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Executive Summary 
 

 
Facility: FTP/50 Devine Street 
  50 Devine Street, North Haven, Connecticut 
  Infinigy Project #226-003 
 
Infinigy was retained by Florida Tower Partners, LLC to complete an environmental screening of the 
Federal Communication Commission (FCC) Special Interest Items outlined in 47 CFR 1.1307 (a)(1) 
through (8).  The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Screen Report, (NEPA Screening) 
contained here within satisfies the Communications Commission (FCC) in 47 CFR 1.1307, and 
general industry standards. 
 
Infinigy has completed the NEPA Screening for the proposed Florida Tower Partners, LLC project 
site known as FTP/Devine Street located at 50 Devine Street in North Haven, New Haven County, 
Connecticut.  The Subject Property for the proposed telecommunications facility is situated within an 
industrial/commercial area.  The area surrounding the Subject Property is composed primarily of 
commercial and industrial uses and limited residential structures.  The Subject Property is within a 
highly urbanized and developed area. 
 
The Subject Property consists of a ±6.0 acre parent parcel of land, specifically, the proposed seventy 
by seventy foot (70’ X 70’) compound and surrounding lease area, zoned as General Industrial.  
Florida Tower Partners initially proposed to install a 150-foot monopole proximate to the eastern 
boundary of the Subject Property, adjacent to the eastern edge of existing pavement, in an area of 
known excavation and fill.  Subsequent to the initial SHPO and TCNS submissions, the height of the 
proposed tower was reduced to a 120-foot monopole with all other parameters remaining unchanged.  
The 120-foot tower will be situated in the center of the 70-foot by 70-foot fenced equipment 
compound area.  The proposed tower and fenced equipment compound are designed to provide space 
for future carrier’s equipment and antenna structures.  Access to the telecommunications facility will 
be from the existing paved parking areas.  The proposed access and utility easement consists of a 15-
foot wide access area and a 15-foot by 20-foot turn around area. 
 
Based upon the findings of the attached National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Checklist, NEPA 
Summary Report and associated documentation for the above referenced site, it appears that the 
proposed installation will not adversely impact any of the criteria as outlined in 1.1307(a) items (1) 
through (8) and preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) is not required. 
 
The Report was completed according to the terms and conditions authorized by Florida Tower 
Partners, LLC.  There are no intended or unintended third party beneficiaries to this Report, unless 
specifically named.  Infinigy is an independent contractor, not an employee of either the property 
owner or the project proponent, and its compensation was not based on the findings or 
recommendations made in the Report or on the closing of any business transaction.  Note that the 
findings of this Report are based on the project specifications provided to Infinigy and described in 
this Report.  In the event that the design or location of the installation changes, please contact 
Infinigy as additional review and/or consultation may be required.  



Thank you for the opportunity to prepare this Report, and assist you with this project. Please call us if 
you have any questions or if we may be of further assistance.  
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
 
 
Daniel Schweigard    Deborah M. Osterhoudt 
Author/Environmental Scientist    Reviewer/Geologist 
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Appendix A 
 

NEPA Checklist 
 
 



 
NEPA Land Use Screening Checklist 

 
Infinigy 
Engineering  

Site Type: 
X  Raw Land 
  Tower Collocation 
  Other Collocation 
  Tower Replacement 

Site ID:      FTP/North Haven 
 
Site Address:    50 Devine Street 
                           North Haven, Connecticut 

FCC NEPA 
Category 

Consulting Agency 
Contact 

NP 
Reference 
Document 

Check appropriate boxes below 

No Adverse 
Impact 

Potential 
Adverse 
Impact 

Exempt form 
Review 

NPA Applies 

Designated 
Wilderness 
Areas 

National Park Service 
US Forest Service 
Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) 

Section 
3.4.1 

X    

Designated 
Wildlife 
Preserves 

National Park Service 
US Forest Service 
BLM 

Section 
3.4.1 

X    

Threatened or 
Endangered 
Species & 
Critical Habitats 

US Fish & Wildlife 
Service – Field 
Office (USFWS) 

Section 
3.4.2 

X    

Historic Places State Historic 
Preservation Officer 
(SHPO) 
Tribal Historic 
Preservation Officer 
(THPO) 

Section 
3.4.3 

X  
 

SHPO 
Consultation 
Completed 

  
Collocation 
Agreement 

applies: 

 
Nationwide 
Agreement 
Exclusion 
applies: 

 
Indian Religious 
Sites 

American Indian 
Tribes 
Bureau of Indian 
Affairs 

Section 
3.4.5 

X  
 

Tribal 
Consultation 
Completed 

  
Collocation 
Agreement 

applies: 

 
Nationwide 
Agreement 
Exclusion 
applies: 

 
Floodplain Federal Emergency 

Management Agency 
(FEMA) 

Section 
3.4.7 

X    

Wetland & 
Surface 
Waterways 

USFWS NWI Maps 
US Army Corps of 
Engineers (ACOE) 

Section 
3.4.8 

X    

 
Signature:    __________________________________________ Company:  _______________________ 
Print Name: __________________________________________ Date:  ___________________________ 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX B 
 

FCC NEPA SUMMARY REPORT 
 



FCC NEPA Summary Report 
(47 CFR Subpart I, Chapter I, Sections 1.1301 – 1.1319) 

 
NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT (NEPA) 
 
The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, the basic national charter for protection of 
the environment, requires all Federal agencies to incorporate environmental considerations into the 
decision making process.  As a licensing agency, the Federal Communications Agency (FCC) 
requires all of its licensees, such as wireless communication service provider facilities, to review the 
potential environmental consequences of their proposed actions. The FCC’s regulations for 
implementing NEPA are found at Title 47 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 1, Subpart I, rule 
sections 1.1301 to 1.1319.  
 
The FCC NEPA regulations define specific situations under t1.1306 that “categorically exclude” 
certain undertakings from “environmental processing” all actions except those actions specifically 
identified and defined under t1.1307.  Therefore, it is understood that if a proposed facility project 
site does not and of the listed categories identified in t1.1307, the project is deemed to have No 
Significant Impact and no submission or further action with regard to the FCC is required.  However, 
it is recommended that the client maintain copies of the documentation supporting the finding of No 
Significant Impact in the event that the information is requested by the FCC (t1.13079).    
 
For applications where it is determined the proposed project may have a significant impact as defined 
under t1.1308, The FCC’s NEPA regulations require license applicants to prepare an Environmental 
Assessment (EA) and file the EA with the FCC for review by the FCC Enforcement Division.  If, 
after consulting with all appropriate agencies, the Enforcement Division determines that the proposed 
project will have significant impact upon the environment, the licensee is given the opportunity to 
mitigate the environmental effects and amend its original application. If the Environmental Division 
agrees that the mitigation measures taken eliminate the negative environmental impacts they will 
issue a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) and approve the application.  
 
If the Enforcement Division determines a FONSI is not applicable the applicant must prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) under t1.1304.  
 
Pursuant to the FCC’s regulations, the NEPA Screening prepared by Infinigy provides a 
determination of whether the proposed telecommunications facility will have a significant impact on 
the environment and therefore be categorically excluded from further environmental processing or 
review. 
 
Under FCC NEPA regulation t1.1307, an Environmental Assessment must be prepared for any 
project site that meets one of the following listed conditions: 
 

• Facility is located in an officially designated wilderness area 
• Facility is located in an officially designated wildlife preserve 
• Facilities that will likely affect listed, threatened or endangered species or designated 

critical habitats; are likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any proposed 
threatened or endangered species or designated critical habitats or likely to result in 
the destruction or adverse modification or proposed critical habitats as defined within 
the Endangered Species Act of 1973.  

• Facilities that may affect districts, sites, buildings or other structures that are considered 
significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, and engineering or culture that are 
listed or are eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. 



• Facilities that may affect religious Indian religious sites. 
• Facilities located within a flood plain. 
• Facilities that involve significant changes in surface features. 
• Antenna towers equipped with high intensity white lights tat are located within a residential 

neighborhood. 
• Facilities that may result in human exposure to radiofrequency radiation in excess of the 

applicable safety standards (t1.1307). 
 
This NEPA Screening Report has been prepared for the proposed telecommunications facility known 
as FTP/North Haven and is a summary of the actions Infinigy undertook to ensure that the proposed 
FTP telecommunications facility would not significantly impact any of the FCC NEPA items 
referenced above. 
 
PROJECT SUMMARY 
 
Infinigy has completed the NEPA Screening for the proposed Florida Tower Partners, LLC project 
site known as FTP/Devine Street located at 50 Devine Street in North Haven, New Haven County, 
Connecticut.  The Subject Property for the proposed telecommunications facility is situated within an 
industrial/commercial area.  The area surrounding the Subject Property is composed primarily of 
commercial and industrial uses and limited residential structures.  The Subject Property is within a 
highly urbanized and developed area. 
 
The Subject Property consists of a ±6.0 acre parent parcel of land, specifically, the proposed seventy 
by seventy foot (70’ X 70’) compound and surrounding lease area, zoned as General Industrial.  
Florida Tower Partners proposes to install a 120-foot monopole proximate to the eastern boundary of 
the Subject Property, adjacent to the eastern edge of existing pavement, in an area of known 
excavation and fill.  The tower will be situated in the center of the 70-foot by 70-foot fenced 
equipment compound area.  The proposed tower and fenced equipment compound are designed to 
provide space for future carrier’s equipment and antenna structures.  Access to the 
telecommunications facility will be from the existing paved parking areas.  The proposed access and 
utility easement consists of a 15-foot wide access area and a 15-foot by 20-foot turn around area.



SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
 
 
t1.1307 (a) (1) OFFICIALLY DESIGANTED WILDERNESS AREA 
 
According to a review of the Land Resources Map (Appendix F) and the Department of Agriculture's 
list of wilderness areas (http://www.wilderness.net/index.cfm?fuse=NWPS), the Project Site is not 
located in an officially designated wilderness area.    In  addition,  according  to  Infinigy’s  review  of  
available  on-line resources,  the  Project  Site  is  not  located  in  a  National  Park  
(www.nps.gov/gis),  NPS  Interactive  Map Center),  a  designated  Scenic  and  Wild  River  
(http://www.rivers.gov/wildriverslist.html),  a  land  area managed by the Bureau of Land 
Management (www.blm.gov/nhp/facts/index.htm), or within ¼ mile of a National  Scenic  Trail  as  
identified  by  the  National  Park  Service  (http://www.nps.gov/ncrc/programs/nts/nts_trails.html).  
 
It is the opinion of Infinigy that the proposed project will have no significant impact with regard to 
this FCC NEPA regulatory item. 
 
 
t1.1307 (a) (2)  OFFICIALLY DESIGNATED WILDLIFE PRESERVE 
 
According  to  a  review  of  the  Department of Interior, Department of Fish and Wildlife  Service’s 
Wildlife Refuge Profile Page for Connecticut, the  Project  Site  is  not  located  in  an officially 
designated wildlife preserve.  In addition, according to Infinigy’s review of available on-line 
resources, the   Project   Site   is   not located in a United States Fish and Wildlife Service National 
Wildlife Refuge (http://www.fws.gov/refuges/profiles/index.cfm?id=53546).  
 
It is the opinion of Infinigy that the proposed project will have no significant impact with regard to 
this FCC NEPA regulatory item. 
 
 
t1.1307 (a) (3)  LISTED, THREATENED OR ENDANGERED SPECIES/DESIGNATED  
   CRITICAL HABITATS 
 
Section 1.1307(a)(3) of the Commission’s rules, 47 C.F.R. §1.1307(a)(3), requires applicants, 
licensees, and tower owners (Applicants) to consider the impact of proposed facilities under the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA), 16 U.S.C. s. 1531 et seq. Applicants must determine whether any 
proposed facilities may affect listed, threatened or endangered species or designated critical habitats, 
or are likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any proposed threatened or endangered species 
or designated critical habitats. Applicants are also required to notify the FCC and file an 
environmental assessment if any of these conditions exist.  

According to the US Department of Interior Fish and Wildlife Services “Service Guidance on the 
Siting, Construction, Operation and Decommissioning of Communications Towers” the construction 
of new towers creates a potentially significant impact on migratory birds, especially some 350 species 
of night-migrating birds.  The Guidance document further states that The Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
(16 U.S.C. 703-712) prohibits the taking, killing, possession, transportation, and importation of 
migratory birds, their eggs, parts, and nests, except when specifically authorized by the Department of 
the Interior. While the Act has no provision for allowing unauthorized take, it must be recognized that 
some birds may be killed at structures such as communications towers even if all reasonable measures 
to avoid it are implemented. The Service’s Division of Law Enforcement carries out its mission to 
protect migratory birds not only through investigations and enforcement, but also through fostering 
relationships with individuals and industries that proactively seek to eliminate their impacts on 
migratory birds. While it is not possible under the Act to absolve individuals or companies from 
liability if they follow these recommended guidelines, the Division of Law Enforcement and 
Department of Justice have used enforcement and prosecutorial discretion in the past regarding 
individuals or companies who have made good faith efforts to avoid the take of migratory birds. 



In an effort to streamline the evaluation process and aid in the siting of proposed facilities, the 
following voluntary guidelines and recommendations were established: 

1. Any company/applicant/licensee proposing to construct a new communications tower should be 
strongly encouraged to co-locate the communications equipment on an existing communication 
tower or other structure (e.g., billboard, water tower, or building mount). Depending on tower 
load factors, from 6 to 10 providers may collocate on an existing tower.  

2. If collocation is not feasible and a new tower or towers are to be constructed, communications 
service providers should be strongly encouraged to construct towers no more than 199 feet above 
ground level (AGL), using construction techniques which do not require guy wires (e.g., use a 
lattice structure, monopole, etc.). Such towers should be unlighted if Federal Aviation 
Administration regulations permit.  

3. If constructing multiple towers, providers should consider the cumulative impacts of all of those 
towers to migratory birds and threatened and endangered species as well as the impacts of each 
individual tower.  

4. If at all possible, new towers should be sited within existing “antenna farms” (clusters of towers). 
Towers should not be sited in or near wetlands, other known bird concentration areas (e.g., state 
or Federal refuges, staging areas, rookeries), in known migratory or daily movement flyways, or 
in habitat of threatened or endangered species. Towers should not be sited in areas with a high 
incidence of fog, mist, and low ceilings.  

5. If taller (>199 feet AGL) towers requiring lights for aviation safety must be constructed, the 
minimum amount of pilot warning and obstruction avoidance lighting required by the FAA 
should be used. Unless otherwise required by the FAA, only white (preferable) or red strobe 
lights should be used at night, and these should be the minimum number, minimum intensity, and 
minimum number of flashes per minute (longest duration between flashes) allowable by the FAA. 
The use of solid red or pulsating red warning lights at night should be avoided. Current research 
indicates that solid or pulsating (beacon) red lights attract night-migrating birds at a much higher 
rate than white strobe lights. Red strobe lights have not yet been studied.  

6. Tower designs using guy wires for support which are proposed to be located in known raptor or 
water bird concentration areas or daily movement routes, or in major diurnal migratory bird 
movement routes or stopover sites, should have daytime visual markers on the wires to prevent 
collisions by these diurnally moving species. (For guidance on markers, see Avian Power Line 
Interaction Committee (APLIC). 1994. Mitigating Bird Collisions with Power Lines: The State of 
the Art in 1994. Edison Electric Institute, Washington, D.C., 78 pp, and Avian Power Line 
Interaction Committee (APLIC). 1996. Suggested Practices for Raptor Protection on Power 
Lines. Edison Electric Institute/Raptor Research Foundation, Washington, D.C., 128 pp. Copies 
can be obtained via the Internet at http://www.eei.org/resources/pubcat/enviro/, or by calling 1-
800/334-5453).  

7. Towers and appendant facilities should be sited, designed and constructed so as to avoid or 
minimize habitat loss within and adjacent to the tower “footprint”. However, a larger tower 
footprint is preferable to the use of guy wires in construction. Road access and fencing should be 
minimized to reduce or prevent habitat fragmentation and disturbance, and to reduce above 
ground obstacles to birds in flight.  

8. If significant numbers of breeding, feeding, or roosting birds are known to habitually use the 
proposed tower construction area, relocation to an alternate site should be recommended. If this is 



not an option, seasonal restrictions on construction may be advisable in order to avoid disturbance 
during periods of high bird activity.  

9. In order to reduce the number of towers needed in the future, providers should be encouraged to 
design new towers structurally and electrically to accommodate the applicant/licensee’s antennas 
and comparable antennas for at least two additional users (minimum of three users for each tower 
structure), unless this design would require the addition of lights or guy wires to an otherwise 
unlighted and/or unguyed tower.  

10. Security lighting for on-ground facilities and equipment should be down-shielded to keep light 
within the boundaries of the site.  

11. If a tower is constructed or proposed for construction, Service personnel or researchers from the 
Communication Tower Working Group should be allowed access to the site to evaluate bird use, 
conduct dead-bird searches, to place net catchments below the towers but above the ground, and 
to place radar, Global Positioning System, infrared, thermal imagery, and acoustical monitoring 
equipment as necessary to assess and verify bird movements and to gain information on the 
impacts of various tower sizes, configurations, and lighting systems.  

12. Towers no longer in use or determined to be obsolete should be removed within 12 
months of cessation of use.  

According to a letter received from the Department of Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service New 
England Field Office dated February 23, 2009, applicants are encouraged to review and adhere to the 
procedures set forth in Endangered Species Consultation Project Review for Projects with Federal 
Involvement (available on-line at  
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/newenglandfieldoffice/EndangeredSpec-Consultation.htm).   The letter 
further stated: 
 

“Future Coordination with the Office Relative to New Communication Facilities” 
 
We have determined that proposed projects are not likely to adversely impact any federally listed or 
proposed species when the following steps are taken to evaluate new communication facilities: 
 

1.  If the facility will be installed within or on an existing structure, such as in a church steeple or 
on the roof of an existing building, no further consultation with this office is necessary.  
Similarly, new antennas or towers in urban and other developed areas, in which no natural 
vegetation will be affected, do not require further review. 

2. If the above criteria cannot be met, your review of our lists of threatened and endangered 
species locations within Vermont, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Connecticut and Massachusetts 
may confirm that no federally-listed endangered or threatened species are known to occur in the 
town of county where the project is proposed. 

3.   If a listed species is present in the town or county where the project is proposed, further 
review of our lists of threatened and endangered species may allow you to concluded that suitable 
habitat for the species will not be affected.  Based upon past experiences, we anticipate that there 
will be few, if any, projects that are likely to impact piping plovers, roseate terns, bog turtles, 
Jesup’s milk-vetch, or other such species that are found on coastal beaches, riverine habitats or in 
wetlands because communication towers typically are not located in these habitats. 

