










 

 

 

Appendix C:

Routine Wetland Determination Data Forms



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Dominance Test worksheet:

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Dominance Test worksheet:

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Dominance Test worksheet:

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Dominance Test worksheet:

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Dominance Test worksheet:

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Dominance Test worksheet:

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



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

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Yes No

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Midwest Region

VEGETATION (Four Strata) - Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation
Present?



SOIL

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

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No

Field Observations:

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
HYDROLOGY



 

 

 

Appendix D:

Ohio Rapid Assessment Method for 

Wetlands v. 5.0 Rating Forms



X

X

X





Scoring Boundary Worksheet

INSTRUCTIONS.  The initial step in completing the ORAM is to identify the “scoring boundaries” of the wetland 
being rated.  In many instances this determination will be relatively easy and the scoring boundaries will coincide 
with the “jurisdictional boundaries.”  For example, the scoring boundary of an isolated cattail marsh located in the 
middle of a farm field will likely be the same as that wetland’s jurisdictional boundaries.  In other instances, 
however, the scoring boundary will not be as easily determined.  Wetlands that are small or isolated from other 
surface waters often form large contiguous areas or heterogeneous complexes of wetland and upland. In separating 
wetlands for scoring purposes, the hydrologic regime of the wetland is the main criterion that should be used.  
Boundaries between contiguous or connected wetlands should be established where the volume, flow, or velocity of 
water moving through the wetland changes significantly.  Areas with a high degree of hydrologic interaction should 
be scored as a single wetland.  In determining a wetland’s scoring boundaries, use the guidelines in the ORAM 
Manual Section 5.0.  In certain instances, it may be difficult to establish the scoring boundary for the wetland being 
rated.  These problem situations include wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, wetlands divided by 
artificial boundaries like property fences, roads, or railroad embankments, wetlands that are contiguous with 
streams, lakes, or rivers, and estuarine or coastal wetlands.  These situations are discussed below, however, it is 
recommended that Rater contact Ohio EPA, Division of Surface Water, 401/Wetlands Section if there are additional 
questions or a need for further clarification of the appropriate scoring boundaries of a particular wetland.

X

X

X

X

X

X



INSTRUCTIONS.   Answer each of the following questions.  Questions 1, 2, 3 and 4 should be answered based on 
information obtained from the site visit or the literature and by submitting a Data Services Request to the Ohio 
Department of Natural Resources, Division of Natural Areas and Preserves, Natural Heritage Data Services, 1889 
Fountain Square Court, Building F-1, Columbus, Ohio 43224, 614-265-6453 (phone), 614-265-3096 (fax),  
http://www.dnr.state.oh.us/dnap .  The remaining questions are designed to be answered primarily by the results of 
the site visit.  Refer to the User’s Manual for descriptions of these wetland types. Note:  "Critical habitat" is  legally 
defined in the Endangered Species Act and is the geographic area containing physical or biological features essential 
to the conservation of a listed species or as an area that may require special management considerations or 
protection.   The Rater should contact the Region 3 Headquarters or the Columbus Ecological Services Office for 
updates as to whether critical habitat has been designated for other federally listed threatened or endangered species.  
“Documented” means the wetland is listed in the appropriate State of Ohio database.





Lythrum salicaria
Myriophyllum spicatum 
Najas minor 
Phalaris arundinacea
Phragmites australis 
Potamogeton crispus
Ranunculus ficaria    
Rhamnus frangula
Typha angustifolia 
Typha xglauca

Zygadenus elegans var. glaucus 
Cacalia plantaginea 
Carex flava
Carex sterilis 
Carex stricta
Deschampsia caespitosa
Eleocharis rostellata
Eriophorum viridicarinatum 
Gentianopsis spp.
Lobelia kalmii
Parnassia glauca
Potentilla fruticosa
Rhamnus alnifolia 
Rhynchospora capillacea
Salix candida
Salix myricoides
Salix serissima
Solidago ohioensis 
Tofieldia glutinosa 
Triglochin maritimum 
Triglochin palustre

Calla palustris 
Carex atlantica var. capillacea
Carex echinata
Carex oligosperma
Carex trisperma
Chamaedaphne calyculata 
Decodon verticillatus 
Eriophorum virginicum 
Larix laricina 
Nemopanthus mucronatus 
Schechzeria palustris
Sphagnum spp. 
Vaccinium macrocarpon
Vaccinium corymbosum
Vaccinium oxycoccos
Woodwardia virginica 
Xyris difformis 

Carex cryptolepis
Carex lasiocarpa
Carex stricta
Cladium mariscoides
Calamagrostis stricta
Calamagrostis canadensis
Quercus palustris

Calamagrostis canadensis
Calamogrostis stricta

Carex atherodes
Carex buxbaumii

Carex pellita
Carex sartwellii

Gentiana andrewsii
Helianthus grosseserratus

Liatris spicata
Lysimachia quadriflora

Lythrum alatum
Pycnanthemum virginianum

Silphium terebinthinaceum
Sorghastrum nutans

Spartina pectinata
Solidago riddellii



 Site: 5/25/2016 Rater(s): B. Slaby

Metric 4.  Habitat Alteration and Development.

