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United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
New England System Support Office
15 State Street
Boston, Massachusetis 02109-3572

January 31, 2001

Alfred Lima
488 Hood Street
Fall River, MA 02720

Dear Mr. Lima:

I am responding to your request for information about Reedy Meadow or Lynnfield Marsh, National
Natural Landmark (NNL). I have enclosed the brief (also emailed), boundary map, evaluation report
(P. Favour, 1971), an excerpt from the 1999 report on Damaged and Threatened NNLs, and a
brochure and fact sheet about the NNL program. [ hope these materials will assist you in completion
of the conservation plan for Wakefteld. [ am interested in receiving a copy of the final conservation
plan, specifically portions of the report which pertain to Lynnfield Marsh. If you have any questions
or require more information, please contact me by email at Deb_DiQuinzio@nps.gov or by phone at
(617) 223-5064. Thank you for your interest in the NNL program and our goal of encouraging
preservation of nationally significant, natural areas.

Sincerely,

Deborah DiQuinzio, Regional Coordinator
National Natural Landmarks Program
Northeast Region, New England Cluster



U.S. Department of the Interior
National Park Service
National Natural Landmarks Program

Name: Lynnfield Marsh
Location: Essex and Middlesex Counties, Massachusetts
Description:

‘The Lynnfield Marsh is a 540-acre fresh water marsh where cattail completely dominates the
associated sedges, grasses, rushes and other emergent species. The one pond within the bounds of
the present marsh is surrounded by higher ground where cottonwoods, red maples, red oaks, and
alders grow. The only other tree growth is on a few acres in the northwest corner where red maple
is dominant. The marsh is an exceptionally fine bird watching area and a number of waterfowl and
marsh birds (including King Rail and Least Bittern-rare in the region) breed here. The Saugus River
flows through the arca which is located between Wakefield and South Lynnfield just north of State
Route 128.

Significance:

The area preserves habitat of numerous bird species, including two locally rare species - the King
Rail and Least Bittern. Its significance for public appreciation 1s greatly increased because of its
location within the Boston metropolitan areca.

Owner:

A boundary determined by the marsh edge (mostly along the 70-foot contour) encloses about 15
parcels of land in at least 10 ownerships. The town of Lynnfield and the town of Wakefield’s
holdings total 200 acres and include five parcels, two of which are contiguous.

Designation: March 1972
Evaluation:

Paul G. Favour, Jr., with assistance of Bemnett R. Keenan, Chairman, Lyynfield Conservation
Commission.

Natural Landmark Brief January 1996
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Evaluation of
LYNNFIELD MARSH
Lynnfield, Massachusetts

for eligibilty for

REGISTERED MNATURAL LANDMARK

designation

praparad by
Paul G. Favour, Jr.
Special Assistant To The Reglonal Director

July 1971



Acadia National 2ar%
R.EF.D. #1, Box 1
3ar Harbor, Maine 04509

Na4d July 19, 1971

MENCIANDUM

H

nt

T Mractor, BEI

Q5

Fwnns Special Assistant teo the Ragional Director
Subject: Hatural Landmark Evaluation Report - Lynnfield “arsh

Thera 1s atlached my Natural Landmark evaluatlion report for Lynnfield
Marsh, Lynnfield, Massachusetts,

Paul G, Fgvour, Jr,

In triplicate
Attachments




LYNNFIELD MARSH

The Study Method

This evaluation has been prgpared by Paul 5. Favour, Jr.,, B.S., Special
Assistant to the Regional Director, Nartheast Reglion, Hatlonal Park
Service. '

Lynnfield Marsh was listed as a potential Natural Landmark site in the
Wetlands Theme Study orepared by Drs. Goedwin and Niering. The sits is
also known by some as R=edv ¥eadows.

