetch, Cow-vetch, Tufted Vetch

Vicia cracca

Flowering Plant

P

√

√

Slender Vetch

Vicia laxiflora

Vine

A

√

Garden Vetch

Vicia sativa

Vine

A

U2

√

Periwinkle, Myrtle

Vinca minor

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

American Dog-violet

Viola conspersa

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Marsh Blue Violet

Viola cucullata

Flowering Plant

P

W1
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√

Bog White Violet, Lance-leaf Violet

Viola lanceolata

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Smooth White Violet

Viola macloskeyi

Flowering Plant

P

W1

Bird's Foot Violet

Viola pedata

Flowering Plant

P

U1

√

Arrow-leaf Violet

Viola sagittata

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Hooded Blue Violet,
Common Blue Violet, Dooryard Violet

Viola sororia

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

Primrose-leaved Violet

Viola x primulifolia

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Summer or Pigeon-grape

Vitis aestivalis

Vine

P

U2

√

Fox-grape

Vitis labrusca

Vine

P

U2

√

Riverbank Grape

Vitis riparia

Vine

P

W/U

√

Chinese Wisteria

Wisteria sinensis

Vine

P

U1

√

Rusty Woodsia, Cliff-Fern

Woodsia ilvensis

Fern

P

√

Blunt-lobed Woodsia, Cliff-Fern

Woodsia obtusa

Fern

P

Virginia Chain-fern

Woodwardia virginica

Fern

P

W1

√

Carolina Yellow-eyed Grass

Xyris caroliniana

Flowering Plant

P

W2

√

Bog Yellow-eyed Grass

Xyris difformis

Flowering Plant

P

W1

√

Yucca, Adam's Needle

Yucca filamentosa

Flowering Plant

P

U1

Golden Alexanders

Zizia aurea

Flowering Plant

P

W/U

√

√

√

√
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Key to Plant Inventory
Observation Record 1890: Plant identified in Oakes Ames Plant Diary or Olmsted’s Sheep Pasture Planting Plan. Oakes Ames Plant Diary was
created while he was an undergraduate at Harvard majoring in Botany. It is a careful record limited only by its general focus on North Easton and
thus its lack of observations in the Hockomock Swamp. Many of the plants in Olmsted’s plan for Sheep Pasture are still readily visible today, but
questions remain as to whether the full planting list was ever executed.
Observation Record 1960-2012: A check indicates the plant was identified in a series of observations at Sheep Pasture by Lawrence Newcomb or
the New England Wildflower Society. While Sheep Pasture has an amazingly wide variety of plant communities once again, acid loving plants of
the deep Hockomock are underrepresented. In honor of Oliver, Oakes and John S. Ames plantings at the Governor Ames Estate and to
acknowledge that some plants like the Amur Cork Tree have escaped and become invasive, non-native trees planted at the estate are included in
this listing. Observations from other contemporary sources such as the studies done by the South Coast Rail Project along the railbed, Philip
Benjamin at Wheaton Farm and the Clifford Grant Reservation, and Diane Boretos at Wheaton Farm were also used here.
Common Name: As one can see from the list many plants have many common names making identification difficult.
Scientific Name: The extraordinary length of observations in Easton means that in many cases even the scientific binomial system for naming
plants has had time to change. Early or confusing scientific names have been updated using contemporary online sources
Type: Technically non-coniferous trees, shrubs, and vines are all flowering plants, but this listing distinguishes flowering plants as having
generally non-woody stems and then roughly distinguishes trees and shrubs by size. Vines are plants that climb or sprawl over other plants. They
reflect community levels with trees in the canopy or sub-canopy, shrubs in the understory and flowering plants in the herbaceous or
groundcover. The category “grasses” includes sedges, reeds, and rushes. Scientifically this group is known as graminoid species. The category
“ferns” is used for all plants that reproduce with spores including ferns, horsetails, clubmosses, and mosses. Easton’s plentiful and varied lichen
species are not included in this listing.
Duration: P=Perennial, B=Biennial, A=Annual
Wetland Status: For many plants the US Department of Agricultural has developed a listing predicting whether a particular species is most likely
to be found in a wetland or upland community. The symbol “W1” means the plant occurs in wetlands and nowhere else about 99% of the time.
The symbol “W2” means while the plant might be found in an upland it is found between 67-99% of the time in a wetland. The symbol “W/U”
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means the plant is equally likely (34-67% of the time) to appear in a wetland or upland. The symbol “U2” indicates a non-wetland placement 6799% of the time and a “U1” means the plant is found in an upland 99% of the time.
Endangered Status: This listing is based on the Massachusetts Endangered Species Listing. Endangered species, the most at risk species are listed
with an “E.” Threatened species, the next most at risk group, are listed with a “T.” The currently least endangered species are species of special
concern listed with a “SC”. Finally, “WL” references plants where a sharp decline may warrant endangered status in the future. “HIST” indicates a
plant observed in Easton (and found in herbaria elsewhere) that is state listed as not having been identified in the last 25 years. In addition, from
the New England Wildflower Society’s Flora Conservanda: New England: 1=Globally rare, 2=Regionally rare, 3a=Locally rare in Massachusetts,
3b=Population so scattered that they may be genetically isolated.
Other Plants Found in Easton’s Natural Communities
The following list of 100 plants comes from Swain and Kearsley, Classification of the Natural Communities of Massachusetts, 2011. None of
these species have been identified in Easton. These plants are listed in Swain and Kearsley’s work in natural communities that do occur in
Easton. They fall into two categories: plants that are rarely found even in their natural community and plants that are so often found in a
particular community as to be diagnostic of that community.
One does not expect to find all or even most of these plants in Easton although some plants like cocklebur could be added to our official list by
simply letting a dog and a small child run wild along the edge of an autumn field. Biodiversity increases relative to the size of a particular natural
community, but some communities in Easton may be too small to hold the rarest species. The list is presented here as a basis for further
research.
Common Name