Metric 2.  Upland buffers and surrounding land use.

Metric 3.  Hydrology.

Metric 1.  Wetland Area (size).

Amlin Cole



 Site: 5/25/2016

Mudflat and Open Water Class Quality

GRAND TOTAL (max 100 pts)

Amlin Cole

Microtopography Cover Scale

Vegatation Community Cover Scale

Narrative Description of Vegetation Quality

Metric 6. Plant communities, interspersion, microtopography.

Metric 5. Special Wetlands.

 Rater(s): B. Slaby



Complete Wetland Categorization Worksheet.
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X

X





Scoring Boundary Worksheet

INSTRUCTIONS.  The initial step in completing the ORAM is to identify the “scoring boundaries” of the wetland 
being rated.  In many instances this determination will be relatively easy and the scoring boundaries will coincide 
with the “jurisdictional boundaries.”  For example, the scoring boundary of an isolated cattail marsh located in the 
middle of a farm field will likely be the same as that wetland’s jurisdictional boundaries.  In other instances, 
however, the scoring boundary will not be as easily determined.  Wetlands that are small or isolated from other 
surface waters often form large contiguous areas or heterogeneous complexes of wetland and upland. In separating 
wetlands for scoring purposes, the hydrologic regime of the wetland is the main criterion that should be used.  
Boundaries between contiguous or connected wetlands should be established where the volume, flow, or velocity of 
water moving through the wetland changes significantly.  Areas with a high degree of hydrologic interaction should 
be scored as a single wetland.  In determining a wetland’s scoring boundaries, use the guidelines in the ORAM 
Manual Section 5.0.  In certain instances, it may be difficult to establish the scoring boundary for the wetland being 
rated.  These problem situations include wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, wetlands divided by 
artificial boundaries like property fences, roads, or railroad embankments, wetlands that are contiguous with 
streams, lakes, or rivers, and estuarine or coastal wetlands.  These situations are discussed below, however, it is 
recommended that Rater contact Ohio EPA, Division of Surface Water, 401/Wetlands Section if there are additional 
questions or a need for further clarification of the appropriate scoring boundaries of a particular wetland.

X

X

X

X

X

X



INSTRUCTIONS.   Answer each of the following questions.  Questions 1, 2, 3 and 4 should be answered based on 
information obtained from the site visit or the literature and by submitting a Data Services Request to the Ohio 
Department of Natural Resources, Division of Natural Areas and Preserves, Natural Heritage Data Services, 1889 
Fountain Square Court, Building F-1, Columbus, Ohio 43224, 614-265-6453 (phone), 614-265-3096 (fax),  
http://www.dnr.state.oh.us/dnap .  The remaining questions are designed to be answered primarily by the results of 
the site visit.  Refer to the User’s Manual for descriptions of these wetland types. Note:  "Critical habitat" is  legally 
defined in the Endangered Species Act and is the geographic area containing physical or biological features essential 
to the conservation of a listed species or as an area that may require special management considerations or 
protection.   The Rater should contact the Region 3 Headquarters or the Columbus Ecological Services Office for 
updates as to whether critical habitat has been designated for other federally listed threatened or endangered species.  
“Documented” means the wetland is listed in the appropriate State of Ohio database.

Phalaris arundinacea, Lythrum salicaria, Phragmites australis

Sphagnum





Lythrum salicaria
Myriophyllum spicatum 
Najas minor 
Phalaris arundinacea
Phragmites australis 
Potamogeton crispus
Ranunculus ficaria    
Rhamnus frangula
Typha angustifolia 
Typha xglauca

Zygadenus elegans var. glaucus 
Cacalia plantaginea 
Carex flava
Carex sterilis 
Carex stricta
Deschampsia caespitosa
Eleocharis rostellata
Eriophorum viridicarinatum 
Gentianopsis spp.
Lobelia kalmii
Parnassia glauca
Potentilla fruticosa
Rhamnus alnifolia 
Rhynchospora capillacea
Salix candida
Salix myricoides
Salix serissima
Solidago ohioensis 
Tofieldia glutinosa 
Triglochin maritimum 
Triglochin palustre