#y svaluation study of this site during April to July 1971 included

first hand ckservationi personal interview with Bsnnett R, Keenan of
Lynnfield, Massachusetts, an amataur ornithologist and Chairman of tha
Lymafield Conservation Commissions and review of correspondence concerning
the arsa received from several knowledgeable psrsons,

On April 16, 1971 I spent three hours inspecting Lynnfield Marsh with
Mr, Keenan,

Location

The site is located mostly in the southern part of the Town of Lynnfield,
Essex County, and partially in the northern part of the Town of Wakefield,
#iddlesex County, Massachusetts. Its coordinates are 42° 31! 30" north

latitude and 71° 3! west longitude (Reading, Mass. U,5.G.S. quadrangle),

The site is easlly rsached by driving northwesterly along the road
leading north from Intarchange 32, Route 128, two miles west of South
Lynnfield,

Sizs

The size of the landmark site is an estimated 500 acres,

Boundarles

The boundary of the slte is best described by stating that 1%t follows
clogaly the edge of the wet marsh all the vay around its perimeter with
the exceptlon of about 35 acres of marshland to the south of ths former




Amusement Park which have been excluded because of pragent and imminently
soiential commevfcdl development. The winding, weandering boundary

lina of the slte is dezlineated in red pa2ncil on the accompanying J.5.G.3.
topographleal map.

An approximation of the interler bound lines of 14 separate tracts making
up the site are indicated in lead pencil on the above topo map. Thess
tract bound lines are taken from the large Town of Lynnfield property
map No. 2 furnished by Mr. Keenan, which is also appended.

The site boundary llne has been determined by me aftar seeing the site,
circumnavigating it completaly by car, and after careful study of the
topo and property maps contalning the area. WMo buffer zone has been
includad as 1t geemed utterly unattainable because of the monetarily
high land values surrounding the marsh and the very large number of
indlvidual land ownars involved.

Owners

There are at least ten different owners of Lynnfleld Marsh, These ars,
together with thelr addresses and approximate acreages as follows:

Town of Lynnfield (Lynnfield Conservation Commission, Bennett R. Keenan,
Chairman, 17 Hart Reoad, Lynnfleld, 01940), 150 acres; #assachusetis
Audubon Sociaty, Allen H, Meragan, Executive Director, Lincoln, Massa-
chusatts 01773, 59 acres; Colonlal Motor Hotel Corporation, Gecrgs V.
Page, Prasident, Colonial Hilton Inn, Wakafield, 01880, 50 acres; Ralph
and Mary (¥r. & Mrs.) Hennsssey, 259 Summer Strzet, Lynnfisld @340,

60 acres; Estata of Moulton Cox, ¢/o Robert Baker, 211 Summer Street,
Lynnfisld 01940, 75 acres; Falrbanks Amusemenis, Ine. ¢/o David Dick,
Chapal Strset, Prockline, Massachusetts, 50 acres; John and Evelyn
Zynsky, 127 Summer Straest, Lynnfield 01840, 30 acresi Estate of Telfer
Aver, ¢/o laura Ayer, 12 Glrard Road, Stoneham, Massachusetts, 6 acres;
Estate of Julius Rembuli, c/o Felix Rombult, 311 Main Strast, Lynnfield
01940, 8 acres; and Salvatore and Mary Tine, 100 Chestnut Strset, Wake-
field 01880, 21 aeras.

As far as 1 know, thera 13 no special relationship between the owners
other than thelr mutual ownership of the marsh.

Only the first two owmners listed above are conservatlon agencies and both
ars amenable to landmark status, I have wyitten Mxr. Page and talked

on the telaphone with hls corperation lawyer who informed me the
corporation was not in favor of landmark status because 1# wanted freedem
to further develop a golf course from the marshland. I wrots the
Hennesgeys and talked on the telephone with Mrs. Hennessey who I was

told wears the pants in the famlly, Mrs. Hennegsay hemmed and hawed

and would not commit themselves. I talked in person wlth Robert W. Cox
and Robert Baker of the Cox Estate and Lynnfield Center Golf Course.
Mess¢rs. Cox and Baker wanted to think it over, and later I wrote Mr. Cox



but to date I've recelved no further answer. I wrote Mr, Dick, received
no answer, and later talked on the telephone with his corporation
lawyer who deferred an answer, Aftar that I wrote this lawyer, but have
yet to hear further from him. I have not contacted the Zynsky, Ayer,
Rombult and Tine people as I only received thelr nemes and addrssses a
few days ago. Mr. Keenan thinks there may be some additional paopls
who own an acre or two at the edge of the marsh but did not think a
listing of them was significant anough at this time,

Correspondsntg

The names and addresses of these are listed above,

Iand Use

The princip&@ present and bast potential uss conforming to landmark
objectives is bird watching., In addition there is some fall duck hunting,
and on the small pond there, a small amount of fishing, boating, and
gkating., Two of the owners, The Colonial and Zhe Cox people, indlcated
they might pessibly want to expand thely existing golf courses by filling
in the marsh to some degree,.