Scientifc Name

Endangered

Ovate Spike-sedge

Eleocharis obtusa var. ovata

E

Three-angled Spike Sedge

Eleocharis tricostata

E

New England Boneset

Eupatorium leucolepis var. novae-angliae

E

Blunt-leaf Waterleaf

Hydrophyllum canadense

E

Two-flowered Rush

Juncus biflorus

E
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Heartleaf Twayblade

Listera cordata

E

Swamp Lousewort

Pedicularis lanceolata

E

Maryland Meadow Beauty

Rhexia mariana

E

Torrey's Beak-sedge

Rhynchospora torreyana

E

Slender Marsh Pink

Sabatia campanulata

E

Wapato

Sagittaria cuneata

E

Rand's Goldenrod

Solidago glutinosa ssp. randii

E

Hooded Ladies Tresses

Spiranthes romanzoffiana

E

Arethusa

Arethusa bulbosa

T

Foxtail Sedge

Carex alopecoidea

T

Gray's Sedge

Carex grayi

T

Cat-tail Sedge

Carex typhina

T

Narrow-leaved Spring Beauty

Claytonia virginica

T

Creeping St. John's-wort

Hypericum adpressum

T

Round-Fruited False-Loosestrife

Ludwigia sphaerocarpa

T

White Adder's Mouth Orchid

Malaxis monophyllos var. brachypoda

T

Arctic Sweet Coltsfoot

Petasites frigidus var. palmatus

T

Leafy White Orchis

Plantanthera dilatata

T

Tiny-flowered Buttercup

Ranunculus micranthus

T
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Inundated Horned-sedge

Rhynchospora inundata

T

Short-beaked Bald-sedge

Rhynchospora nitens

T

Swamp Oats

Sphenopholis pensylvanica

T

Two-flowered Bladderwort

Utricularia biflora

T

Britton's Violet

Viola brittoniana

T

Chinese Hemlock Parsley

Conioselinum chinense

SC

Broom Crowberry

Corema conradii

SC

Wright's Panic Grass

Dichanthelium wrightianum

SC

Robbins' Spike-sedge

Eleocharis robbinsii

SC

Dwarf Scouring-rush

Equisetum scirpoides

SC

Redroot

Lachnanthes carolina

SC

Pondshore Knotweed

Polygonum puritanorum

SC

Strigose Knotweed

Polygonum setaceum var. interjectum

SC

Long-beaked Bald-sedge

Rhynchospora scirpoides

SC

Plymouth Gentian

Sabatia kennedyana

SC

Terete Arrowhead

Sagittaria teres

SC

River Bulrush

Scirpus fluviatilis

SC

Long's Bulrush

Scirpus longii

T

Crooked-stem Aster

Symphyotrichum prenanthoides

SC
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Small Beggar-ticks

Bidens discoidea

WL

Mud-Sedge

Carex limosa

WL

Thread-leaved Sundew

Drosera filiformis

WL

Black-fruited Spike-rush

Eleocharis melanocarpa

WL

Umbrella-grass

Fuirena pumila

WL

Wild Lupine

Lupinus perennis

WL

Bog Willow

Salix pedicellaris

WL

Reticulate Nut-rush

Scleria reticularis

WL

Northern Yellow-eyed Grass

Xyris montana

WL

Shadbush

Amelanchier arborea

Dwarf serviceberry

Amelanchier stolonifera

Bog rosemary

Andromeda glaucophylla

Big Bluestem

Andropogon geradii

Blunt-lobed Hepatica

Anemone americana

Bearberry

Arctostaphylos uva-ursi

Black Chokecherry

Aronia melanocarpa

Rattlesnake Fern

Botrychium virginianum

Canada Bluejoint

Calamagrostis canadensis var. canadensis

Marsh Marigold

Caltha palustris
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Slender Wooly-fruited sedge