Calla palustris 
Carex atlantica var. capillacea
Carex echinata
Carex oligosperma
Carex trisperma
Chamaedaphne calyculata 
Decodon verticillatus 
Eriophorum virginicum 
Larix laricina 
Nemopanthus mucronatus 
Schechzeria palustris
Sphagnum spp. 
Vaccinium macrocarpon
Vaccinium corymbosum
Vaccinium oxycoccos
Woodwardia virginica 
Xyris difformis 

Carex cryptolepis
Carex lasiocarpa
Carex stricta
Cladium mariscoides
Calamagrostis stricta
Calamagrostis canadensis
Quercus palustris

Calamagrostis canadensis
Calamogrostis stricta

Carex atherodes
Carex buxbaumii

Carex pellita
Carex sartwellii

Gentiana andrewsii
Helianthus grosseserratus

Liatris spicata
Lysimachia quadriflora

Lythrum alatum
Pycnanthemum virginianum

Silphium terebinthinaceum
Sorghastrum nutans

Spartina pectinata
Solidago riddellii



 Site: 5/25/2016 Rater(s): B. Slaby

Metric 4.  Habitat Alteration and Development.

Metric 2.  Upland buffers and surrounding land use.

Metric 3.  Hydrology.
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Scoring Boundary Worksheet

