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From: Moore, Johari
Sent: Friday, January 06, 2012 10:51 AM
To: 'richard.currit@wyo.gov'
Cc: Waldron, Ashley; Bjornsen, Alan
Subject: RE: Ross ISR Project, Follow-up to 1/5/12 Call

Hi Richard, 
 
As of Monday, 1/9/12, I am taking over as the lead PM for the Ross Project environmental review and Ashley 
Waldron will be my Co-PM.  Alan will continue to support me with the Section 106 activities, as needed.  I look 
forward to continuing to work with you on the Ross Project.  Feel free to contact me directly going forward.   
 
Thanks, 
 
 
Johari A. Moore 
Project Manager 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
FSME/DWMEP/Environmental Review Branch  
Mail Stop: T-8F05 
Washington, DC 20555 
Office: (301) 415-7694 
Mobile: (301) 832-4919 
Fax: (301) 415-5369 
johari.moore@nrc.gov 
 
 
 

From: Bjornsen, Alan  
Sent: Friday, January 06, 2012 10:31 AM 
To: Davis (FSME), Jennifer; Moore, Johari 
Cc: Hsueh, Kevin; Waldron, Ashley; Saxton, John 
Subject: FW: Ross ISR Project, Follow-up to 1/5/12 Call 
 
FYI 
 

From: Richard Currit [mailto:richard.currit@wyo.gov]  
Sent: Friday, January 06, 2012 10:10 AM 
To: Ben Schiffer 
Cc: Mary Hopkins; Bjornsen, Alan 
Subject: Re: Ross ISR Project, Follow-up to 1/5/12 Call 
 

Hi Ben, 

  

Thanks for the information.  In regards to the ACHP letter, I think this could be a good thing.  Getting the ACHP involved 
now may actually save you time in the long run.  At least I hope so. 
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The scope of work for the TCP survey is concerning in several ways.  First, you are correct, this looks to be the NRC's 
Scope of Work for this effort.  The other problem is, as written, it will not identify TCP's.  Let me clarify what I mean by 
that.  As noted in the Scope (and Bulletin 38), a TCP is a property that is "eligible for inclusion in the National Register". 
 In other words, in order to be a TCP a property must be determined eligible to the NRHP.  This can be done either 
through a consensus determination (the NRC makes the determination and we concur), or by a formal determination by 
the Keeper of the NRHP.  In the current scope, neither the NRC nor the SHPO will be provided with any information 
concerning these properties so a determination of eligibility (or the identification of historic properties, as defined in the 
regulations) will not be possible.  Thus, this Scope will not identify TCP's.  This is not a Section 106 scope of work. 

  

Additionally, the document contains quite a bit of information concerning the Wyoming State Protocol with the BLM, as 
well as BLM roles and responsibilities under that Protocol.  For this undertaking, the NRC is the Lead Federal Agency and 
nothing contained in the Protocol applies to this project. This information should be deleted from this document. 

  

There are a couple of other items in the document which cause concern.  Particularly under “Methodology:  Criteria to 
Identify Traditional Cultural Places” on page 18.  First off, a “Traditional Cultural Place” is not defined under Section 106.  
It needs to say “Property”.  Also, there are two items in this section under “Universally applied assumptions for this project 
include:”.  The first problem here is that this is under a section describing the definition of TCP contained in Bulletin 38, 
and give the impression that these assumptions are contained in that bulletin.  They are not.  Additionally, our office could 
never agree to the first assumption (that all prehistoric sites be considered potential TCP’s).  And, quite frankly, I’m not 
sure what the second assumption means. 

  

As I’ve said before, I don’t see that a TCP survey is required under the regulations.  But then, the Scope of work, as 
written will not identify TCP’s as defined in the regulations and bulletins. 

  

Sincerely, 

 

Richard L. Currit 
Senior Archaeologist 
Wyoming State Historic Preservation Office 
2301 Central Ave., Barrett Bldg. 3rd Floor 
Cheyenne, WY  82002 
307-777-5497 
 
 

On Thu, Jan 5, 2012 at 8:03 AM, Ben Schiffer <bschiffer@wwcengineering.com> wrote: 
Richard-- 
Thanks so much for your time yesterday! I hope you'll continue to bear with me and my ignorance on these 
matters.  As we discussed, please see the attached letter from the ACHP to NRC.  As far as I know, NRC has 
not responded though I have a call today on this matter with legal that may shed some light on this.  In addition, 
please see the attached proposal that Mr. Youpee sent to the NRC.  The ADAMS link I had for this didn't work 
so I'm just passing it along.  As soon as I have the link, I'll forward it as well and the transmittal note from the 
NRC.  As always, if you have any questions or would like to discuss this please let us know. Take care. 
 
Ben    
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--  

Benjamin J. Schiffer, PG 

WWC Engineering 

1849 Terra Ave. 

Sheridan, WY 82801 

Ph. (307) 672-0761 ext. 148 

fax (307) 674-4265 

 
E-Mail to and from me, in connection with the transaction  
of public business,is subject to the Wyoming Public Records  
Act, and may be disclosed to third parties. 
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