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Management Summary

This report describes the results from tAechaeologicalmpactAssessmen(AlA)conducted by Aquilla
ArchaeologyJune 26; July 3, 2018inder Heriage Inspection Permit 201(8L62 Shelter Point, Texada Island.

The Powell River Regional District is psipg to develop new facilities Bection 16Shelter Point Regional Park
f20FGSR Ay DAftASA . l& 2y ¢SEFRF L&fFIYR® ¢KS LINRLI
concession building which burned down in 2@i# installing a new septigstemand service adjacent to

previously recorded archaeological site BD]Sestimated to be 50 x 20 metres.

The assessment was conducted JuneJ2fly 3 2013. Field work included pedestrian survey of Section 16 of
Shelter Point Park achieving 100% syreeverageThe boundaries of DjSlcwere tested in a subsurface

program which included 85 shovel tests, 1 evaluative unit and 10 backhoe tests.

Of the subsurface shovel tests, 43 were positive for subsurface cultural material. Of the backhoe tests, 4 were
positive for subsurface cultural materidDepth of cultural deposits was on average 80 cm however some shovel
tests were unable to reach sterile sediments.

Results from the testing program have amended the boundary of B30 measure442 metres N/S 475

metres E/W.

Above ground habitation features are present in the form of house depressions and exposed midden mounds
arranged in three avenues running parallel to the present shoreline. This area was clearly a village consisting of
several longhouseand may represent the best preserved example of village cultural topography that survives on
the south coast. The habitation features are outside of the proposed development area and not subsurface
tested. One confirmed culturally modifié@buglasfir pitch collection treeestimated to be 250 years old is
presentand located on top of midden mound associated with the habitation featur&svo possible culturally
modified Dougladir trees are also present but it is not clear whether the scars result fimtontact/ historic
events.

A total of 279 lithic artifacts, 195 faunal remains, 15 historic artifacts and 4 samples were collected during this
study.A hearth feature was identified in the evaluative unit located within the proposed development area and
was dated to 840 +B0 conventional radiocarbon years. Of the artifacts, sevaatonsidered diagnostic and
include a smalmedium leaf shapedwo ground faceted slate projectile points, microblades and microblade
cores. Thk artifact assemblage sugdsshe Shelter Point site is a Locarno to Developed Coast Salish period site
occupied fromat least 3300 years to just before Contact.

Study aeas 13 and 6 were found to be predominantly intact with significant cultural deposits occurring in areas
2 and3.

Extensive disturbance was found in subsurface deposits in the proposed development area and on Shelter Poir
itself (areas 4 and 5rom historic logging operations, historic residences, a bulk oil plant and terraforming events
related to campground athpark developments which have levelledidistributed and possibly removed cultural
deposits. lwever, intact cultural deposits are present within the proposed development atedepths of30cm

to at least 75 cm depth below surfacth summary, DjStis large, significant and relatively intact village site.

The intact portions of the site should be carefully protected and managed.
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It is strongly recommended the proponent undertake detailed mapping of the habitation features in order to
document the wirrent state of this village complex and to provide a nenvasive and nordestructive means of
further defining the original features and any posteposition impacts.

If possible, itis recommendedthe proponent attempt to relocate the proposed facil@s to the least sensitive

areas of the sitg Area 6)in order to avoid signficant archaeological deposits.
If the currently proposed location (Area 4) is chosen for the development and construction of the proposed
facilities, in addition to completion afetailed mapping of the habitation featuresystematicarchaeological data
recovery is recommended to be excavated in advance of construction and development activities in the locatior
of the proposed septic system including the new sewer line trefitts will allow for a reasonable sampling of
archaeological data to be collected in advance of destructive subsurface alteration by the @nopém addition
to systematialata recovery, all excavation and construction related subsurface disturbance msispéerised
and monitored by an archaeologist to be present at all times during such activity.
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1.0 Introduction

This report details the findings ah Archaeological Impact AssessméatA)study of Section 16 of Shelter Point
Regional Park, Texada lsfaconducted by Aquilla Archaeolog¥his assessment was initiated tiye Powell

River Regional District (PRRio contacted Aquilla Archaeology October 18, 2012 to dispusgisosed

02y aiNHzOGA2Y 2F LINBOA2dzat & S Erksidéntey(d@stra@yedybyriBedn2012)yh the dz
northwest corner of Shelter Point Regional Parkedional park campground with a caretaker residence,
concession, and boat launch facilitiea® managed ahoperated by the PRRBrchaeological site Dj9cas it was
recorded in 1971 is located adjacent to the proposed PRRD developments. The boundaried afrBijEc
definedand thusanticipated to extend and overlap the proposed ground altering developments. An AIA was
required to ascertain the boundariespndition and integrity of DjSt in order to make management
recommendations for the PRRD and their proposed construction project.