INSTRUCTIONS.  The initial step in completing the ORAM is to identify the “scoring boundaries” of the wetland 
being rated.  In many instances this determination will be relatively easy and the scoring boundaries will coincide 
with the “jurisdictional boundaries.”  For example, the scoring boundary of an isolated cattail marsh located in the 
middle of a farm field will likely be the same as that wetland’s jurisdictional boundaries.  In other instances, 
however, the scoring boundary will not be as easily determined.  Wetlands that are small or isolated from other 
surface waters often form large contiguous areas or heterogeneous complexes of wetland and upland. In separating 
wetlands for scoring purposes, the hydrologic regime of the wetland is the main criterion that should be used.  
Boundaries between contiguous or connected wetlands should be established where the volume, flow, or velocity of 
water moving through the wetland changes significantly.  Areas with a high degree of hydrologic interaction should 
be scored as a single wetland.  In determining a wetland’s scoring boundaries, use the guidelines in the ORAM 
Manual Section 5.0.  In certain instances, it may be difficult to establish the scoring boundary for the wetland being 
rated.  These problem situations include wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, wetlands divided by 
artificial boundaries like property fences, roads, or railroad embankments, wetlands that are contiguous with 
streams, lakes, or rivers, and estuarine or coastal wetlands.  These situations are discussed below, however, it is 
recommended that Rater contact Ohio EPA, Division of Surface Water, 401/Wetlands Section if there are additional 
questions or a need for further clarification of the appropriate scoring boundaries of a particular wetland.
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INSTRUCTIONS.   Answer each of the following questions.  Questions 1, 2, 3 and 4 should be answered based on 
information obtained from the site visit or the literature and by submitting a Data Services Request to the Ohio 
Department of Natural Resources, Division of Natural Areas and Preserves, Natural Heritage Data Services, 1889 
Fountain Square Court, Building F-1, Columbus, Ohio 43224, 614-265-6453 (phone), 614-265-3096 (fax),  
http://www.dnr.state.oh.us/dnap .  The remaining questions are designed to be answered primarily by the results of 
the site visit.  Refer to the User’s Manual for descriptions of these wetland types. Note:  "Critical habitat" is  legally 
defined in the Endangered Species Act and is the geographic area containing physical or biological features essential 
to the conservation of a listed species or as an area that may require special management considerations or 
protection.   The Rater should contact the Region 3 Headquarters or the Columbus Ecological Services Office for 
updates as to whether critical habitat has been designated for other federally listed threatened or endangered species.  
“Documented” means the wetland is listed in the appropriate State of Ohio database.
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INSTRUCTIONS.  The initial step in completing the ORAM is to identify the “scoring boundaries” of the wetland 
being rated.  In many instances this determination will be relatively easy and the scoring boundaries will coincide 
with the “jurisdictional boundaries.”  For example, the scoring boundary of an isolated cattail marsh located in the 
middle of a farm field will likely be the same as that wetland’s jurisdictional boundaries.  In other instances, 
however, the scoring boundary will not be as easily determined.  Wetlands that are small or isolated from other 
surface waters often form large contiguous areas or heterogeneous complexes of wetland and upland. In separating 
wetlands for scoring purposes, the hydrologic regime of the wetland is the main criterion that should be used.  
Boundaries between contiguous or connected wetlands should be established where the volume, flow, or velocity of 
water moving through the wetland changes significantly.  Areas with a high degree of hydrologic interaction should 
be scored as a single wetland.  In determining a wetland’s scoring boundaries, use the guidelines in the ORAM 
Manual Section 5.0.  In certain instances, it may be difficult to establish the scoring boundary for the wetland being 
rated.  These problem situations include wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, wetlands divided by 
artificial boundaries like property fences, roads, or railroad embankments, wetlands that are contiguous with 
streams, lakes, or rivers, and estuarine or coastal wetlands.  These situations are discussed below, however, it is 
recommended that Rater contact Ohio EPA, Division of Surface Water, 401/Wetlands Section if there are additional 
questions or a need for further clarification of the appropriate scoring boundaries of a particular wetland.
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Fountain Square Court, Building F-1, Columbus, Ohio 43224, 614-265-6453 (phone), 614-265-3096 (fax),  
http://www.dnr.state.oh.us/dnap .  The remaining questions are designed to be answered primarily by the results of 
the site visit.  Refer to the User’s Manual for descriptions of these wetland types. Note:  "Critical habitat" is  legally 
defined in the Endangered Species Act and is the geographic area containing physical or biological features essential 
to the conservation of a listed species or as an area that may require special management considerations or 
protection.   The Rater should contact the Region 3 Headquarters or the Columbus Ecological Services Office for 
updates as to whether critical habitat has been designated for other federally listed threatened or endangered species.  
“Documented” means the wetland is listed in the appropriate State of Ohio database.
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INSTRUCTIONS.  The initial step in completing the ORAM is to identify the “scoring boundaries” of the wetland 
being rated.  In many instances this determination will be relatively easy and the scoring boundaries will coincide 
with the “jurisdictional boundaries.”  For example, the scoring boundary of an isolated cattail marsh located in the 
middle of a farm field will likely be the same as that wetland’s jurisdictional boundaries.  In other instances, 
however, the scoring boundary will not be as easily determined.  Wetlands that are small or isolated from other 
surface waters often form large contiguous areas or heterogeneous complexes of wetland and upland. In separating 
wetlands for scoring purposes, the hydrologic regime of the wetland is the main criterion that should be used.  
Boundaries between contiguous or connected wetlands should be established where the volume, flow, or velocity of 
water moving through the wetland changes significantly.  Areas with a high degree of hydrologic interaction should 
be scored as a single wetland.  In determining a wetland’s scoring boundaries, use the guidelines in the ORAM 
Manual Section 5.0.  In certain instances, it may be difficult to establish the scoring boundary for the wetland being 
rated.  These problem situations include wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, wetlands divided by 
artificial boundaries like property fences, roads, or railroad embankments, wetlands that are contiguous with 
streams, lakes, or rivers, and estuarine or coastal wetlands.  These situations are discussed below, however, it is 
recommended that Rater contact Ohio EPA, Division of Surface Water, 401/Wetlands Section if there are additional 
questions or a need for further clarification of the appropriate scoring boundaries of a particular wetland.
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INSTRUCTIONS.   Answer each of the following questions.  Questions 1, 2, 3 and 4 should be answered based on 
information obtained from the site visit or the literature and by submitting a Data Services Request to the Ohio 
Department of Natural Resources, Division of Natural Areas and Preserves, Natural Heritage Data Services, 1889 
Fountain Square Court, Building F-1, Columbus, Ohio 43224, 614-265-6453 (phone), 614-265-3096 (fax),  
http://www.dnr.state.oh.us/dnap .  The remaining questions are designed to be answered primarily by the results of 
the site visit.  Refer to the User’s Manual for descriptions of these wetland types. Note:  "Critical habitat" is  legally 
defined in the Endangered Species Act and is the geographic area containing physical or biological features essential 