For projects that meet the above criteria, there is no need to contact this office for further project 
review.  A copy of this letter should be retained in your file as the Service’s determination that no 
listed species are present, or that listed species in the general area will not be affected.  Due to the 



high workload associated with responding to many individual requests for threatened and endangered 
species information, we will no longer be providing response letters for activities that meet the above 
criteria.  This correspondence and the species lists remain valid until January 1, 2010. “    

Additionally, in a letter dated February 3, 2009 Ms. Dawn M. McKay, a Biologist with the State of 
Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection stated, “According to our information there are 
no extant populations of federal or State Endangered, Threatened or Special Concern Species that 
occur on this property.”  

It is the opinion of Infinigy that the proposed project will have no significant impact with regard to 
this FCC NEPA regulatory item. 

t1.1307 (a) (4)  SECTION 106 CONSULATION 
 
In 1966, the implementation of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) successfully delegated 
Section 106 compliance to the individual State Historic Preservation Offices.  The NHPA requires 
Federal agencies to consider the effects of discretionary Undertakings on Historic Properties that are 
included or eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places.  In March 2005, the FCC 
adopted the National Programmatic Agreement (NPA) which effectively: 
 
• excludes from Section 106 review certain Undertakings involving the construction and 

modification of Facilities, and 
• streamlines and tailors the Section 106 review process for other Undertakings involving the 

construction and modification of Facilities. 
 
Undertakings that fall within the Exclusions listed in the NPA III.A through III.F are exempt from 
Section 106 review by the SHPO/THPO, the FCC and the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ).  
Thus, these excluded Undertakings shall not be submitted to the SHPO/THPO for review.  
Determinations that an exemption applies to an Undertaking and the supporting documentation should 
be retained by the Applicant.  The NPA does not require the use of Secretary of Interior qualified staff 
to determine whether an exclusion applies. 
 
If, upon review of the Exclusions listed in the NPA the applicant determines that the proposed 
telecommunication project does not fall within the Exclusion identified in the NPA, the applicant 
must initiate the Consultation process as set forth in Section 106 through submission of the 
appropriate FCC Form 620 (New Tower Construction) or FCC Form 621 (Co-location).  
 
Infinigy reviewed  the  proposed  project  plans  against  the  Exclusions  of  the  Nationwide  
Programmatic Agreement  Regarding  the  Section  106  National  Historic Preservation Act  review  
process (NPA).   Infinigy concluded that the proposed tower construction does not meet any of the 
Exclusions listed in Section III of the NPA.  Therefore, consultation with the State of Connecticut 
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) was required.  
 
On January 8, 2009, Infinigy contracted Heritage Consultants, LLC to perform an evaluation of the 
proposed Project Site for the likelihood of containing archaeological resources.  According to the 
report prepared by Heritage Consultants dated January 23, 2009, the findings concluded that,  
 

 "Due to the degree of disturbances noted within the currently proposed project area, it is 
highly unlikely that intact cultural remains exist within the Area of Potential Effect.  It is the 
professional opinion of Heritage Consultants, LLC that additional archaeological 
investigations of the proposed telecommunications tower located at 50 Devine Street in North 
Haven, Connecticut are not warranted."  

 
Infinigy’s submitted project plans, the results of the archaeological survey, and a request for comment 



on FCC Form 620 to the Connecticut SHPO on March 10, 2009.   In a letter dated March 12, 2009 
referencing the “50 Devine Street, North Haven, CT” project, from Mr. David Bahlman, the Deputy 
State Historic Preservation Officer of the Connecticut Commission on Culture and Tourism the 
following was stated; 
 
“The State Historic Preservation Office has reviewed the above named project.  This office expects 
that the proposed undertaking will have no effect on historic, architectural, or archeological resources 
listed on or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places.”.  
 
It is the opinion of Infinigy that the proposed project will have no significant impact with regard to 
this FCC NEPA regulatory item. 
 
In the unlikely event that unanticipated Historic Properties, cultural artifacts, archeological deposits, 
or human   remains   are   inadvertently   encountered   during   the   proposed   construction   and   
associated excavation   activities,  Florida   Tower Partners,   LLC  must  halt   activities  immediately  
and  contact  the appropriate local officials and state agencies, in accordance with Federal and State 
regulations (36 CFR 800.13(b)).  
 
t1.1307 (a) (5)  INDIAN RELIGIOUS SITES  
 
Based  on  the  requirements  of  the  Nationwide  Programmatic  Agreement  Regarding  the  Section  
106 National  Historic  Preservation  Act  Review  Process  (NPA),  applicants must demonstrate 
“good faith efforts’ to identify and Indian tribe or Native Hawaiian Organization (NHO) that attaches 
religious or cultural significance to Historic Properties that may be affected by the Undertaking.  As 
stated within the FCC regulations, use the of FCC’s Tower Construction Notification System (TCNS) 
to initiate consultation with Indian Tribes and NHO’s, “shall constitute a reasonable and good faith 
effort with respect to ensuring Section 106 compliance   Infinigy determined that Tribal and NHO 
Consultation was required for this project because the proposed tower construction did not meet 
Exclusions A, B, C or F of the NPA.  
 
Infinigy submitted  documentation  regarding  the  proposed  project  to  the  FCC's  Tower  
Construction Notification System (TCNS).   On December 29, 2009 the FCC's TCNS sent the project 
information to Tribes listed on their database who have indicated that they have a geographic interest 
in the area of the proposed Project site.   Additionally, if required Infinigy submitted  follow-up  
requests  for  comment  to  each  of  the  Tribes  indicated  by  the  TCNS  to  have  a potential interest 
in the area of the project.  
 
Tribal communication to date for this project is summarized in the following table.  
 

Tribe Name Initial 
Notification 
(via TCNS) 

Response to
Initial Contact 

Second
Contact 
Attempt

Response  Recommended
Action 

Mashantucket 
Pequot Tribe 

12/29/2008 Interested in 
Consulting (TCNS 
Exclusion).  

N/A Letter  rec’d 
1/30/2009 – 
No Impact 

No Further 
Action  

Sequahna 
Mars -
Narragansett 
Indian Tribe  

12/29/2008 January 3, 2009 – 
Indicated interest 
and requested 
additional 
information (via 
TCNS).   

Additional 
Requests via 
Email provided 
by Tribe: 
01/30/2009 
02/16/2009 
03/16/2009 
03/27/2009 

No 
Response 

No Further 
Action  

 
 



In the unlikely event that unanticipated Historic Properties, cultural artifacts, archeological deposits, 
or human   remains   are   inadvertently   encountered   during   the   proposed   construction   and   
associated excavation   activities,  Florida Tower Partners must  halt   activities  immediately  and  
contact  the appropriate  tribal  governments,  local  officials  and  state  agencies,  in  accordance  
with  Federal  and  State regulations (36 CFR 800.13(b)).  
 
It is the opinion of Infinigy that the proposed project will have no significant impact with regard to 
this FCC NEPA regulatory item. 
 
Correspondence between Infinigy and the Tribes, including copies of the Tower Construction 
Notification System emails, follow-up correspondence, and Tribal responses are appended to this 
Report (Appendix E). 
 
t1.1307 (a) (6)  FEMA 100 YEAR FLOODPLAIN 
 
Executive Order (EO) 11988 states that “each agency has a responsibility to evaluate the potential 
effects of any actions it may take in a floodplain; to ensure that its planning programs and budget 
request reflect consideration of flood hazards and floodplain management”.  Furthermore, EO 11988 
Section 6 defines a “base flood” and “floodplain” as follows: 
 

• The term "base flood" shall mean that flood which has a one percent or greater chance of 
occurrence in any given year. 

• The term "floodplain" shall mean the lowland and relatively flat areas adjoining inland and 
coastal waters including flood prone areas of offshore islands, including at a minimum, that 
area subject to a one percent or greater chance of flooding in any given year. 

 
In compliance with FCC 1.1307, Infinigy evaluated the potential that the proposed telecommunication 
facility would be located within the 100 year flood plain.  
 
FEMA Floodplain Flood Insurance Rate Map data for Community Map #090086 Panel 0005B is 
attached as Appendix H.  The proposed Project Site is located within a 100-year floodplain.   A USGS 
Topographic Map for the proposed project site is included in Appendix C.   
 
It is the opinion of Infinigy that the proposed project will be able to utilize standard construction 
mitigation efforts during completion of the project and therefore the proposed project will have no 
significant impact with regard to this FCC NEPA regulatory item. 
 
 
t1.1307 (a) (7)  IMPACTS TO SURFACE FEATURES 
 
It is Infinigy’s opinion that no documented or potential wetlands are located at or within a 100-foot 
radius of the proposed tower based upon the following facts:  
 
• Limited or no hydric vegetation was observed at the tower site.  Additionally, no surface 

water was observed at the proposed tower site.  
 
•  According   to a review of the United States Fish and Wildlife National Wetlands Inventory 

Wetlands Mapper (information available   online   at   
http://wetlandsfws.er.usgs.gov/imf/imf.jsp?site=NWI_CONUS),   no   mapped wetlands are 
located at or within close proximity to the proposed tower site (Appendix H). 

 
• According to the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) Web Soil Survey (WSS) 

website (http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/) the dominate soil composition in the 
vicinity of the Project Site is classified as Udorthents-Urban Land Complex (UdU). 
(Appendix C).  