The AlAvas conductedetweenJune 26nd July 3, 20181 accordance wittiHeritage Inspection Permit 2013
0162issued by tke Archaeology Branch (Ministry Bbrests, Lands and Natural Resource Operationd was

carried out within the traditional territoriesdf t A F YY 2y 6 ¢f | QY YAYD]| L ACENE b | bilA
| dzf Qlj dzYA Qy dzY ¢ NBIF i& DNRdzZL) YSYOSNI CANBRG blidAzyaod

1.1 Study Objectives

The primary project planningbjectives of this study were carried outascordance with thé\rchaeological
Impad Assessment Guidelinek998)andare as follows:

1. identify and evaluate archaeological resources within the project area;
2. identify and assess all impacts on archaeological resources which might result from the project;
3. recommend viable alternatives for managingawoidable adverse impacts

In British Columbighe Heritage Conservation AfRSBQ996] CHAPTER 1&rptects archaological sites from
any type of disturbanceanless authorized by permifArchaeological sites are defined as locationgublic or
private landcontaining evidence diuman activity predating 1846.

This @sessment iprovided without prejudice to Aborigal Rights and Title but is not intendedaddress
potential impacts in regards to traditional use of the study amad does not in any part constitute consultative
duty.

1.2 Organizational Format

This report is organizegsing the format provided inie Archaeological Impact Assessment Guidelines, Appendix
A: Guidelines for Report Contéh999.
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2.0 Proposed Project

The project is locatedt what is commonly known &helter Poin{figure 1) the name in use since the PRRD took
over jurisdiction of &ction 16 from the Provincgn the late 197@-8  NX @ ™y n Q &istoridaly anf @ S NI
officially knownas Harwood Point, on the southern portion of Gillies Bay, on the west side of Texada Island, in tt
Strait of Georgia (figures 1 and Zhe greger part of this point of land formShelter Point Regional Parkhich
consists 0617 acrewned and maintained by the Powell River Regional District. Shelter PoioinBeBark
(SPRHggally described as Section 15 and a portion of Section 16, DO &&&da Island District.

This assessment is limited to Section 16 oaly}2.5 ha portion of the parkontaining archaeological site Djbc
and the location ofecreationalamenities angroposedinfrastructuredevelopmens. Section 16ncludesa
campground, day use area, two boat launcheashroom facilities, aoncession building and connected
caretaker residence. In September 2012 a fire destroyed the concession and caretaker building. Current
development plans are to rebuild the caretakesidence and concessioBach buding is estimated to be 12.0 x
15.0m.6 n 1 &ndexgavaied to approximately 30 oty té iistall a slab foundatiofsee figures 1 and)2A
new septicservice consisting of three new taniksproposed to service thedmiildingsmeasuringa combined 6.0
X 50m. (H n Q Fandvallbeexcavated to 2.Bnetre depth conneced by a pipe line service acrdabe existing
parking lotand tied into the existing septic tank prior to dispersal to the existing septic fielddtion, a

¢t QF YAY O dzcirreniy afson pldakiig RtAggso bk Bcatsduth ofthese facilities (see
recommendations).

In relation to thesedevelopments proposeby the Powell River Regional District, the Adgsessmentvas
undertakento identify and defire the boundaries of archaeological site DjiSandassessed the significance of
the archaeological depositserein order to make recommendatioran the development and protect the site.
Archaeological site Dj9cwas recorded by Bjor@imonsen in 1971 and estimated to be 50 x 20 metheSrvey
of Archaeological Resources in Provincial Parks and Map Reserves in the Southern Coastal Area of British
Columbia197130) and is located in the northwest portion of Sectidi) IShelter PoinRegional ParkDue to the
large size of the park, an inventory of the entire SRB&hot feasibleunder the constraints of this project, and
our studies specifically focused &aection 16the area within the parkhat isusedthe mostrecreationally This
Sectionwassubject to further surveyo identify any other, aget unrecorded archaeological sitardaddress
potentially unmitigated recreational impagto archaeological resourcdeere.
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FIGURE 1. PROJECTATOONREMOVED FOR PUBLOPE.
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3.0 Study Area

Texada Island is located in the Salish Sea (Strait of Georgia) 8 kilometres southwest of Powaf Rislargest
island in the Strait of Georgifiexadait is 50kilometres in length and roughly 10 kilometres wide. The east facing
shore is separated by narrow Malaspina Strait from mainland Malaspina Peninsula in the north, Nelson Island,
and Sechelt Peninsula to the south. The southern tip of Texada Island syl @igftheast of Cottam Point
Nanoose, Vancouver Islantasqueti Islantlesimmediately adjacent to the southwestern shore of Texada
Island.