to the conservation of a listed species or as an area that may require special management considerations or 
protection.   The Rater should contact the Region 3 Headquarters or the Columbus Ecological Services Office for 
updates as to whether critical habitat has been designated for other federally listed threatened or endangered species.  
“Documented” means the wetland is listed in the appropriate State of Ohio database.
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INSTRUCTIONS.  The initial step in completing the ORAM is to identify the “scoring boundaries” of the wetland 
being rated.  In many instances this determination will be relatively easy and the scoring boundaries will coincide 
with the “jurisdictional boundaries.”  For example, the scoring boundary of an isolated cattail marsh located in the 
middle of a farm field will likely be the same as that wetland’s jurisdictional boundaries.  In other instances, 
however, the scoring boundary will not be as easily determined.  Wetlands that are small or isolated from other 
surface waters often form large contiguous areas or heterogeneous complexes of wetland and upland. In separating 
wetlands for scoring purposes, the hydrologic regime of the wetland is the main criterion that should be used.  
Boundaries between contiguous or connected wetlands should be established where the volume, flow, or velocity of 
water moving through the wetland changes significantly.  Areas with a high degree of hydrologic interaction should 
be scored as a single wetland.  In determining a wetland’s scoring boundaries, use the guidelines in the ORAM 
Manual Section 5.0.  In certain instances, it may be difficult to establish the scoring boundary for the wetland being 
rated.  These problem situations include wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, wetlands divided by 
artificial boundaries like property fences, roads, or railroad embankments, wetlands that are contiguous with 
streams, lakes, or rivers, and estuarine or coastal wetlands.  These situations are discussed below, however, it is 
recommended that Rater contact Ohio EPA, Division of Surface Water, 401/Wetlands Section if there are additional 
questions or a need for further clarification of the appropriate scoring boundaries of a particular wetland.
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INSTRUCTIONS.   Answer each of the following questions.  Questions 1, 2, 3 and 4 should be answered based on 
information obtained from the site visit or the literature and by submitting a Data Services Request to the Ohio 
Department of Natural Resources, Division of Natural Areas and Preserves, Natural Heritage Data Services, 1889 
Fountain Square Court, Building F-1, Columbus, Ohio 43224, 614-265-6453 (phone), 614-265-3096 (fax),  
http://www.dnr.state.oh.us/dnap .  The remaining questions are designed to be answered primarily by the results of 
the site visit.  Refer to the User’s Manual for descriptions of these wetland types. Note:  "Critical habitat" is  legally 
defined in the Endangered Species Act and is the geographic area containing physical or biological features essential 
to the conservation of a listed species or as an area that may require special management considerations or 
protection.   The Rater should contact the Region 3 Headquarters or the Columbus Ecological Services Office for 
updates as to whether critical habitat has been designated for other federally listed threatened or endangered species.  
“Documented” means the wetland is listed in the appropriate State of Ohio database.
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INSTRUCTIONS.  The initial step in completing the ORAM is to identify the “scoring boundaries” of the wetland 
being rated.  In many instances this determination will be relatively easy and the scoring boundaries will coincide 
with the “jurisdictional boundaries.”  For example, the scoring boundary of an isolated cattail marsh located in the 
middle of a farm field will likely be the same as that wetland’s jurisdictional boundaries.  In other instances, 
however, the scoring boundary will not be as easily determined.  Wetlands that are small or isolated from other 
surface waters often form large contiguous areas or heterogeneous complexes of wetland and upland. In separating 
wetlands for scoring purposes, the hydrologic regime of the wetland is the main criterion that should be used.  
Boundaries between contiguous or connected wetlands should be established where the volume, flow, or velocity of 
water moving through the wetland changes significantly.  Areas with a high degree of hydrologic interaction should 
be scored as a single wetland.  In determining a wetland’s scoring boundaries, use the guidelines in the ORAM 
Manual Section 5.0.  In certain instances, it may be difficult to establish the scoring boundary for the wetland being 
rated.  These problem situations include wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, wetlands divided by 
artificial boundaries like property fences, roads, or railroad embankments, wetlands that are contiguous with 
streams, lakes, or rivers, and estuarine or coastal wetlands.  These situations are discussed below, however, it is 
recommended that Rater contact Ohio EPA, Division of Surface Water, 401/Wetlands Section if there are additional 
questions or a need for further clarification of the appropriate scoring boundaries of a particular wetland.
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INSTRUCTIONS.   Answer each of the following questions.  Questions 1, 2, 3 and 4 should be answered based on 
information obtained from the site visit or the literature and by submitting a Data Services Request to the Ohio 
Department of Natural Resources, Division of Natural Areas and Preserves, Natural Heritage Data Services, 1889 
Fountain Square Court, Building F-1, Columbus, Ohio 43224, 614-265-6453 (phone), 614-265-3096 (fax),  
http://www.dnr.state.oh.us/dnap .  The remaining questions are designed to be answered primarily by the results of 
the site visit.  Refer to the User’s Manual for descriptions of these wetland types. Note:  "Critical habitat" is  legally 
defined in the Endangered Species Act and is the geographic area containing physical or biological features essential 
to the conservation of a listed species or as an area that may require special management considerations or 
protection.   The Rater should contact the Region 3 Headquarters or the Columbus Ecological Services Office for 
updates as to whether critical habitat has been designated for other federally listed threatened or endangered species.  
“Documented” means the wetland is listed in the appropriate State of Ohio database.
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INSTRUCTIONS.  The initial step in completing the ORAM is to identify the “scoring boundaries” of the wetland 
being rated.  In many instances this determination will be relatively easy and the scoring boundaries will coincide 
with the “jurisdictional boundaries.”  For example, the scoring boundary of an isolated cattail marsh located in the 
middle of a farm field will likely be the same as that wetland’s jurisdictional boundaries.  In other instances, 
however, the scoring boundary will not be as easily determined.  Wetlands that are small or isolated from other 
surface waters often form large contiguous areas or heterogeneous complexes of wetland and upland. In separating 
wetlands for scoring purposes, the hydrologic regime of the wetland is the main criterion that should be used.  
Boundaries between contiguous or connected wetlands should be established where the volume, flow, or velocity of 
water moving through the wetland changes significantly.  Areas with a high degree of hydrologic interaction should 
be scored as a single wetland.  In determining a wetland’s scoring boundaries, use the guidelines in the ORAM 
Manual Section 5.0.  In certain instances, it may be difficult to establish the scoring boundary for the wetland being 
rated.  These problem situations include wetlands that form a patchwork on the landscape, wetlands divided by 
artificial boundaries like property fences, roads, or railroad embankments, wetlands that are contiguous with 
streams, lakes, or rivers, and estuarine or coastal wetlands.  These situations are discussed below, however, it is 
recommended that Rater contact Ohio EPA, Division of Surface Water, 401/Wetlands Section if there are additional 
questions or a need for further clarification of the appropriate scoring boundaries of a particular wetland.

