
From: Weaver, Thomas [mailto:Thomas.Weaver@nrc.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, July 19, 2012 1:28 PM 
To: George McCluskey 
Subject: NRC Paleoliquefaction Research 
 
Dear Mr. McCluskey, 
 
The purpose of this email is to confirm that I have a clear understanding on our path forward for 
compliance with the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) 106 process.  In our 
conversation on 23 February 2012 we discussed two types of paleoliquefaction research 
activities we plan to carry out in Arkansas: 1) trench excavations in a farmer’s field and 2) 
identification of paleoliquefaction features along river cutbanks.  Based on our conversation, we 
plan to comply with the 106 process in the following way. 
 
Trench Excavation Sites 
- We will identify a desired location for performing our trench excavation.  This is a site that is 

currently not on the National Register and a site that we anticipate will not qualify. 
- We will do enough work up front to determine if the location where the excavation work will 

proceed is eligible for the National Register 
o An archeologist will perform shovel testing at approximately 10 m intervals along the 

proposed trench excavation. 
- We will then send the SHPO a letter with our findings of the shovel testing and assessment 

of National Register eligibility along with the following information: 1) USGS topographic 
map of the work area (1:24,000 scale) showing the site location and 2) Detailed project 
description.  This letter report will serve as a project notice.  This information will also be 
sent to the Quapaw and Osage Indian Tribes.  

- Paleoliquefaction excavation work will proceed once the 106 consultation process has been 
completed.  

 
Paleoliquefaction River Reconnaissance 
My notes indicate that no action is required to perform our reconnaissance work along river 
cutbanks.  However, we do intend to submit the following information as project notification: 1) 
USGS topographic maps (1:24,000 scale) showing portions of the rivers where we intend to 
perform reconnaissance, and 2) A description of the planned reconnaissance along each river. 
 
Please respond to this email confirming that these efforts are expected to be reasonable and 
acceptable.  Please also let me know if you recall anything different from our conversation. 
 
Sincerely,  
Thomas Weaver 
 
Thomas Weaver, PhD, PE 
Office of Research 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Mail Stop C5C07M 
Washington, DC 20555‐0001 
Phone: 301‐251‐7654 
 
 
  



From: George McCluskey [mailto:George@arkansasheritage.org]  
Sent: Thursday, July 19, 2012 3:20 PM 
To: Weaver, Thomas 
Cc: Scott Sutterfield 
Subject: RE: NRC Paleoliquefaction Research 
 
Dear Dr. Weaver, 
 
Thank you for your submittal.  We will log it in and provide you with additional comments.  Since we 
have a very heavy workload now, this may take up to 30 days.  
 
Thank you for your interest and concern for the cultural heritage of Arkansas.  If you have any questions, 
please contact me at (501) 324‐9880. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
George 
 
George H. McCluskey, RPA 
Senior Archeologist and 
Section 106 Review Coordinator 
Arkansas Historic Preservation Program 
323 Center Street, Suite 1500 
Little Rock, Arkansas  72201 
Telephone:  (501) 324‐9880 
e‐mail:  george@arkansasheritage.org 
 


