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Supplemental Summary of Public Agency Correspondence for the Supply Header Project

Agency/Contact Name(s) Date of Correspondence Format Description

FEDERAL AGENCIES
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Melinda Turner 5/3/17 Letter Transmittal of update to the Migratory Bird Plan.
Liz Sout 5/3/17 Letter Transmittal of update to the Migratory Bird Plan.
STATE/COMMONWEALTH AGENCIES
WEST VIRGINIA AGENCIES
West Virginia Division of Culture and History
Susan Pierce 4/13/17 Letter Comments on Phase Il archaeological site testing report.
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West Virginia Division of Culture and History



The Culture Center

1900 Kanawha Blvd., E.

Charleston, WV 25305-0300

WEST Randall Reid-Smith, Commissioner
VIRGINIA Phone 304.558.0220 ¢ www.wvculture.org

Division of s e
CUIture and H’story Fax 304.558.2779 « TDD 30?535?53.323

April 13,2017

Mr. Robert M. Bisha

Technical Advisor, Supply Header Project
Dominion Resources Services, Inc.

5000 Dominion Blvd.

Glen Allen, Virginia 23060

RE:  Supply Header Project
FR#: 15-99-MULTI-9

Dear Mr. Bisha:

We have reviewed the draft report presenting the results of Phase II archaeological investigations at site
46DO089 that was prepared by ERM for the aforementioned project. As required by Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act, as amended, and its implementing regulations, 36 CFR 800:
“Protection of Historic Properties,” we submit our comments.

According to the report, Phase II investigations at 46D089 focused on the mechanical removal of the
plowzone and the excavation of a sample of features that were identified. A total of 17 trenches were
placed in areas of the site that exhibited, during the Phase I survey, to have higher artifact densities,
diagnostic artifacts or geomorphologically stable surfaces. This resulted in the discovery of 80 potential
prehistoric and historic period subsurface features. Of the 23 features that were excavated, 11 date to the
prehistoric period, nine to the historic period, and two were determined to be non-cultural in origin. The
age and function of the final excavated feature could not be determined. A total of 560 prehistoric
artifacts were recovered, including diagnostic prehistoric tools dating to a number of prehistoric periods,
grit and limestone tempered pottery, ground stone tools and lithic debitage. The historic period
assemblage is comprised of 75 artifacts and includes metal nails, colorless glass, stoneware, ironstone,
and plain and transfer print whiteware.

Data recovered during the excavations indicate the area was occupied a number of times from the Early
Archaic through the Middle Woodland period and possibly into the Late Woodland period. Prehistoric
occupations appear to be small, possibly seasonal, base camps related to resource procurement such as
nuts or lithic materials. The excavated prehistoric features were determined to be large and small basin-
shaped pits that produced diagnostic artifacts and charcoal. Other materials will likely be retrieved from
flotation samples. While possible post molds identified at the site may be associated with the historic
period occupation, patterning of the prehistoric features may be suggestive of houses. Based on the data
recovered during the Phase II investigations, we concur that the prehistoric component contains
significant information about a number of prehistoric periods and that 46D089 is eligible for inclusion
in the National Register of Historic Places.
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The historic component of 46DO89 is represented by nine excavated features and a light scatter of
mainly domestic artifacts associated with an early to mid-twentieth century farm. A number of other
possible features exposed during the Phase 11, including the possible post molds, also likely date to the
historic period farm. Five of the historic period features appear to be associated with the small-scale
production of sorghum syrup, while others are likely the remains of foundation piers for a possible barn.
The report argues that the historic component should be considered non-contributing to the eligibility of
46D0O89 because it appears to lack intact midden deposits and artifact-rich features. However, sorghum
production and the development of modern farming has not been documented or explored in West
Virginia. As a result, we do not concur that the historic component is a non-contributing element to the
overall eligibility of 46D089.

In conclusion, if 46D089 cannot be avoided by the proposed project, it is our opinion that both the
prehistoric and historic components should be subject to data recovery excavations in order to mitigate
the resulting adverse effects. Please notify this office in writing of any proposed avoidance measures or
submit a data recovery plan and draft Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) for our review. Finally,
because we are not requesting changes to the draft Phase Il report, please submit a CD containing the
report PDF and updated shapefiles for the site. We will provide further comment upon receipt of the
requested materials.

We appreciate the opportunity to be of service. If you have questions regarding our comments or the
Section 106 process, please contact Lora A. Lamarre-DeMott, Senior Archaeologist, at (304) 558-0240.
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Susan M Pierce
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
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