X

X

X

X

X

X



INSTRUCTIONS.   Answer each of the following questions.  Questions 1, 2, 3 and 4 should be answered based on 
information obtained from the site visit or the literature and by submitting a Data Services Request to the Ohio 
Department of Natural Resources, Division of Natural Areas and Preserves, Natural Heritage Data Services, 1889 
Fountain Square Court, Building F-1, Columbus, Ohio 43224, 614-265-6453 (phone), 614-265-3096 (fax),  
http://www.dnr.state.oh.us/dnap .  The remaining questions are designed to be answered primarily by the results of 
the site visit.  Refer to the User’s Manual for descriptions of these wetland types. Note:  "Critical habitat" is  legally 
defined in the Endangered Species Act and is the geographic area containing physical or biological features essential 
to the conservation of a listed species or as an area that may require special management considerations or 
protection.   The Rater should contact the Region 3 Headquarters or the Columbus Ecological Services Office for 
updates as to whether critical habitat has been designated for other federally listed threatened or endangered species.  
“Documented” means the wetland is listed in the appropriate State of Ohio database.

Phalaris arundinacea, Lythrum salicaria, Phragmites australis

Sphagnum





Lythrum salicaria
Myriophyllum spicatum 
Najas minor 
Phalaris arundinacea
Phragmites australis 
Potamogeton crispus
Ranunculus ficaria    
Rhamnus frangula
Typha angustifolia 
Typha xglauca

Zygadenus elegans var. glaucus 
Cacalia plantaginea 
Carex flava
Carex sterilis 
Carex stricta
Deschampsia caespitosa
Eleocharis rostellata
Eriophorum viridicarinatum 
Gentianopsis spp.
Lobelia kalmii
Parnassia glauca
Potentilla fruticosa
Rhamnus alnifolia 
Rhynchospora capillacea
Salix candida
Salix myricoides
Salix serissima
Solidago ohioensis 
Tofieldia glutinosa 
Triglochin maritimum 
Triglochin palustre

Calla palustris 
Carex atlantica var. capillacea
Carex echinata
Carex oligosperma
Carex trisperma
Chamaedaphne calyculata 
Decodon verticillatus 
Eriophorum virginicum 
Larix laricina 
Nemopanthus mucronatus 
Schechzeria palustris
Sphagnum spp. 
Vaccinium macrocarpon
Vaccinium corymbosum
Vaccinium oxycoccos
Woodwardia virginica 
Xyris difformis 

Carex cryptolepis
Carex lasiocarpa
Carex stricta
Cladium mariscoides
Calamagrostis stricta
Calamagrostis canadensis
Quercus palustris

Calamagrostis canadensis
Calamogrostis stricta

Carex atherodes
Carex buxbaumii

Carex pellita
Carex sartwellii

Gentiana andrewsii
Helianthus grosseserratus

Liatris spicata
Lysimachia quadriflora

Lythrum alatum
Pycnanthemum virginianum

Silphium terebinthinaceum
Sorghastrum nutans

Spartina pectinata
Solidago riddellii



 Site: 5/26/2016 Rater(s): B. Slaby

Metric 4.  Habitat Alteration and Development.

Metric 2.  Upland buffers and surrounding land use.

Metric 3.  Hydrology.

Metric 1.  Wetland Area (size).