Dangers to Integrity of the Area

Over the past several years there seems to have been a continual nibbling
away at the esdges of the marsh as new houszss have been bullt, golf
courses expanded, etc. Of immediate imminence is the planning by The
Fairbanks people to bulld a large high-rise apartment complex in the arsa
-of the prasent abandoned Amusement Park. It 1is probable, though, that
these developers will stick to dry ground and not invade the marsh
wetland in any appreciable dagree. Though undesirable, these nibblings
should not preclude landmark designation for the slte as a whole,

Description of Matural Vilues

Lynnfield Marsh is a splendid example of an inland, frash-water marsh,
It falls under the theme classification of spaecizal wetland ecosystaens:
marshes,

Jegetationally, Lynnfiald Marsh has the distinctlion of being a large and
almost sntlrely a homogeneous ¢at-tall marsh, Assocliated wlth the
dominant cat-tail growth are variouz sedges, grasses, ryushes and other
svacles of emergent marsh vegetation, but in broad aspect, the cat-tail
takes over complataly.



Around the one pond in the site which 1s bisected by the county line,
on slightly higher ground there i1s some tree and shrub growth with
€ottonwoods, Red Maplas, Red Oaks, and Alders being most in evidence.
The only other stand of trees on the site occurs in its northwest
corner where Red Maples are prevalent, Elsewhere about the only other
weody growth that occurs 1s along the edges of the marzh whers Sweet
Gale, small Wlllows, Alders, and a few other shrubs are found. A rars
swamp plant, the Grass of Parnassus (Parnassia glaHca), has bsen found
in this site,

Lynnfield Marsh's renown, however, stems from the fact that it iz a
blrding area per excellance for marsh birds and waterfowl. The site is
literally nationally famous ameny ornithologists as one of the few
ramaining breeding areas in the east of at least two rars and vanishing
specisg of birds, #he King Rail and the Least Bittern., Other notaworthy
species breeding here are the American 3ittern, Blue-winged Teal, %ood
Duck, Virginia Rall, Sor2 %ail, Common Gallinule, Long-billed Marah
Wren, Short-bllled Marsh Wren, and Swamp Sparrow {this list in large
numbers)., Here also 15 one of the bast places in the state %o see
numbers of Traill's Flycatchers,

In addition to the breeding birds, there ars many other kinds that come
to Lynnfiald Marsh, especially from March through May during migration-
time. At this season, numerous ducks, herons, hawks, and even a goodly
variety of land birds {in the drier islands of the marsh) arrive and
stay from varylng periods of time, Later on in the summer, wandering
southern herons - the Little Blue Heron, American Egrat, Snowy Egret,
Yellow-crowned Night Heron - are not infrsquently to be found in this
marSh .

Lynnfield Marsh possesses outstanding natural values: it has a
speciallized wetland biota of relative stability maintalning itself under
prevalling natural conditionss it is a habitat supporting rare and
restricted specles of birds; and it is a seasonal haven for concentrations
of native marsh birds, and to a lesser extent, waterfowl, It is a fine
example of nature, still intact and essentially unchangad since colonial
da}’s 'Y
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Individual Ownerships

LYNNFIELD MARSH

Quwner
Town of Lynnfisid
Massachusetts Awdubon Sociesty

L
Motor Hotel Corporation

Coloniai
Ralph and Mary Hennessey
Estate of Moulton Cox
Falrbanks Amusements, Ine.
John and Evelyn Zynsky
Estate of Telfer Ayer
Estate of Julius Rombulti

Salvatore and Mary Tine

Acreage

130
50
50
€0
75
50

30



Aafarences
JElaspivEs

The 3irds of Massachusetts, Sriscom and Snyder, Paabody duseum,
Salem, MaS8S., 19995,

Birding From a Sleeping Bag, Dorothy E. Snyder, Zull, Mass.
Audubon Society, Marcn 1949,