These soils are typically in areas of cut and fill. Where soil material has been removed, the 
material is typically similar in the subsoil or substratum of adjacent soils. In fill or disposal 
areas, the soil material has more variable characteristics because it usually consists of varying 
amounts of material from the subsoil and substratum of nearby soils. Slope is dominantly 2 to 6 
inches, although it ranges from 0 to 10 percent. 

Typically, the upper part 60 inches is silty clay loam, clay loam or silt loam. Some of the areas 
on terraces and flood plains have sandy and gravelly material. The available water capacity is 
variable, but it is dominantly low or very low in the root zone. Permeability is generally slow. 
The soil is firm and dense. Hard rains tend to seal the soil surface, reducing infiltration and 
restricting the emergence and growth of seedlings.  In most areas, as with the proposed Project 
Site, these soils are at sites of new construction and many have little to no vegetative cover.  
Areas with these soils are very well suited for building sites.  

The area proposed to be occupied by the Florida Tower Partner’s telecommunications compound 
consists of previously disturbed and graded soils adjacent to an existing asphalt covered parking area. 
The  proposed  construction  plans  do  not  call  for  the  removal  of  a  significant  amount  of  
mature  trees; therefore,  the  proposed  installation  will  not  result  in  deforestation.    According to 
the proposed construction plans and onsite observations, surface water body diversion will not occur.  
  
It is the opinion of Infinigy that the proposed project will have no significant impact with regard to 
this FCC NEPA regulatory item. 
 
t1.1307 (a) (8)  HIGH INTENSITY WHITE LIGHTS/RESIDENTIAL ZONING 
 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) requires the use of high intensity lights on towers over 
499 feet above ground surface as part of aviation avoidance marking.   Towers that are less than 499 
feet above ground level are not required to be equipped with high intensity lights.   
 
According to client representatives and site plans, the proposed installation is less than 499 feet above 
ground level and will not include high intensity white lights or be located in a residential 
neighborhood.  
 
Based upon the information provided by FTP, it is the opinion of Infinigy that the proposed project 
will have no significant impact with regard to this FCC NEPA regulatory item. 
 
t1.1307 (a) (9)  HUMAN RADIO FREQUENCY (RF) EXPOSURE 
 
9a. Will the antenna structure equal or exceed total power (of all channels) of 2000 Watts 

ERP (3280 EIRP) and have antenna located less than 10 meters above the ground?  
 
According  to  client  representatives  and  site  plans,  the  proposed  installation  will  not  include  
antennas located less than 10 meters above the ground and is therefore categorically excluded from 
additional RF compliance showings.  
 
Based upon the information provided by FTP, it is the opinion of Infinigy that the proposed project 
will have no significant impact with regard to this FCC NEPA regulatory item. 
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January 23, 2009 
 
Mr. Daniel Schweigard 
Environment Services Projects Manager 
Infinigy Engineering, PLLC 
11 Herbert Drive 
Latham, New York 12110 
 
RE: Preliminary Archeological Assessment of a Proposed Telecommunications Facility Located 

at 50 Devine Street in North Haven, Connecticut  
 
Mr. Schweigard: 
 
Heritage Consultants, LLC, is pleased to have this opportunity to provide Infinigy Engineering, PLLC 
with the following preliminary archeological assessment of the proposed cellular telecommunications 
tower located at 50 Devine Street in North Haven, Connecticut (Figure 1). The current project entailed 
completion of an existing conditions cultural resources summary based on the examination of GIS data 
obtained from the Connecticut State Historic Preservation Office, as well as historic maps, aerial 
photographs, and topographic quadrangles maintained by Heritage Consultants, LLC. This investigation 
is based upon project location information provided to Heritage Consultants, LLC by Infinigy 
Engineering, PLLC. The objectives of this study were: 1) to gather and present data regarding previously 
identified cultural resources situated within the vicinity of the Area of Potential Effect; 2) to investigate 
the proposed project parcel in terms of its natural and historical characteristics; and 3) to evaluate the 
need for completing additional cultural resources investigations.  
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Figures 2 and 3, which consist of maps dating from 1852 and 1868, respectively, show that the proposed 
telecommunications facility is located in the vicinity of the regional transportation network during the mid 
to late nineteenth century, specifically near several major thoroughfares and the New Haven and Hartford 
Railroad line. These images also show that this was a mixed-use area that contained both residences and 
several large commercial facilities, including several brickyards; however, the 1852 and 1868 maps do 
not show any historic buildings on the site of the proposed telecommunications facility. In addition, 
Figure 4, which is an aerial image dating from 1934, shows the region containing the Area of Potential 
Effect during the early portion of the twentieth century. This image confirms that no historic buildings 
were located within the Area of Potential Effect at this time; it also indicates that the area containing the 
proposed project items remained undeveloped as of the early twentieth century. Figures 5 and 6, aerial 
images dating from 1940 and 1951, respectively, indicate that the Area of Potential Effect had been 
cleared and a nearby industrial building had been built by the middle of the twentieth century. The 
building remains in place today and it situated immediately to the west of the proposed project area. 
Figures 7 and 8, which consist of aerial images dating from 1970 and 1995, respectively, show that the 
area adjacent to the proposed tower location continued to be used for industrial purposes. These two 
images also suggest that disturbances to the Area of Potential Effect occurred within this timeframe, as 
industrial use of the area expanded. Finally, an aerial photograph taken during 2004 shows that the project 
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area now lies immediately adjacent to a paved parking lot associated with the above-referenced industrial 
building (Figure 9).  
 
A review of previously recorded cultural resources resulted in the identification of four previously 
recorded archeological sites (101-12, 101-16, 101-17, and 101-20) situated within the region containing 
of the proposed cellular communications tower (Figure 10). Despite their presence in the larger region, 
none of these archaeological resources are located within or in close proximity to the Area of Potential 
Effect. Representatives from Heritage Consultants, LLC visited the Area of Potential Effect and 
completed a pedestrian survey of the project parcel to confirm the results of the analysis of historic maps, 
aerial images, and archaeological site information. Visual inspection of the proposed tower location 
revealed that the land surface is very irregular and it contains evidence of previous ground disturbance, 
fill episodes, soil berms, and modern debris. Construction plans also call for use of an existing parking 
area to the west as access to the proposed lease area. This parking lot consists of asphalt and has already 
been disturbed. Finally, a review of soils located in the region indicates that the proposed 
telecommunications facility is located within a soil polygon 306, which is classified as 
“Udorthents/Urban Land” (Figure 11) This type of soil is typical of areas that have undergone intense 
disturbance and large-scale reorganization of the underlying soil profile. The sequence of aerial images 
also suggests that the landform currently under consideration is comprised of filled wetlands. 
Udorthents/Urban Land can be classified as retaining little, if any, potential to yield intact subsurface 
archaeological deposits.  
 
In sum, due to the degree of disturbances noted within the currently proposed project area, it is highly 
unlikely that intact cultural remains exist within the Area of Potential Effect. It is the professional opinion 
of Heritage Consultants, LLC that additional archeological investigations of the proposed 
telecommunications tower located at 50 Devine Street in North Haven, Connecticut are not warranted. If 
you have any questions regarding this Technical Memorandum, or if we may be of additional assistance 
with this or any other projects you may have, please do not hesitate to call us at 860-667-3001 or email us 
info@heritage-consultants.com. We are at your service. 
 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
David R. George, M.A., R.P.A 
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Figure 1. Excerpt from a recent USGS topographical quadrangle depicting the proposed tower
location. 
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Figure 2. Excerpt from an 1852 historic map depicting the proposed tower location. 
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Figure 3. Excerpt from an 1868 historic map depicting the proposed tower location. 
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Figure 4. Excerpt from a 1934 aerial image depicting the proposed tower location. 
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Figure 5. Excerpt from a 1940 aerial image depicting the proposed tower location. 
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Figure 6. Excerpt from a 1951 aerial image depicting the proposed tower location. 
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Figure 7. Excerpt from a 1970 aerial image depicting the proposed tower location. 
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Figure 8. Excerpt from a 1995 aerial image depicting the proposed tower location. 
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Figure 9. Excerpt from a 2004 aerial image depicting the proposed tower location. 



Mr. Daniel Schweigard 
January 23, 2009 
Page 12 

 
877 Main Street • Newington, Connecticut 

Phone (860) 667-3001 • Fax (860) 667-3008 
Email: info@heritage-consultants.com 

 
 

101-20

101-17

101-16

101-12

Legend
Project Area

Hydrography Lines

1/2 Mile Buffer

Reported Archaeological Sites 

Historic Site

Prehistoric Site

National Register (polygon)

Rail

0 700350
Meters

Project Area

1/2 Mile Buffer

Figure 10. A digital map depicting all of the previously recorded archaeological sites and National
Register of Historic Places properties situated within the immediate vicinity of the
proposed tower location. 
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Figure 11. A digital map depicting the various soil types located in the project region (note that soil
code 306 consists of Udorthents/Urban Land). 



 

DAVID R. GEORGE, M.A, R.P.A. 
PROJECT MANAGER & SUPERVISORY ARCHAEOLOGIST 
 

 

 

 

EDUCATION 

Bachelor of Science in Business Management, Ithaca College, Ithaca, New York, 1990. 

Master of Arts in Anthropology, University of Connecticut, Storrs, Connecticut, 1992. 

Introduction to Federal Projects and Historic Preservation Law, Section 106 Compliance, 1999. 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Environmental Report Preparation Seminar, 2003 

 

ACADEMIC AWARDS AND FELLOWSHIPS 

Phi Kappa Phi, 1995. 

University of Connecticut Anthropology Department Research Assistantship, 1994. 