Carex lasiocarpa var. americana

Wrinkled-seeded Sedge

Carex rugosperma

Beaked Sedge

Carex utriculata

Sweet Pignut Hickory

Carya ovalis

Mockernut Hickory

Carya tomentosa

Twig-sedge

Cladium mariscoides

Broad-leaved Spring Beauty

Claytonia caroliniana

Dittany

Cunila origanoides

Common Hair Grass

Deschampia flexuosa

Mountain Wood Fern

Dryopteris campyloptera

Cockspur-grass

Echinochloa muricata

Beech Drops

Epifagus virginiana

Pipewort

Eriocaulon aquaticum

Slender-leaved Goldenrod

Euthamia tenuifolia

Dwarf Huckleberry

Gaylussacia dumosa

Herb Robert

Geranium robertianum

Beach Heather

Hudsonia tomentosa

Pondshore-rush

Juncus pelocarpus

Pinweed

Lechea intermedia
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Leucobryum Moss

Leucobryum glaucum

Shining Clubmoss

Lycopodium lucidulum

Ostrich Ferm

Matteuccia struthiopteris

Fall Panic-grass

Panicum dichotomiflorum

Christmas Fern

Polystichum acrostichoides

Dwarf Chestnut Oak

Quercus prinoides

White Beak Sedge

Rhynchospora alba

Red-berried Elderberry

Sambucus racemosa ssp. pubens

Bloodroot

Sanguinaria canadensis

Pitcher Plant

Sarracenia purpurea

Common Threesquare

Scirpus pungens

Yellow Indian Grass

Sorghastrum nutans

Twisted Stalk

Streptopus roseus

Heart-leaf Foamflower

Tiarella cordifolia

Painted Trillium

Trillium undulatum

Small Cranberry

Vaccinium oxycoccus

Hobblebush

Viburnum lantanoides

Round-leaf Yellow Violet

Viola rotundifolia

Cocklebur

Xanthium strumarium var. canadense
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Appendix IV: Soil Inventory
Ph-Topsoil

Corn Silage, Tons/Acre

0-3
3-8
8-15
1525

6-20
6-20
6-20

3.6-6
3.6-6
3.6-6

12
12

6-20

3.6-6

0-3
3-8
8-15

6->20
6->20
6->20
6-20
6-20
2-6

4.5-5.5
4.5-5.5
4.5-5.5
4.5-6
3.6-5.5
4.5-6

W/U
RM, AWC, W
W
UD, UC, C/D,CL
W/U, UD, UC, C/D, AG, CL
UD, UC, CL
W/U, UD, UC, C/D
SS, UD, C/D
W/U, C/D
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14
14
12
16
16

Pasture, AUM

Permeability-Topsoil-In/Hr

AG
W, UD, UC, AG, CL

Grass Hay, Tons/Acre

Slope

HfD-Hinckley Sandy Loam
MC-Medisaprists, Deep
MD-Medisaprists, Shallow
WnA-Windsor Loamy Sand
WnB-Windsor Loamy Sand
WnC-Windsor Loamy Sand
De-Deerfield Loamy Sand
Wc-Wareham Loamy Sand
Sb-Scarboro Mucky Loamy Fine Sand

SSCR Communities

HINCKLEY-MEDISAPRIST-WINDOR SOIL
ASSOCIATION
HfA-Hinckley Fine Sandy Loam
HfB-Hinckley Sandy Loam
HfC-Hinckley Sandy Loam

