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LETTER FROM STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE  

DECEMBER 8, 2011 



 
 

North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources 
State Historic Preservation Office 

Ramona M. Bartos, Administrator 
Beverly Eaves Perdue, Governor                          Office of Archives and History  
Linda A. Carlisle, Secretary                 Division of Historical Resources 
Jeffrey J. Crow, Deputy Secretary                                                                                                  David Brook, Director 

Location: 109 East Jones Street, Raleigh NC 27601     Mailing Address: 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4617   Telephone/Fax: (919) 807-6570/807-6599 

 
December 8, 2011 
 
MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:   Matt Wilkerson 
  Office of Human Environment 
  NCDOT Division of Highways 
 
FROM: Ramona M. Bartos     
 
SUBJECT: Draft: Terrestrial Archaeological Resources Predictive Model, Cape Fear Skyway, U-4738, 
  New Hanover and Brunswick Counties, CH 05-2935 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the above referenced report. It is well written and does a good job of 
describing the rational behind using a descriptive approach to the predictive model formation. The variables 
seem adequately inclusive and well tailored to the specific environs utilized by previous inhabitants of the lower 
Cape Fear River drainage.  

As the report indicates, this model is not meant to replace the good judgment of the archaeologist on the 
ground, but will potentially provide planners a better idea of the obstacles likely to be encountered during the 
permitting and compliance process. We look forward to the validity of the predictive model being tested during 
the archaeological survey of the chosen corridor.    
 
The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s Regulations for Compliance with Section 106 codified at 36 CFR 
Part 800. 
 
Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions concerning the above comment 
please contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, environmental review coordinator, at 919/807-6579. In all future 
communication concerning this project, please cite the above referenced tracking number. 
 
 
 
 