University of Connecticut Anthropology Department Teaching Assistantship, 1991- 1994. 

University of Connecticut Anthropology Department Pre-Doctoral Fellowship, 1992.  

University of Connecticut Anthropology Department Lectureship, 1991. 

 

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE 

Principal Investigator, Heritage Consultants, LLC, February 2004-Present. 

Vice President-Archeological Services, Goodwin & Associates, Inc., December 2002-March 2004. 

Assistant Vice President, R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc., May 2001-December 2002. 

Senior Project Manager, R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc., May 2001-November 2001. 

Project Manager, R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc., September 1998-May 2001. 

Laboratory Supervisor/Crew Chief, Archaeological and Historical Consultants, Inc., 1996-1998. 

Instructor, Department of Anthropology, University of Connecticut, Storrs, 1995-1996. 

Field Director/Project Manager, Public Archaeology Survey Team, Inc., 1990-1996. 

Field Technician, Office of the Connecticut State Archaeologist, 1990-1996. 

Teaching Assistant, Department of Anthropology, University of Connecticut, 1991, 1994. 

Field Instructor, Department of Anthropology Fieldschool, University of Connecticut, 1992-1994. 

 

PROFESSIONAL MEMBERSHIPS 

Society for American Archeology 

Society for Historical Archaeology 

Eastern States Archaeological Federation 

Register of Professional Archeologists 



David R. George, M.A., R.P.A., continued Page 2 

 

 

SPECIAL SKILLS 

Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Assessment Report Preparation 

Alternatives Analysis/Corridor Selection Studies 

Existing Conditions/Disturbance Investigations 

SHPO/Native American Consultation 

Geographic Information Systems Applications 

Faunal Analysis 

Botanical Analysis 

Lithic Analysis 

 

INVITED LECTURES & PRESENTATIONS 
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(with Jefferey Bendremer). 

 

1995b Recognizing Variability in the Archaeobotanical Record of Late Prehistoric New England. 
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1999a Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Sharps Relief Wells, 

Whitehall Relief Wells, and St. Johns Relief Wells Project Items, Concordia Parish, 

Louisiana. (with William P. Athens, Susan Barrett Smith, Jeremy Pincoske, Angele Montana, 

and Dr. Roger Saucier). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to U.S. 

Army Corps of Engineers, Vicksburg District. 

 

1999b Research Design to Guide Archeological Investigations within the Alhambra to Hohen-Solms 

and Hohen-Solms to Modeste Levee Enlargement and Concrete Slope Pavement Project. 

(with William P. Athens) Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to U.S. 

Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District. 

 

1999c Research Design to Guide Archeological Investigations Associated with the Phase I Cultural 

Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed 9.1 km (5.6 mi) Gulfstream 

Natural Gas System L.L.C. 36 Inch O.D. Project in Mobile County, Alabama. (William P. 

Athens, Ralph Draughon, Jeremy Pincoske, and Dave D. Davis) Submitted by R. Christopher 

Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to ANR Pipeline Company, Inc. 

 

1999d Research Design to Guide Archeological Investigations Associated with the Phase I Cultural 

Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed 9.1 km (5.6 mi) Gulfstream 

Natural Gas System L.L.C. 36 Inch O.D. Project in Jackson County, Mississippi. (William P. 

Athens, Ralph Draughon, Jeremy Pincoske, and Dave D. Davis) Submitted by R. Christopher 

Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to ANR Pipeline Company, Inc. 

 

1999e Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed 6km (3.7 

mi) Southern Natural Gas Company 16 in O.D. Upson county and West Georgia Generating 

Meter Station Project Corridor, Upson County, Georgia. (with Bill Athens, Ralph Draughon, 

Kari Krause and Jeremy Pincoske) Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to 

Southern Natural Gas Company. 

 

1999f Prehistoric Chenopodium in Connecticut: Wild, Weedy, Cultivated, or Domesticated? (with 

Robert E. Dewar) (Current Northeast Paleoethnobotany, edited by J. Hart, New York State 

Museum). 

 

1999g Prehistoric Floral and Faunal Use in Connecticut. In Connecticut Archaeology, edited by 

William Keegan and Kristen Keegan. University of Connecticut Press, Storrs. 

 

1999h Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed 9.1 km (5.6 

mi) Gulfstream Pipeline Project Corridor, Jackson County, Mississippi. (with William P. 

Athens, Ralph Draughon, Jr., Jeremy Pincoske, and Dave D. Davis) Submitted by R. 

Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to ANR Pipeline Company, Inc. 

 

1999i Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed Gulfstream 

Natural Gas System L.L.C. 36 Inch O.D. Project in Mobile County, Alabama. (with William 

P. Athens, Ralph Draughon, Jr., Jeremy Pincoske, Cathy Labadia, and Dave D. Davis) 

Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to ANR Pipeline Company, Inc. 

 

1999j Phase II Archeological Testing and National Register Evaluation for Four Archeological Sites 

(16BO400, 16CD87, 16CD235, and 16CD239) within the Area of Potential Effect of the Pool 5 

Impoundment Area, Bossier and Caddo Parishes, Louisiana (with Luis Williams, Rebecca 

Johnson and William P. Athens). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to 

the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Vicksburg District. 
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1999k Cultural Resources Survey and Inventory, Florida Gas Transmission Phase V Expansion, Gulf 

Power Lateral, Palmetto Power Lateral, Loop C, Loop D, Loop E, Loop G, Loop H St. 

Petersburg Lateral, Loop I St. Petersburg Lateral, Jacksonville Loop, and FP&L Lateral.(with 

Catherine Labadia, Jeremy Pincoske, Susan Barrett Smith, Ralph B. Draughon, Jr., Charlene 

Keck, Colleen Hanratty, and William P. Athens) Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & 

Associates, Inc. to Florida Gas Transmission. 

 

1999l Cultural Resources Study Supporting Supplement I to the Final Environmental Impact 

Statement, Mississippi River Main Line Levee. (with Dr. Roger Saucier, Susan Barrett Smith, 

Jeremy Pincoske, William Hayden, Rebecca Johnson, Ryan Crutchfield, William Barr, and 

William P. Athens.) Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to the U.S. 

Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District. 

 

2000a Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed State Road 

71 (Greenwood Highway) Expansion Corridor from State Road 10 (US 90) to North of the 

City Limits of Greenwood, in Jackson County, Florida. (with Catherine Labadia, Katy Coyle, 

James Hollingsworth, Kari Krause, Jeremy Pincoske, Susan Barrett Smith, and William P. 

Athens.) Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to the Florida Department 

of Transportation, District III. 

 

2000b Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed Southern 

Natural Gas Company (SNG) SCPL-Urquhart Plant Meter Station, Aiken County, South 

Carolina. (with Patrick P. Robblee, Colleen Hanratty, and William P. Athens) Submitted by 

R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to Southern Natural Gas Company. 

 

2000c Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed Southern 

Natural Gas Company (SNG) South System Expansion Project, Sumter, Perry, Dallas, 

Autauga, Tallapoosa, Macon, and Lee Counties, Alabama. (with Patrick P. Robblee, Ralph 

B. Draughon, Jr., James M. Hollingsworth, Kelley Beavers, Colleen Hanratty, Caroline 

Wardlaw, and William P. Athens. Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. 

to Southern Natural Gas Company. 

 

2000d Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed Tennessee 

Gas Pipeline Company Mississippi 500 Line Expansion Project, Forrest, Jones, Clarke, and 

Jasper Counties, Mississippi. (with Ralph B. Draughon, Jr., Kari Krause, Jeremy Pincoske, 

and William P. Athens) Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to Northern 

Ecological Associates, Inc. and Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company. 

 

2000e Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed 19.3 km (12 

mi) Long Stretch of Bayou Teche, Iberia Parish, Louisiana. (with Kari Krause, Katy Coyle, 

Jeremy Pincoske, and William P. Athens) Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & 

Associates, Inc. to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District. 

 

2000f Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed 44.6 ha 

(110.3 ac) Duke Energy North America Enterprise Energy Facility, Clarke County, 

Mississippi (with Darryl Byrd, Ralph B. Draughon, Jr., Jeremy Pincoske, Kristin Vanwert, 

and William P. Athens) Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates , Inc. to ENSR 

Consulting & Engineering. 
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2000g Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the 4.94 ha (12.21 ac) 

Keystone Lock and Dam Project Parcel, St. Martin Parish, Louisiana (with Kari Krause, 

Meredith Snead, Katy Coyle and William P. Athens.) Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin 

& Associates, Inc. to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District.  

 

2000h Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of Two Pipeline Loops 

(Loop J and Loop K) and 10 Ancillary Use Facilities Associated with the Proposed Florida 

Gas Transmission Phase V Expansion, FGT Mobile Bay Lateral, Loop A, and Loop B, 

Gilchrist and Levy Counties, Florida (with Catherine Labadia, Susan Barrett Smith, David 

Roth, Kristin Vanwert, James Eberwine, and William P. Athens) Submitted by R. Christopher 

Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to Florida Gas Transmission Company. 

 

2000i Historical Research and Remote Sensing of the Former Location of the Braziel Baptist 

Church and Cemetery Complex (Site 16IV49), Iberville Parish, Louisiana (with Katy Coyle, 

Kari Krause, Susan Barrett Smith, Ralph Draughon, Jr., James Eberwine, J.B. Pelletier, 

William Lowthert, and William P. Athens) Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & 

Associates, Inc. to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District. 

 

2000j Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed Petal Gas 

Storage Pipeline Project, Forrest, Jones, Clarke and Jasper Counties, Mississippi (with Kari 

Krause, Ralph Draughon, Jr., Jeremy Pincoske, and William P. Athens) Submitted by R. 

Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to Northern Ecological Associates, Inc. 

 

2000k Phase II Archeological Testing and National Register Evaluation of Four Archeological Sites 

(16BO400, 16CD87, 16CD235, and 16CD239) Within the Area of Potential Effect of the 

Pool 5 Impoundment Area, Bossier and Caddo, Parishes, Louisiana (with William P. Athens, 

Susan Barrett-Smith, Luis Williams, Rebecca Johnson, and Ralph Draughon, Jr.). Submitted 

by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 

Vicksburg District. 

 

2000l Phase I Cultural Resources Survey And Archeological Inventory Of The Proposed 7.56 KM 

(4.7 MI) 36 Inch O.D. Gulfstream Pipeline Project Corridor, Mobile County, Alabama (with 

William P. Athens, Cathy Labadia, Ralph Draughon, Jr., Jeremy Pincoske, Dave D. Davis). 

Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to Gulfstream Natural Gas System, 

L.L.C. 

 

2001a Phase II National Register Testing and Evaluation of Nine Archeological Sites 22CO573, 

22CO726, 22CO773, 22CO774, 22CO775, 22CO776, 22CO777, 22CO778, and 2CO781, 

Coahoma County, Mississippi (with Jim Strait, Ralph Draughon, Jr., Jeremy Pincoske, and 

William P. Athens). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to the 

Mississippi Department of Transportation, Jackson, Mississippi. 

 

2001b Remote Sensing and Ground-Truthing Investigations at Site 40SW319, Stewart County, 

Tennessee (with Sean Coughlin, Meg Thornton, and William P. Athens). Submitted by R. 

Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to URS Corporation. 

 

2001c Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory Conducted at the Proposed 

Aiken Meter Station Facility Expansion, Aiken, South Carolina (with Catherine Labadia, and 

Kari Krause). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to Southern Natural 

Gas Company. 
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2001d Archeological Testing of the Former Location of the Braziel Baptist Church and Cemetery 

Complex (Site 16IV49) Iberville Parish, Louisiana. (with Katy Coyle, Kristen Vanwert and 

William P. Athens). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to the U.S. 

Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District.  

 

2002a Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Tennessee Portion of 

the Proposed Colonial Pipeline Project Corridor, Lincoln, Marshall, Bedford, Rutherford, 

and Davidson Counties, Tennessee (with Alicia Ventresca, Katy Coyle, Jeremy Pincoske, 

Kari Krause and, William P. Athens). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, 

Inc. to Colonial Pipeline Company. 

 

2002b Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Alabama Portion of 

the Proposed Colonial Pipeline Project Corridor, Talladega, Calhoun, St. Clair, Blount, 

Cullman, Marshall, Morgan, Madison, and Limestone Counties, Alabama (with Catherine 

Labadia, Alicia Ventresca, Susan Barrett Smith, Jeremy Pincoske, Kari Krause and, William 

P. Athens). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to Colonial Pipeline 

Company. 

 

2002c Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Segura Staging Area, 

Iberia Parish, Louisiana (with Sean Coughlin, Katy Coyle, Jeremy Pincoske, and William P. 

Athens). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to the U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers, New Orleans District. 

 

2002d Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed Southern 

Liquefied Natural Gas (SLNG) Elba Island Expansion Project in Chatham County, Georgia 

(with William P. Athens, Kari Krause, Sean Coughlin, Alicia Ventresca, Katy Coyle, Andrew 

Ivester, Catherine Labadia, Jeremy Pincoske). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & 

Associates, Inc. to El Paso Energy Corporation. 

 

2002e Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed Southern 

Liquefied Natural Gas Wetland Creation Project on Elba Island, Chatham County, Georgia 

(with William P. Athens, Kari Krause, Sean Coughlin, Alicia Ventresca, Katy Coyle, Andrew 

Ivester, Catherine Labadia, Jeremy Pincoske,). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & 

Associates, Inc. to El Paso Energy Corporation. 

 

2002f Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed State Road 

79 Expansion Project Through Portions of Washington and Holmes Counties, Florida (with 

William P. Athens, Rebecca Sick, Cathy Labadia, Katy Coyle, Jeremy Pincoske). Submitted 

by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to FDOT, District III. 

 

2002g Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Tennessee Portion of 

the Proposed Colonial Pipeline Project Corridor, Lincoln, Marshall, Bedford, Rutherford, 

and Davidson Counties, Tennessee (with William P. Athens, Alicia Ventresca, Eric 

Vogelheim, Kristen Vanwert, Darryl Byrd, Katy Coyle, Jeremy Pincoske, Kari Krause). 

Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin, Inc. to Colonial Pipeline Company.  

 

2002h Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed Tennessee 

Gas Pipeline Company Hognose Creek Crossing, Lauderdale County, Mississippi (with 

William P. Athens, Eric Vogelheim, Jeremy Pincoske, Susan Barrett Smith). Submitted by R. 

Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to ENSR. 
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2002i Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed Tennessee 

Gas Pipeline Company Tallahala Creek Crossing Project Area, Forrest County, Mississippi 

(with William Athens, Alicia Ventresca). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & 

Associates, Inc. to ENSR. 

 

2002j Phase II Archeological Testing and National Register Evaluation of Four Archeological Sites 

(16BO400, 16CD87, 16CD235, and 16CD239) Within the Area of Potential Effect of the 

Pool 5 Impoundment Area, Bossier and Caddo Parishes, Louisiana (with William P. Athens, 

Luis Williams, Rebecca Johnson, Susan B. Smith, Ralph Draughon, Jr.). Submitted by R. 

Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Vicksburg 

District. 

 

2002k Phase II National Register Testing and Evaluation of Sites 22LW616, 22LW617, 22LW618, 

22LW619, 22LW620, 22LW621, and 22LW622, Lawrence County, Mississippi (with William 

P. Athens, Kari Krause, Rebecca Sick, Catherine Labadia, Katy Coyle, Jeremy Pincoske). 

Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to MDOT. 

 

2002l Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Sharps Relief Wells, 

Whitehall Relief Wells, and St. Johns Relief Wells Project Items, Concordia Parish, 

Louisiana (with William P. Athens, Susan Barrett Smith, Jeremy Pincoske, Angele Montana, 

Dr. Roger Saucier). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to U.S. Army 

Corps of Engineers, Vicksburg District. 

 

2002m Land Use History of the Proposed Bayou Rigaud Dredging and Marsh Creation Areas, 

Jefferson Parish, Louisiana (with William P. Athens, Susan Barrett Smith, Katy Coyle, Erin 

Thompson). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers, New Orleans District.  

 

2003a Phase II National Register Testing and Evaluation of Sites 16CA114 and 16CA115, Caldwell 

Parish, Louisiana (with William P. Athens, Catherine Labadia, James Eberwine, Andrea 

White, Heather Backo). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to Denmon 

Engineering, Inc. 

 

2003b Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed TAMKO 

Pipeline Project, Tuscaloosa County, Alabama (with William P. Athens, Jeremy Pincoske, 

Andrea White, Susan Barrett Smith). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, 

Inc. to ENSR. 

 

2003c Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed Coosa River 

Horizontal Directional Drill (HDD) Project, Elmore County, Alabama (with William P. 

Athens, Alicia Ventresca, Jeremy Pincoske, Susan Barrett Smith). Submitted by R. 

Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to El Paso Energy. 

 

2003d Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Onshore Florida 

Portion of the Proposed Seafarer U.S. Pipeline System Project in Palm Beach and Martin 

Counties, Florida (with William P. Athens, Cathy Labadia, Eric Vogelheim, Katy Coyle, 

Jeremy Pincoske). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to Seafarer U.S. 

Pipeline System, LLC.  

 

2003e Phase IA Cultural Resources Records Review Associated with Two Proposed Project Parcels 

in Corpus Christi, Texas and Mobile, Alabama (with Bill Athens, Kari Krause, Jeremy 

Pincoske). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to ERM. 
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2003f Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of Two Parcels of Land 

Associated with the Frenchman’s Bend Subdivision Project, Ouachita Parish, Louisiana 

(with Bill Athens, Kari Krause, Katy Coyle, Heather Backo, Jeremy Pincoske). Submitted by 

R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to Trey Jay, Inc. 

 

2003g Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of Four Project Areas 

Associated with the Proposed Discovery Market Expansion Project, Lafourche and 

Terrebonne Parishes, Louisiana (with Bill Athens, Kari Krause, Katy Coyle, Heather Backo, 

Jeremy Pincoske). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to Discovery 

Gas Transmission LLC. 

 

2003h Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of a Proposed 1.12 ha (2.78 

ac) Borrow Pit and an Associated Access Road, Ascension Parish, Louisiana (with Catherine 

Labadia, Marie Pokrant, and Jeremy Pincoske). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & 

Associates, Inc. to U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District. 

 

2003i Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Proposed 

Replacement and Relocation of the 24-inch O.D. South Main Loop Line, Marengo County, 

Alabama (with William P. Athens, Andrea White, and Susan Barrett Smith). Submitted by R. 

Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to El Paso Corporation. 

 

2003j Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of an 8.94 ha (22.09 ac) 

Parcel of Land, Windsor Locks, Connecticut (with Andrea White). Submitted by R. 

Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc., to ATC Associates, Inc. 

 

2003k Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of a Proposed Cellular 

Telephone Tower and Associated Access Road in Chaplin, Connecticut. Submitted by R. 

Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc., to Keegans Associates, LLC (work completed on 

behalf of Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc.). 

 

2003l Phase IB Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of a 16.2 ha (40 ac) 

Project Parcel Rocky Hill, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and Andrea White). 

Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc., to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc. 

 

2003m Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of 30 and 36 inch Outside 

Diameter (O.D.) Lake Charles Express Pipeline Project, Allen, Beauregard, Calcasieu, and 

Jefferson Davis Parishes, Louisiana (with Kari Krause, Katy Coyle, Jeremy Pincoske, Eric 

Vogelheim, Jennae Biddiscombe). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc., 

to Lake Charles Express LLC. 

 

2003n Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of the Chaland Headland 

Restoration Project, Plaquemines Parish, Louisiana (with William P. Athens, Catherine 

Labadia, and Rebecca Sick). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc., to 

Tetra Tech EM, Inc. 

 

2003o Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of a 6.75 ha (16.69 ac) 

Parcel of Land Located in Killingly, Connecticut (with Andrea White). Submitted by R. 

Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to Geisser Engineering Corporation. 
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2003p Phase II Testing and Evaluation of Site 16JE2 in Conjunction with Construction of the 

Proposed Endymion Pipeline LLC (Grand Isle to Clovelly) Project Corridor, Jefferson and 

Lafourche Parishes, Louisiana (with William P. Athens, Sean Coughlin, and Rebecca Sick). 

Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to T. Baker Smith & Son, Inc. 

 

 

2003q Phase 1A Literature Search and Records Review of a Proposed 60.5 ha (149.6 ac) Parcel of 

Land, Hollinger’s Island, Mobile County, Alabama (with William P. Athens, Kari Krause, 

Jeremy Pincoske, and Ashley Sanders). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, 

Inc. to Environmental Resources Management. 

 

2003r Phase 1A Literature Search and Records Review of a Proposed 23.3 km (14.5 mi) Long, 36 in 

O.D. Exxon Mobile Pipeline Corridor, Mobile County, Alabama (with William P. Athens, 

Kari Krause, and Jeremy Pincoske). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, 

Inc. to Environmental Resources Management. 

 

2003s Phase IA Cultural Resources Records Review for the Proposed Corridor X to Muscle Shoals 

Project, Colbert, Franklin, Lawrence, Marion, Walker, and Winston Counties, Alabama (with 

William P. Athens and Jeremy Pincoske). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & 

Associates, Inc. to Consoer Townsend Envirodyne Engineers, Inc. 

 

2004a Phase IA Cultural Resources Overview and Assessment of Previously Recorded Cultural 

Resources Within and Adjacent to the Proposed Golden Pass LNG Terminal, Jefferson 

County, Texas (with William P. Athens, Rebecca Sick, and Andrea White). Submitted by R. 

Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to Environmental Resources Management, Inc. 

 

2004b Phase IA Cultural Resources Records Review and Literature Research of the Paul J. Rainey 

Wildlife Sanctuary, Vermilion Parish, Louisiana (with William P. Athens, Catherine Labadia, 

and Susan Barrett Smith). Submitted by R. Christopher Goodwin & Associates, Inc. to Tetra 

Tech EM, Inc. 

 

2004c Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of Proposed Sprint PCS Wireless 

Communications Facility Numbers CT-11-390-G and CT-11-390-J, North Branford, 

Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen 

Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut. 

 

2004d Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of Proposed AT&T Wireless 

Communications Facility Numbers CT-668-A and CT-668-B, Madison, Connecticut (with 

Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., 

Middletown, Connecticut. 

 

2004e Historic Research and Building Documentation of the Hanford House, 180-182 Main Street, 

Bridgeport, Connecticut (with William Keegan and Catherine Labadia). Submitted to 

Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut. 

 

2004f Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archeological Inventory of a 8.09 ha (20 ac) Project 

Parcel Associated with the Proposed Fieldstone Commons Commercial Development, 

Tolland, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to Prospect 

Enterprises Hartford, Connecticut. 
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2004g Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the Proposed Rockville Bank Branch 

Office Location, Tolland, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). 

Submitted to Rockville Bank, South Windsor, Connecticut. 

 

2004h Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Inventory of a Proposed Housing Subdivision in 

Goshen, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to Henne 

Development, Southbury, Connecticut. 

 

2004i Archeological Investigation of Stone Piles Located on a 16.8 ha (41.5 ac) parcel of land in 

Stafford, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to Vanasse 

Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut. 

 

2005a Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Housing Subdivision at 25 

Starrs Ridge Road in Redding, Connecticut (with William Keegan and Catherine Labadia). 

Submitted to Mr. Jason Addison, Greenwich, Connecticut. 

 

2005b Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Water Line in Colchester, 

Connecticut (with William Keegan and Catherine Labadia). Submitted to Weston & Sampson 

Engineers, Inc., Glastonbury, Connecticut. 

 

2005c Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the Proposed Carriage Crossing 

Housing Subdivision in Tolland, Connecticut (with William Keegan and Catherine Labadia). 

Submitted to Strategic Properties, LLC, Simsbury, Connecticut. 

 

2005d Phase I Archeological Assessment and Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Surveys for the 

Proposed Gateway Zone Sewer Extension Project in Tolland, Connecticut (with William 

Keegan and Catherine Labadia). Submitted to Town of Tolland, Tolland, Connecticut. 

 

2005e Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a 4.5 ha (11 ac) Proposed Project 

Area and Phase II National Register Testing and Evaluation of Site 165-6 in Windsor Locks, 

Connecticut (with William Keegan and Catherine Labadia). Submitted to Fahey Landolino & 

Associates, LLC, Windsor Locks, Connecticut. 

 

2005f Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of Cellular Communications Facility 

CT54CX773, Hamden, Connecticut (with William Keegan and Catherine Labadia). 

Submitted to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut. 

 

2005g Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility at 7 Broadway Avenue Extension, Stonington, Connecticut (with William Keegan 

and Catherine Labadia). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts. 

 

2005h Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Housing Subdivision at 80 

Laurel Lane, Redding, Connecticut (with William Keegan and Catherine Labadia). Submitted 

to Mr. Adam Lubarsky, Redding, Connecticut. 

 

2005i Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of 2.8 ha (6.9 ac) of the Proposed Grace 

Estates Housing Subdivision, West Hartford, Connecticut (with William Keegan and 

Catherine Labadia). Submitted to Grace Estates, West Hartford, Connecticut. 

 

2005j Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility at 395 Round Hill Road, Greenwich, Connecticut (with William Keegan and 

Catherine Labadia). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts. 
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2005k Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility at 135 Brandagee Avenue, Groton, Connecticut (with William Keegan and Catherine 

Labadia). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts. 

 

2006a  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility CT70XC133, Bristol, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). 

Submitted to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut 

 

2006b  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility CT33XC272, Watertown, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William 

Keegan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut 

 

2006c  Phase IA Cultural Resources Assessment and Phase IB Cultural Resources Reconnaissance 

Surveys of the Proposed Ryder Farm Subdivision at 224 Umpawaug Road in Redding, 

Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to Falciglia & Valeri 

Construction LLC, Danbury, Connecticut 

 

2006d  Phase IA Cultural Resources Assessment Survey and Phase IB Cultural Resources 

Reconnaissance Survey of the Killingly 2G Substation Project, Killingly and Putnam, 

Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen 

Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut 

 

2006e  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility Located Within the Grounds of The Pequabuck Golf Club, Bristol, Connecticut (with 

Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, 

Massachusetts 

 

2006f  Phase IA Cultural Resources Assessment Survey of the Proposed Thornberry Ridge 

Condominium Complex in Bristol, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William 

Keegan). Submitted to The Bongiovanni Group, Inc., Newington, Connecticut 

 

2006g  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey for a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility Located at 111 Long Street in Warwick, Rhode Island (with Catherine Labadia and 

William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006h  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility Located at 19 Church Street in Shelton, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and 

William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006I  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility at 12 Orchard Drive, Ledyard, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William 

Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006j  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility Located Along Crystal Lake Road in Ellington, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia 

and William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006k  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of Two Proposed Cellular 

Communications Facility Alternatives (A & B) Located Within the Grounds of The Camp 

Candlewood Girl Scout Camp, New Fairfield, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and 

William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 
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2006l  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility Located at 52 Stadley Rough Road, Danbury, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia 

and William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006m  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Telecommunications 

Facility off Graham Road in Ashford, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William 

Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006n  Phase IA Cultural Resources Assessment Survey of Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility CT33XC522, Weston, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). 

Submitted to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut 

 

2006o  Phase IA Cultural Resources Assessment Survey of the Proposed Winding River Estates 

Condominium Complex in Southington, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William 

Keegan). Submitted to Mark IV Construction Company, Southington, Connecticut 

 

2006p  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility at 1605 Sherman Avenue, Hamden, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and 

William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006q  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility at 237 Sandy Hollow Road, Mystic, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and 

William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006r  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility CTNH331B, Waterbury, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). 

Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006s  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility Located along Fairchild Road, Middletown, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia 

and William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006t  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility CTNH357A, Watertown, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). 

Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006u  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the Proposed Newtown Technology 

Park, Newtown, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to 

Spath-Bjorklund Associates, Inc., Monroe, Connecticut 

 

2006v  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the Proposed Mortgage Lenders 

Development Project, Wallingford, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William 

Keegan). Submitted to Bohler Engineering, PC, Southboro, Massachusetts 

 

2006w  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the Proposed Johnnycake Mews 

Cluster Development, Burlington, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William 

Keegan). Submitted to Brycorp, Inc., Burlington, Connecticut 

 

2006x  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the Proposed Barbour Hill Substation 

Modification Project, South Windsor, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William 

Keegan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut 
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2006y  Phase IB Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the Proposed Cabela’s Development 

Project within Rentschler Field in East Hartford, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and 

William Keegan). Submitted to Baystate Environmental Consultants, Inc., East Hartford, 

Connecticut 

 

2006z  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility Located at 1662 Goldstar Highway, Groton, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia 

and William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006aa  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the Proposed Shallot Meadow 

Development Project, Canton, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). 

Submitted to David F. Whitney Consulting Engineers, Avon, Connecticut 

 

2006bb  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of Proposed Prospect Street Housing 

Subdivision in Woodstock, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). 

Submitted to CME Associates, Inc., Woodstock, Connecticut 

 

2006cc  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of Proposed Fordham Estates 

Development, New Fairfield, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). 

Submitted to Ms. Denise Toomey, Danbury, Connecticut 

 

2006dd  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the Proposed Tyler Ridge Housing 

Subdivision, Goshen, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted 

to Mr. William Colby, Goshen, Connecticut 

 

2006ee  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility Located at 4124 Tower Hill Road, South Kingstown, Rhode Island (with Catherine 

Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006ff  Phase IA Archeological Investigation of the Proposed Walnut Ridge Chase Housing 

Subdivision on Grassy Hill Road in East Lyme, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and 

William Keegan). Submitted to BL Companies, Meriden, Connecticut 

 

2006gg  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility Located at 260 Pound Hill Road, North Smithfield, Rhode Island (with Catherine 

Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006hh  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility Along Route 63, Goshen, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). 

Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006ii  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility Located at 111 Upper Fish Rock Road in Southbury, Connecticut (with Catherine 

Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006jj  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the Proposed New Milford Northwest 

Cellular Communications Tower, Gaylordsville, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and 

William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 
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2006kk  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the Proposed Clairmont Cluster 

Subdivision in Stonington, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). 

Submitted to Meehan Group, LLC, Collinsville, Connecticut 

 

2006ll  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility Located along Old Baird Road, Watertown, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and 

William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006mm  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility Located at 5081 Old Post Road, Charlestown, Rhode Island (with Catherine Labadia 

and William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006nn  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility at 1027 Middle Turnpike East, Manchester, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and 

William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006oo  Phase IA Cultural Resources Assessment Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility Located Within Floyd Bennett Field, Brooklyn, New York (with Catherine Labadia 

and William Keegan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut 

 

2006pp  Phase IA Cultural Resources Assessment Survey of Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility CT54XC768, Redding, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). 

Submitted to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut 

 

2006qq  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility Located at 167 New Milford Turnpike in Washington, Connecticut (with Catherine 

Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2006rr  Phase I Cultural Resources Survey of the Proposed Day Hill Road Development Project, 

Windsor, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to Clohessy, 

Harris, and Kaiser, LLC, Simsbury, Connecticut 

 

2006ss  Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the Proposed Chapman Chase 

Housing Subdivision and Phase II National Register Testing and Evaluation of Site 165-7, 

Windsor Locks, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to The 

Keystone Companies, LLC, Avon, Connecticut 

 

2007a Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the proposed Walnut Ridge Chase 

Housing Subdivision on Grassy Hill Road in East Lyme, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia 

and William Keegan). Submitted to Centerplan Development Company, Hartford, Connecti-

cut 

 

2007b Phase I cultural resources reconnaissance survey of proposed telecommunications facility 

CT33XC019 located off of Cove Road in Haddam, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and 

William Keegan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut 
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2007c Phase I cultural resources reconnaissance survey of proposed cellular telecommunications 

facility CT-3665 located along Route 7 in Sharon, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and 

William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2007d Phase I cultural resources reconnaissance survey of a proposed housing subdivision located 

at 333 Valley Road in Killingly Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). 

Submitted to 333 Valley Road, LLC, Thompson, Connecticut 

 

2007e Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the Proposed Newtown Technology 

Park, Newtown, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to 

Spath-Bjorklund Associates, Inc., Monroe, Connecticut 

 

2007f Phase I cultural resources reconnaissance survey of a proposed cellular communications 

facility to be constructed at 297 East Canaan Road in East Canaan, Connecticut (with Cathe-

rine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massa-

chusetts 

 

2007g Phase IA Cultural Resources Assessment Survey and Phase IB Cultural Resources Recon-

naissance Survey of Proposed Sewer Lines and Associated Facilities in the Pine Grove 

Community of East Lyme, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Sub-

mitted to Weston & Sampson Engineers, Inc., Rocky Hill, Connecticut 

 

2007h Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility, Route 7, Falls Village, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). 

Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2007i Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the Proposed Quinnipiac River Linear 

Trail Project, Wallingford, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Sub-

mitted to the Town of Wallingford, Wallingford, Connecticut 

 

2007j Documenting Shipwrecks in the Connecticut Waters of Long Island Sound (with Catherine 

Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to the Connecticut Department of Environmental 

Protection, Office of the Long Island Sound Program, Hartford, Connecticut 

 

2007k Phase IA Cultural Resources Assessment Survey of the Proposed Orvedal Property Subdivi-

sion in East Lyme, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to 

Angus McDonald/Gary Sharpe & Associates, Inc., Old Saybrook, Connecticut 

 

2007l Intensive (Locational) Archaeological Survey of a Proposed Optasite Cellular Telecommuni-

cations Facility off Stony Hill Road, Wilbraham, Massachusetts (with Catherine Labadia and 

William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2007m Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility CT33XC272, Watertown, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Kee-

gan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut 

 

2007n Phase I cultural resources reconnaissance survey of property owned by the Connecticut Light 

& Power Company located north of Rood Avenue in Windsor, Connecticut (with Catherine 

Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, 

Connecticut 
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2007o Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility CT-999-0102, South Windsor, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William 

Keegan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut 

 

2007p Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility 4PR0626E Located at 0 Chopmist Hill Road in Glocester, Rhode Island (with Cathe-

rine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massa-

chusetts 

 

2007q Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility on Chase Road, Thompson, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Kee-

gan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut 

 

2007r Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility CT-999-0101, Glastonbury, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Kee-

gan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut 

 

2007s Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

on Old Turnpike Road in Woodstock, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Kee-

gan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2007t Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communica-

tions Facility, on Town Farm Road, Farmington, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia 

and William Keegan). Submitted to EBI Consulting, Inc., Burlington, Massachusetts 

 

2007u Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility CT-999-0074, Manchester, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Kee-

gan). Submitted to Kleinfelder, Inc., Windsor, Connecticut 

 

2008a Phase IA Cultural Resources Assessment Survey of a Proposed Development in Lebanon, 

Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen 

Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut 

 

2008b Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of Two Proposed Cellular Communica-

tions Facility Alternatives off Sterling Road, Plainfield, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia 

and William Keegan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut 

 

2008c Phase IA Cultural Resources Assessment Survey of a Proposed Development in Watertown, 

Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen 

Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut 

 

2008d Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility CT-999-0093, Norwich, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). 

Submitted to Kleinfelder, Inc., Windsor, Connecticut. 

 

2008e Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of Lot 123 of the Proposed Walnut Hill 

Chase Subdivision in East Lyme, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). 

Submitted to BL Companies, Inc., Meriden, Connecticut 

 

2008f Phase IB Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Development in 

Waterford, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to Vanasse 
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Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut and Connecticut Light & Power Company, 

Berlin, Connecticut. 

 

2008g Intensive (Locational) Archaeological Survey of Proposed Optasite Cellular 

Telecommunications Facility 967-0018 off Stony Hill Road, Wilbraham, Massachusetts (with 

Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to Kleinfelder, Inc., Windsor, 

Connecticut 

 

2008h Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular 

Communications Facility on Prospect Street in Woodstock, Connecticut (with Catherine 

Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, 

Connecticut 

 

2008i Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of a Proposed Cellular Communications 

Facility, Along Elmwood Hill Road, Putnam Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and 

William Keegan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut 

 

2008j Phase IB Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the Waterford Substation Project 

Area, Waterford, Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to 

Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut 

 

2008k Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the Proposed Mansfield Four Corners 

Cellular Communications Facility to be Constructed at 343 Daleville Road in Willington, 

Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to Vanasse Hangen 

Brustlin, Inc., Middletown, Connecticut. 

 

2008l Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the Coogan Property, Mystic, 

Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to Fuss and O’Neill, 

Inc., Manchester, Connecticut and Northeast Utilities, Berlin, Connecticut. 

 

2008m Phase I Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Survey of the proposed Manchester Substation to 

Manchester Junction 345-kV Transmission Line 310/368 Separation Project, Manchester, 

Connecticut (with Catherine Labadia and William Keegan). Submitted to Connecticut Light 

& Power Company, Berlin, Connecticut. 
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Map Unit Legend

State of Connecticut (CT600)

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

13 Walpole sandy loam 2.8 4.5%

35A Penwood loamy sand, 0 to 3 percent slopes 0.0 0.0%

35B Penwood loamy sand, 3 to 8 percent slopes 2.2 3.6%

99 Westbrook mucky peat, low salt 6.0 9.7%

102 Pootatuck fine sandy loam 5.2 8.4%

103 Rippowam fine sandy loam 3.3 5.4%

306 Udorthents-Urban land complex 34.3 55.7%

307 Urban land 5.2 8.5%

W Water 2.6 4.2%

Totals for Area of Interest 61.7 100.0%
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