2irds Ov-r America, Roger Tory Petszrson, Dodd, ‘ead, 1348,

A 3uide to 2ird Finding in Eastern lnitad States, Clin Sewall
Pattingill, Jr,, Oxford Unlversity, Press, 1551,

Enclosures
Topographic map showing woundaries of sita
Proparty map contdning sita
Form- 10-4 for this sits
Photograshs
3 8xB black and white
1 envelope with negatives and small prints
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INTRODUCTION

Section 8 of the National Park Systemn General Authorities Act of 1970, as amended, requires the Secretary
of the Interior to monitor the status and condition of National Natural Landmarks (NNLs) and report on those
that are threatened or damaged. In response to this mandate, the Section 8 Report is prepared by the National
Park Service each year and submitted to Congress.

The report that follows, Damaged and Threatened National Natural Landmarks for 1999, lists those
landmarks that are judged to be threatened or damaged to a degree that the nationally significant features for
which the sites were designated are in jeopardy.

National Park Service
U.S. Department of the Interior
Washington, D.C. 20240
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Massachusetts

Name: LYNNFIELD MARSH Location: Essex County
Ownership: Municipal, private

Designation: June 1972 Sectior: 8 Listings: 1979-1982, 1988-1989, 1993-2000

SIGNIFICANCE The site is an exceptional freshwater marsh. It preserves habitat for two rare bird
species that frequent the area. The marsh preserves the habitat requirements of numerous bird species,
including waterfowl.

DESCRIPTION The site is a 540-acre freshwater marsh dominated by cattails, with sedges, grasses, and
rushes. Higher ground has cottonwood, red maple, red oak, and aider. The Saugus River flows through
the site.

THREAT OR DAMAGE

Source Activities:
urban development
dredging
contamination

Resource Impacts:
WATER: potential water flow disruption
ECOSYSTEM: polution and sedimentation
VEGETATION: invasion of exotic plants

Summary
Much development has occurred on the boundary of the NNL. Dredging and filling of the wetlands
adjacent to the NNL boundary for construction has occurred. There are subsequent increases in
anthropogenic inputs into the marsh from development such as toxic run-off from parking lots and
golf courses, fecal bacteria, and nutrient inputs. An exotic plant {(purple loosestrife) is becoming
a problem.

CURRENT SITUATION The site is progressively becoming a habitat island in the midst of surrounding
irban deveiopment. It is estimated that development surrounds 50% of the perimeter. The marsh is
bordered by much large-scale development such as an industrial park, hotel, and others. The Lynnfield and
Wakefield Conservation Commissions have applied to the State for Area of Critical Environmental Concern
status for the marsh. The application is pending.

Dredging of approximately 6x4 feet of the marsh in the vicinity of one of the golf courses has been
compieted. The project was submitted as Category 2 and rejected by the Army Corps of Engineers in
1995. The area was first proposed for dredging by the Lynnfield Flood Council to alleviate the increased
water flow in the area that they believe to be part of the Saugus River.

Along Partridge Lane condominiums are completed and have residents. There is a treeline buffering the
marsh from the condominiums. The parking garage and business complex at Edgewater Industrial Park
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borders the NNL. The parking garage is less than 2 feet from the marsh and it is uncertain whether water
runoff is entering the wetland.

7999 Section 8 Repart
Part II: National Natural Landmarks
Final
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National Natural Landmarks
Asked Program

Frequently

Questions
Information Bulletin, Number 1, Update 2, July 1999 Contacts

Definition and Purpose

A National Natural Landmark (NNL) is a nationally significant natural area that has been designated
by the Secretary of the Interior. To be nationally significant, a site must be one of the best examples
of a type of biotic community or geologic feature in its physiographic province. Such exampies
include terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems; geologic features, exposures, and landtorms that record
active geologic processes or portions of earth history; and fossil evidence of biological evolution. It is
a goal of the program to identify, recognize, and encourage the protection of sites containing the best
remaining examples of ecological and geological components of the nation's landscape. Landmarks
are designated on both public and private land, with the program designed to have the concurrence of
the owner or administrator. To date, 587 sites have been designated as National Natural Landmarks.