Amlin Cole



 Site: 5/26/2016

Mudflat and Open Water Class Quality

GRAND TOTAL (max 100 pts)

Amlin Cole

Microtopography Cover Scale

Vegatation Community Cover Scale

Narrative Description of Vegetation Quality

Metric 6. Plant communities, interspersion, microtopography.

Metric 5. Special Wetlands.

 Rater(s): B. Slaby



Complete Wetland Categorization Worksheet.
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Appendix E:

Stream Habitat Forms















 

 

 

Appendix F:

ODNR and USFWS Consultation



Raymond W. Petering, Chief 



Office of Real Estate 
Paul R. Baldridge, Chief 

Phone:  (614) 265-6649 
Fax: (614) 267-4764 

Re: 

Project:

Location: 

Natural Heritage Database:

Cyperus acuminatus



Fish and Wildlife:

Myotis sodalis

Carya ovata
Carya laciniosa Carya cordiformis Fraxinus nigra
Fraxinus pennsylvanica Fraxinus americana Quercus imbricaria

Quercus rubra Ulmus rubra Ulmus 
americana Populus deltoides Acer saccharinum
Sassafras albidum Quercus stellata Quercus alba

Epioblasma o. obliquata
Pleurobema clava

Epioblasma torulosa 
rangiana Villosa fabalis

Quadrula cylindrica 
cylindrica Epioblasma 
triquetra Fusconaia maculata 
maculata Pleurobema cordatum

Lampsilis ovata
Megalonaias nervosa Elliptio crassidens

crassidens Ligumia recta
Obliquaria reflexa

Uniomerus tetralasmus Truncilla donaciformis

Noturus trautmani
Notropis ariommus

Ichthyomyzon fossor
Etheostoma maculatum Lepisosteus platostomus

Exoglossum laurae
Polyodon spathula Etheostoma 

tippecanoe



Bartramia longicauda



Raymond W. Petering, Chief 

Cyperus schweinitzii

Myotis sodalis

(Myotis septentrionalis



Amlin-Cole Transmission Line Project
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1973 Hilliard, Ohio 7.5 Minute Series (Topographic)

1994 Galloway, Ohio 7.5 Minute Series 
(Topographic)

1901 Dublin 1923 West Columbus, Ohio 15 
Minute Series (Topographic)



1966 Galloway, Ohio 7.5 Minute Series 
(Topographic)



Archaeology Guidelines

Climate 

Physiography, Relief, and Drainage 



Geology

Soils 

Flora



Fauna 





sui generis





Protohistoric to Settlement 





Franklin County History 



Washington Township History 

Norwich Township History 





Prairie Township History 

Brown Township History 



Archaeological Field Methods 

Shovel test unit excavation



Shovel Probe.

Surface Collection.

Visual inspection

Prehistoric Artifact Analysis 

Biface

Blocky Irregular

Broken Flake



Core

Primary Decortication Flake

Primary Thinning Flake

Secondary Decortication Flake

Secondary Thinning Flake

Shatter or Angular Shatter

Uniface



Historic Period Artifact Analysis

Curation

Archeological Atlas of Ohio



Archeological Atlas of Ohio



Illustrated 
Historical Atlas of Franklin County, Ohio 

1901 Dublin 1923 West 
Columbus, Ohio 15 Minute Series (Topographic)

1973 Hilliard, 
Ohio 7.5 Minute Series (Topographic) 1994 Galloway, Ohio 7.5 
Minute Series (Topographic)

Evaluation of Research Questions 1 and 2 







Prehistoric Period Isolated Find Spots 





Prehistoric and Historic Period Artifact Scatters 

33FR3008





33FR3009

33FR3010



33FR3012



33FR3013

33FR3014



33FR3015

33FR3016



33FR3034



Fieldwork Summary 









Criteria of Effect Evaluation
An undertaking shall be considered to have an 
effect on a National Register property or National 
Register-eligible property whenever any condition 
of the undertaking: 

Fi

(A) Causes or may cause any change, beneficial or
adverse, in the quality of the historical, architectural,
archaeological, or cultural character that qualifies the
property under the National Register Criteria.

(A) The house at 3240 Alton Darby Creek, is NRHP-
eligible under Criterion C. The proposed project will not
cause a change in the qualifying characteristics of the
house. The property’s significant architectural resources
will remain unaffected.

(B) Changes the integrity of location, design, setting,
materials, workmanship, feeling, or association of the
property that contribute to its significance in accordance
with the National Register criteria.

(B) The proposed project may change the resource’s
integrity of setting by introducing visual effects such as
the proposed reroute/installation of structures within the
viewshed.

(C) Changes (direct or indirect) in patterns of land use,
population density, or growth rate that may affect
properties of historical, architectural, archaeological, or
cultural significance.