4.8
4.8

2
2
2
3
3

5.5
5.5
5.5
6.5
5.5

PAXTON-WOODBRIDGE-RIDGEBURY ASSOCIATION
PaB-Paxton Fine Sandy Loam
PbB-Paxton Very Stony Fine Sandy Loam
PbC-Paxton Very Stony Fine Sandy Loam
PbD-Paxton Very Stony Fine Sandy Loam
PcB-Paxton Extremely Stoney Fine Sandy Loam
WrA-Woodbridge Fine Sandy Loam
WrB-Woodbridge Fine Sandy Loam
WsB-Woodbridge Very Stony Fine Sandy Loam
WtB-Woodbridge Extremely Stony Fine Sandy Loam
RdA-Ridgebury Fine Sandy Loam
ReA-Ridgebury Extremely Stony Fine Sandy Loam
ReB-Ridgebury Extremely Fine Sandy Loam
CoB-Charlton-Paxton Fine Sandy Loam
CpB-Charlton-Paxton Very Stony Fine Sandy Loam
CsB-Charlton-Paxton Extremely Stony Fine Sandy
Loam
CsC-Charlton-Paxton Extremely Stony Fine Sandy
Loam
Wh-Whitman Extremely Stoney Fine Sandy Loam

UD, AG, D

UD, UC
UD, UC, AG
UD,UC, AG
W, W/U, UD, UC ,C/D, AG, D
W/U, UD, UC, C/D, AG, D
UD
D
D

.6-6
.6-6
.6-6

4.5-5.5
4.5-5.5
4.5-5.5

.6-6
.6-6
.6-6
.6-6
.6-6
.6-6
.6-6
.6-6
.6-6
.6-6
.6-6

4.5-5.5
4.5-5.5
5.1-6
5.1-6
5.1-6
5.1-6
4.5-5.5
4.5-5.5
4.5-5.5
4.5-6
4.5-6

0-8

.6-6

4.5-6

5

8-15

.6-6
.6-6

4.5-6
4.5-6

5

3-15

.6-6

4.5-6

0-3

.6-2
.6-2

5.1-7.3
4.5-6

UD, AG

CHARLTON-ROCK OUTCROP-PAXTON ASSOCIATION
CuC-Charlton-Rock Outcrop-Paxton Complex
RAYNHAM-SCIO-BIRDSALL ASSOCIATION
Ra-Raynham Silt Loam
ScA-Scio Silt Loam

3-8
0-8
8-15
1525
0-8
0-3
3-8
0-8
0-8
0-3
0-3
3-8
3-8
0-8

AG
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24

4 8.5
5
5
5

24
24

4
4

8
8
5

16

4 6.5

24

4

9
5

12
3 6.5
22 3.5 8.5

Bd-Birdsall Silt Loam
AgA-Agawam Fine Sandy Loam
AgB-Agawam Fine Sandy Loam
AmA-Amostown Fine Sandy Loam
MISCELLANEOUS SOILS
MeA-Merrimac Fine Sandy Loam
MeB-Merrimac Fine Sandy Loam
Ng-Ninigret Fine Sandy Loam
Pe-Pipestone Loamy Fine Sand
Pg-Pits and Gravel
StA-Sudbury Fine Sandy Loam
UD-Udorthents, smoothed
Ur-Urban Land

.2-2
2-6
2-6
2-6

4.5-6
5.1-6
5.1-6
5.1-6.5

AG
AG
AG

0-3
3-8
0-5

AG
W, UD, C/D, AG, D
UD, UC, C/D, AG

0-3
3-8

2-6
2-6
2-6
6-20

3.6-6
3.6-6
4.5-6
3.6-5.5

18 2.5 7.6
18 2.5 7.6
22
4 7.7

0-3

2-6

3.6-6
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W, UC, C/D, D, CL
AG
W, UD, D
D

HINCKLEY-MEDISAPRIST-WINDOR SOIL ASSOCIATION
HfA-Hinckley Fine Sandy Loam
HfB-Hinckley Sandy Loam
HfC-Hinckley Sandy Loam
HfD-Hinckley Sandy Loam
MC-Medisaprists, Deep
MD-Medisaprists, Shallow
WnA-Windsor Loamy Sand
WnB-Windsor Loamy Sand
WnC-Windsor Loamy Sand
De-Deerfield Loamy Sand
Wc-Wareham Loamy Sand
Sb-Scarboro Mucky Loamy Fine Sand

P
P
P
P

P
P
P
P

F
F
F
F

P
P
P
P

P
P
P
P

VP
VP
VP
VP

VP
VP
VP
VP

P
P
P
P

P
P
P
P

P
P
P
F
F
P

F
F
F
F
F
P

P
P
P
P
P
P

P
P
P
P
P
P

VP
VP
VP
P
F
G

VP
VP
VP
P
F
G

P
P
P
F
F
P

P
P
P
P
P
P

Y
Y
P
P
P
P
P
Y VP
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VP
VP
VP
VP
G
G
VP
VP
VP
P
F
G