Legislative and Administrative History

The program was established by the Secretary of the Interior in 1962, under authority of the Historic
Sites Act of 1935 (16 U.S.C. 461-467), and administered by the National Park Service. The revised
National Natural Landmark Program Regulations, 36 CFR, Part 62, were published in the Federal
Register May 12, 1999.

Selection and Designation of Sites

The United States, Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, and the Pacific Trust Territories were divided into
3 natural regions or thSIOUI'aphIC provinces. Contracted ecological and geological theme studies of
these regions (generally completed by qualified university smentlsts) have identified sites to be
considered for further evaluation. To date, 64 of the 66 theme studies have been completed (because
of other funding priorities, it is unlikely that the two remaining studies, Brooks Range Geology and
Southern Blue Ridge Geology, will be contracted). Additional sites can be added through the initial
recommendation of outside groups or individuals. Some of these may be identified in more recent
inventories or field studies. For example, state natural area programs may tdentify sites which are
then recommended for National Natural Landmark consideration by the state or by other groups.

The National Park Service then contracts with other scientists to conduct on-site evaluations of those
sites that are ranked highly in the theme studies or from other recommendations. The evaluations
gather more information and comparatively evaluate the site in question against other similar sites,
using the National Park Service National Naturai Landmark national swmﬁcance criteria. The
determination that a site is one of the best examples of a particular feature in a given natural region 1%
based on the primary criteria of illustrativeness and condition of the specific feature, and secondary
criteria of rarity, diversity, and values for science and education. Completed on-site ‘evaluation
reports are reviewed by other scientists and then by staff. A final judgement is then made by the
National Park Service, based on all available information on the site, as to whether the site appears to
qualify for Nationai Natural Landmark status. Notice of the National Park Service determination that

http://www 1 .nature.nps.gov/partner/nnlp. him 08/ 17/2G0u
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the site appears to qualify for National Natural Landmark designation is placed in the Federal
Register tor a public comment period.

Foliowing the comment period, the National Park Service reviews all information on the site to
determine if it still qualifies for National Natural Landmark designation and that all procedural
requirements have been met. The Director of the National Park Service then nominates those sites
which he/she believes are qualified to the Secretary of the Interior for designation. Areas which the
Secretary designates as National Natural Landmarks are listed on the National Registry of Natural
Landmarks.

Owner Notification and Public Notice

Under current National Natural Landmark program regulations, owners of sites being considered for
National Natural Landmark status are contacted at three points in the process. Prior to the on-site
evaluation. owners are notified that the area is being considered for study for possible National
Natural Landmark designation. When the Nationat Park Service has determined, following the review
of the onsite evaluation, that the site appears to qualify for designation, the owners are notified again.
Inn addition. notice is given to state officials, Congressional represeniatives, and other individuals or
organizations that have expressed interest in the site. In addition, general public notice of the
proposed action is also placed in the Federal Register for a public comment period.

When the Secretary designates a site as a National Natural Landmark, owners are notified for a third
time. The executive of the local government jurisdiction in which the site is located, Governor of the
State, Congressional delegation, and other interested individuals and organizations are also notified.
Tn addition, notice of the new designation is included in an update of the National Registry of Natural
Landmarks, published in the Federal Register.

Management and Protection of National Natural Landmarks

National Natural Landmark designation is not a land withdrawal, does not change the ownership of' a
site, and does not dictate activity. However, federal agencies should consider the unigue properties of
the landmark in National Environmental Policy Act compliance. There may also be state or local
planning or land-use implications. Additionally, the Secretary is required to provide an annual report
on damaged or threatened National Natural Landmarks.

[Landmark preservation is made possible through the long-term, voluntary commitment of public and
private owners to protect an area's outstanding values. Under current program regulations, owners
who choose to enter into a voluntary, non-binding agreement with the National Park Service to
protect the landmark are eligible to receive a plaque and certificate for display at the site. This
agreement does not transfer with ownership of the property and can be terminated by either the owner
or the National Park Service at any time.

Under section 170¢h) of the U.S. Internal Revenue Code, some owners of designated National
Natural Landmarks may be eligible to take a charitable contribution deduction on their federal
income tax for interests in their natural landmark property donated for a qualified "conservation
purpose” to a qualified "conservation organization.” Owners should contact the Internal Revenue
Service for an advance ruling to determine if their particular situation meets the Internal Revenue
Service requirements.