The shore facing west is fully exposed to the prevailing winds and currents of the Strait. Three bays edelocat
the west shore: Gillies Bay, Mouat Bay, and Davie Bay. Of these, Gillies Bay is the largest with Shelter Point
forming the southern terminus.

The study are#figure 4)is approximately a 12.5 ha area bordered to the east by Gillies Bay Road niorthdoy

the Powell River Regional District Shelter Point property boundary, to the south by Shelter Poiahddadhe

west the Strait of Georgi&outhwest of Shelter Point Roadsmallland parcel(outlined in blue, figure 4acing

Mouat Baywas intially included in the study area as it was unclear whether this was part of the campground
facilities however, this was confirmed to not be the case and thus it was excluded from the present assessment

Gillies Bay is a very largeuthwest facing bay appximately 3.04 km in lengttwith Shelter Pointocated at the

end of the southern reachrhe entire bay with the exception of Shelter Point to the south, is quite exposed to the
west and theStrait of Georgia. The shallow intertidaineis largely expasd at low tide with large portions
consisting of finely sorted sands, aaldngthe north beach rounded bouldeend cobblestonesThe shoreline

from the head of the bay south consists of higher elevation bank and boulder covered intertidal zones. This
changes to sorted gravels and lower elevation shoreline at Shelter Pldietpoint actualljormsan isthmus
connected at low tide to an exposed gradimrite rocky headlanavhich is namedick IslandThis context does
provide shelter from the prevailing vgeerly winds off theStraitof Georgiaalong this portion of the beachont.

3.1 Terrain

This is the northermegionofthed { sy S / 2 | 4 (G ¢ &o&s@linkigland & British ®ofumbia
Locatedn the Strait of Georgia ecoregion and the largst Island in theStraitof Georgia, Texada shares
environmental features from both mainlarahd Gulf Island contexts which results in some unusual qualities.

3.2 Ecology

The west shoreline and majority of Texada Island falls within tasi@lDouglasfir moist maritime sulkone
characterized by warm dry summers and mild wet wint&tagzdorfer et a].1997 Sunshine Coast Sensitive
Ecosystem DajaTree species in the study area consist of DoufifgPseudotsuga menziesir. menziesi

Western redcedar, grand fir, arbutus (the only evergreen broadleaf tree in British Columbia), Garry oak, and red
alder. Less common trees in the CDF include shore pine, Sitka spruce (rare), western hemlock (rare), bitter che
(Prunus emarginatp western flowering dogood (Cornus nuttall)i, bigleaf maple, black cottonwood, and

trembling aspen (rare). The tree species composition of forest stands varies considerably as a result of
widespread human disturbance.
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A Sensitive Ecosystem Inventory (Ministry of Environmgetils biogeoclimatic units found on the Sinine

Coast. The study area is comprisedf open forests, generally between 10 and 30% tree cover, can be conifer
dominated or mixedtonifer and arbutus stands; because of open canopy, will includdaorested openings,

often with shallow soils and bedrock outcroppings.

The understoryncludesevergreen huckleberryMaccinium ovaturyy and ed huckleberryW{accinium

parvifolium), Oregongrape Mahonia nervosp R S @ Aub @plopdnax horriduty salal Gautheria shallo,
OceansprayHolodiscus discolprsword fern Polystichum munitui bracken fernRteridium aquilinurjy and

wild rose Rosa nutkang western trillium {Trillium ovatun), creeping buttercugRanunculus repepsandother
wildflowers(Turner, 1975;Pojaret al. 1991) Rare plants fround on Texada include the giant chain fern
(Woodwardia fimbriat® = I RRS NI & Qplioglasdad uilygddsty Ridmealaumea carnoga

al O2dzy Qa HaMBrdAORIDEt 0o

Marine species present in thareainclude seal, porpoise, whitgided dolphin, sea lion, orcas and sevethler
species of whale. Marine invertebrates in the region include butter clam, horse clam, littlemetkyussel

Fish species include several species of salimémited rumbers due to the lack of larger streams and rivers on
Texadacod, and herringjkely are present offshoteéAn extremely rare species pairing of Stickleback are present
in Priest and Paxton Lakes on Texada Island and Little Quarry Lake on NelsorTlsle@shine stickleback
(Gasterosteus spare pleistocene marine fish associated with the last glaciation that were stranded in these lake
between 1400011000 years ago and have since adapted to freshwater.