24 3.5 8.5
24 3.5 8.5
22 3.5 7.6

4 7.6

SL
SL
SL
MO

SE
SE
SE
SE

SL
SL
SL
SL

SL
SL
SL
MO

SL
SL
SL
SL
SE
SE

SE
SE
SE
SL
SE
SE

SL
SL
SL
SL
SE
SE

MO
MO
MO
MO
SE
SE

PAXTON-WOODBRIDGE-RIDGEBURY ASSOCIATION
PaB-Paxton Fine Sandy Loam
PbB-Paxton Very Stony Fine Sandy Loam
PbC-Paxton Very Stony Fine Sandy Loam
PbD-Paxton Very Stony Fine Sandy Loam
PcB-Paxton Extremely Stoney Fine Sandy Loam
WrA-Woodbridge Fine Sandy Loam
WrB-Woodbridge Fine Sandy Loam
WsB-Woodbridge Very Stony Fine Sandy Loam
WtB-Woodbridge Extremely Stony Fine Sandy Loam
RdA-Ridgebury Fine Sandy Loam
ReA-Ridgebury Extremely Stony Fine Sandy Loam
ReB-Ridgebury Extremely Fine Sandy Loam
CoB-Charlton-Paxton Fine Sandy Loam
CpB-Charlton-Paxton Very Stony Fine Sandy Loam
CsB-Charlton-Paxton Extremely Stony Fine Sandy Loam
CsC-Charlton-Paxton Extremely Stony Fine Sandy Loam
Wh-Whitman Extremely Stoney Fine Sandy Loam

Y

Y
Y

Y
Y
Y
Y

Y

CHARLTON-ROCK OUTCROP-PAXTON ASSOCIATION
CuC-Charlton-Rock Outcrop-Paxton Complex
RAYNHAM-SCIO-BIRDSALL ASSOCIATION
Ra-Raynham Silt Loam
ScA-Scio Silt Loam
Bd-Birdsall Silt Loam
AgA-Agawam Fine Sandy Loam
AgB-Agawam Fine Sandy Loam
AmA-Amostown Fine Sandy Loam

Y
Y
Y
Y
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F
VP
VP
VP
VP
F
F
VP
VP
P
VP
VP
F
VP
VP
VP
VP

G
P
P
P
P
G
G
P
P
F
P
P
G
P
P
P
P

G
G
G
G
F
F
F
F
F
F
F
F
G
G
F
F
F

VP
VP
VP
VP
VP
P
VP
VP
VP
F
F
VP
VP
VP
VP
VP
F

VP VP G G G VP VP P

F

VP MO SL

SL SE

F
G
P
G
G
G

F
P
F
VP
VP
P

SE
SL
SE
SL
SL
SL

Y F
G
Y VP
G
F
F

G
P
P
P
VP
G
G
P
VP
F
VP
VP
G
P
VP
VP
VP

F
G
P
G
G
G

G
G
G
G
G
G
G
G
G
F
F
F
G
G
G
G
F

F
G
P
G
G
G

G
G
G
G
G
F
F
F
F
F
F
F
G
G
G
G
F

F
G
P
G
G
G

G
G
G
G
G
F
F
F
F
F
F
F
G
G
G
G
F

F
G
P
G
G
G

P
P
VP
VP
P
P
P
P
P
G
G
P
P
P
P
VP
G

G
P
G
P
P
P

VP
VP
VP
VP
VP
P
VP
VP
VP
F
F
VP
VP
VP
VP
VP
F

F
P
F
VP
VP
P

F
G
P
G
G
G

SL
SL
SL
MO
MO
SL
SL
SL
MO
SE
SE
SE
SL
SL
MO
MO
SE

SE
SL
SE
SL
SL
SL

SL
SL
SL
SL
SL
SL
SL
SL
SL
SE
SE
SE
SL
SL
SL
SL
SE

SE
SL
SE
SL
SL
SL

SL
SL
SL
SL
SL
SL
SL
SL
SL
SE
SE
SE
SL
SL
SL
SL
SE

SL
MO
MO
MO
SE
SE
SE
MO
SE
SE
SE
SE
SL
MO
SE
SE
SE

SE
MO
SE
SL
SL
SL

MISCELLANEOUS SOILS
MeA-Merrimac Fine Sandy Loam
MeB-Merrimac Fine Sandy Loam
Ng-Ninigret Fine Sandy Loam
Pe-Pipestone Loamy Fine Sand
Pg-Pits and Gravel
StA-Sudbury Fine Sandy Loam
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