Report on Damaged and Threatened Natural Landmarks

The National Park Service monitors the condition of designated National Natural Landmarks and
each year is required by law (90 Stat. 1940; U.S.C. 1a-5) to prepare a report for the Secretary to

http://ww] nature.nps.gov/partner/nnlp.htm 08/17/2000



transmit to the Congress identifying all designated National Natural Landmarks with known or
anticipated damage or threats to the integrity of their resources, and the sources of such threat or
damage. National Natural Landmarks that are determined to have lost the values that originally
qualified them for designation may be removed from the National Registry of Natural Landmarks. To
date, no site has been removed from the Registry due to listing in this report.

Relationship to the National Park System

National Natural Landmarks occur both within and outside the National Park System and
complement it in two ways: (1) as a means for recognizing and preserving nationally significant areas
that cannot or need not be managed by the National Park Service; and (2) as a form of special
recognition for areas within the National Park System deserving special attention and management.
To date. 18 of the 587 sites designated as National Natural Landmarks have later been included in 15
units of the National Park System.

Program Coordination

The National Park Service Washington Office provides overall program policy and direction for the
National Naturat Landmark program. National Park Service Natural Landmarks Program field
coordinators conduct program operation in the field, including identification and evaluation of
nationaily significant sites, coordination with other federal and state agencies, dissemination of
information, and National Natural Landmark site inspections for the annual report to Congress on
damaged and threatened National Natural T.andmarks.

For further information:

National Natural Landmark Program, National Park Service, 1849 C Street, NW, Washington, D.C.
20240 or nnl{@nps.gov

Last Update 7/13/7999
Back to Natural Resources Partnerships
http://www.nature.nps.gov/partner/nnlp. htm
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http://www LLnature. nps.govipartner/nalp.ntm 08/17/2000



	1 - 1st 9
	1 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Cover-Acknowledgements-Table of Contents
	2 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Executive Summary-10 Major Goals
	3 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Part1 - Context of Historic Preservation in Wakefield
	3  - 2001 Preservation Plan - Part1 - Context of Historic Preservation in Wakefield
	Complete - 2001 Preservation Plan - split_Part2

	4 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Part2 - Recent Public & Private Historic Preservation Initiatives
	5 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Part3 - Issues & Needs Related to Historic Preservation in Wakefield
	6 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Part4 - Historic Preservation Goals & Objectives
	7 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Part5 - Five Year Action Plan
	8 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Part6 - Recommendations for Historic Neighborhoods
	8 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Part6 - Recommendations for Historic Neighborhoods
	Complete - 2001 Preservation Plan - split_Part5

	9 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Part7 - Tools & Techniques to Implement Wakefield's Goals

	2 - 2nd - 10-19
	10 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Appendix A - How Wakefield's Lake were Formed
	11 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Appendix B - Historic Properties Inventory
	12 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Appendix C - National Register Properties
	13 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Appendix D - National Register Nomination Report
	13a - 2001 Preservation Plan - Appendix D - National Register Nomination Report
	13 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Appendix D - National Register Nomination Report
	Complete - 2001 Preservation Plan - split_Part7

	Complete - 2001 Preservation Plan - split_Part8

	14b - 2001 Preservation Plan - Appendix E - Text of the Wakefield Demolition Delay Bylaw
	15b - 2001 Preservation Plan - Appendix F - Nomination Reportfor the Reedy Meadow National Natural Landmark
	16b - 2001 Preservation Plan - Appendix G - Recommendations of the 1986 Wakefield Preservation Plan
	17b - 2001 Preservation Plan - Appendix H - Listings of Maps in the Reference Collection at the Lucius Beebe Memorial Library
	18 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Appendix I - Historic Maps of Wakefield
	19 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Appendix J - Properties Recommended for To Be Surveyed

	3 - 3rd 20-24
	20 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Appendix K - MOU related to the Woodville School Demolition
	21 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Appendix L - Existing  Georgian and Federal Farmhouses in Wakefield
	22 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Appendix M - Promotional & Publicity Materials  for two public preservation forums
	23 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Appendix N - Recommendations of February 3, 2001 Forum
	24 - 2001 Preservation Plan - Appendix O - Description of the ACEC Program