(C) The proposed project will not introduce changes in
land use patterns or demographics that may affect the
house at 3240 Alton Darby Creek, as the proposed
Project will be a reroute of the existing transmission line.

Determination: The undertaking will have an EFFECT on the house at 3240 Alton Darby Creek.  

Criteria of Adverse Effect Determination of Adverse Effect 

Physical destruction of or damage to all or part of the 
property? 

No Effect 

The house at 3240 Alton Darby Creek is located 
approximately 550 feet from the nearest visible section 
of proposed transmission line. The nearest proposed 

segment will be visible from the resource, with tree lines 
partially blocking the visibility. However, no part of the 
line will cause destruction or damage to any part of the 

property. 

Alteration of a property, including restoration, 
rehabilitation, repair, maintenance, stabilization, 
hazardous material remediation, and provision of 

handicapped access? 

No Effect 

Construction of the proposed project will not result in 
any alterations to the contributing resources of the 
house at 3240 Alton Darby Creek. The proposed 
construction will not inhibit or impede any current 

function of the property. 

Removal of the property from its historic location? 

No Effect 

Construction of the proposed project will not cause the 
removal of any of the contributing resources of the 

house at 3240 Alton Darby Creek property from their 
historic location. 



Change of the character of the property’s use or of 
physical features within the property’s setting that 

contributes to its historic significance? 

No Effect 

Construction of the proposed project will not alter the 
character of the resource’s use or any physical features 

within the setting of the property. 

Introduction of visual, atmospheric, or audible elements 
that diminish the integrity of the property’s significant 

historic features 

No Adverse Effect 

The nearest visible proposed transmission line is 
located approximately 550 feet to the east of the house 

at 3240 Alton Darby Creek. Proposed towers and 
transmission lines will be visible from the property. In 

addition, the project is an update of an existing line that 
is partially shielded by the tree line. The introduction of 

the proposed Project will not introduce any harmful 
visual, atmospheric, or audible elements that will 

diminish the significance of the property. 

Neglect of the property, which results in its demolition or 
deterioration?

No Effect 

Construction of the transmission line will not result in 
neglect leading to demolition or deterioration of the 

house at 3240 Alton Darby Creek. 

Transfer, lease, or sale of property out of federal 
ownership or control? 

No Effect 

Since the house at 3240 Alton Darby Creek is not 
federally controlled, construction of the transmission line 
cannot result in the transfer, lease, or sale of the historic 

property out of federal control. 
Determination: The undertaking will have NO ADVERSE EFFECT on the house at 3240 Alton Darby Creek. 
The undertaking will not introduce any negative impacts that will diminish the historical and architectural 
significance of the property that qualifies it for NRHP listing. 
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Figure 4.  Aerial map indicating the location of the project and previously recorded resources in the study area.
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Figure 5.  Aerial map indicating the location of the project and previously recorded resources in the study area.
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1901 Dublin 1923 West Columbus, Ohio 15 Minute Series (Topographic)



Newly
Constructed

Amlin
Substation

14-1

20

Sh
ee

t#
 1

13

1
2

3
4

5

67

8
9
10

11
12

0 200 400

Scale in Feet

1395 W. 5th Avenue, Columbus, Ohio 43212
(614) 485-9435    www.wellercrm.com

Legend

Work Areas

Disturbed

Sheet Matchline

Existing Structure

Photo Location

Figure 7.  Fieldwork results & photo orientation for Sheet 1.
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Figure 8.  Fieldwork results & photo orientation for Sheet 2.
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Figure 9.  Fieldwork results & photo orientation for Sheet 3.
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Figure 10.  Fieldwork results & photo orientation for Sheet 4.
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Figure 11.  Fieldwork results & photo orientation for Sheet 5.
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Figure 12.  Fieldwork results & photo orientation for Sheet 6.
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Figure 13.  Fieldwork results & photo orientation for Sheet 7.
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Figure 14.  Fieldwork results & photo orientation for Sheet 8.
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Figure 15.  Fieldwork results & photo orientation for Sheet 9.
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Figure 16.  Fieldwork results & photo orientation for Sheet 10.
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Figure 17.  Fieldwork results & photo orientation for Sheet 11.
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Figure 18.  Fieldwork results & photo orientation for Sheet 12.
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Figure 19.  Fieldwork results & photo orientation for Sheet 13.
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1966 Galloway, Ohio 7.5 Minute Series (Topographic)





























1973 Hilliard, Ohio 7.5 Minute Series (Topographic)

1994 Galloway, Ohio 7.5 Minute Series 
(Topographic)

1973 Hilliard, Ohio 7.5 Minute Series (Topographic)
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