According to Harbordpainted turtles Chysemygicta bell) also reside on Texada Island. Western Painted Turtles
are only one of two turtle species native to Canada and in British Columbia, the coastal populations are SARA
listed as endangered with only 6 known locations between the Fraser Canydtoaradl Rive(in 2005 a survey

of these locations found Western Painted Turtles at only one of thesé.dRepulation estimates according to
SARA put the coastal population of turtles at less than 250. Harbord reports the population on Texada Island
numbersF S SNJ GKFY pn RdzS (2 sAdadord 2a81i3)ybi thik idahahligted inibtke® ™
places \www.sararegistry.cavww.speciesatrisk.hat.bc.ca/westerpaintedturtle) actively survegd and

monitored for the turtles protection.

Terrestrial speciesf large manmalinclude onlydeer. Multiple species of shore birds are also present.

3.3 Paleoenvironmental

Geologically thetady area is situated between the St. Elias Insular Belt on the west and the Coast and Cascade
Belt on the east. These belts form the two western most tectonic regions of the Canadian Cordillera.

The different bedrock geology on either side of the SwéiGeorgidandicatesthat the strait between the two

areas lies over a boundary between two structural regions. The Strait of Georgia and Johnston Strait essentially
follow the contact between the granitic rocks of the coast intrusions of Jurassic agedamdocks of the

Vancouver Group and other asablages which lie to the west

LYRAOFGA@GS 2F AGaQ | &a2mxwdonirdpartg thesfiksiigkologidalSurvéys i thé regjoiR
found Texada Island geology to consist of mostly Triagsitation with some granites in the Van Anda region
and cretaceous rock in Gillies Bay (1887).


http://www.sararegistry.ca/
http://www.speciesatrisk.hat.bc.ca/western-painted-turtle
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The Georgia Lowland (Holland, 1964) is underlain by granitic rocks as well as older formations. Accordant
summits represent remnants of a dissected late Teytemosion surface, which is warped and rises gradually
eastward from the Georgia Strait until it is sufficiently high in the Coast Mountains to be completely dissected
and destroyed. Below the 600 meter contour in the Georgia Lowland remnants are monsiggtand are to be

seen as gently sloping upland surfaces. The Georgia Lowland contains Paleozoic rocks (granitic rocks associat
with the Coast Plutonic Complex which range in age from the Paleozoic Era up to the Early Tertiary Period of th
Cenozoic &); Upper Paleozoic rocks (consisting of sedimentary and basaltic rocks); Lower Mesozoic rocks
(consisting of volcanic and sedimentary rocks); Middle Mesozoic (consisting of volcanic and sedimentary rocks)
and Upper Mesozoic rocks (consisting alicanicand sedimentary rockspummary from Ronneseth et, &003.

The granitic, dioritic and miamorphicrocksbelongto the Wrangellia terrane. A massive lava flowalcanic

basalt wasleposited under the sea during the rAid-late Triassic period, roughly 220Ihon years ago (mya).

This massive lava flow, known as the Karmutsen Formation (and part of the palaeocontinent Wrangellia), was
subsequently pushed by plate tectonic movement into the side of what is now North America to form the
Western margin of a lge marine basin, about 100 million years ago. Over millions of years during the late
Cretaceous Period, this basin filled with sedimenggavel, sand and muaderoded from the surrounding

uplands. Lagoons, marshes and bogs accumulated layers of orgaritaabvered over by successive waves

of sediment, and eventually petrified, turned to staneonglomerate, sandstone, shale and coal. These layers,
2y 0S RSLIaAlSR o0St2¢ aSlI tS@Sts | NB dzLJ A Fi ScRstA yi2
and within the study area are expadin certain areas where rivehsve cut down through more recent
unconsolidated sediments

In British Columbia the most important agent of erosion has been glacial ice (Holland, &djatlon within

the Geogia Depression was intense. Ice pouring westward from the Coast Mountains and eastward from the
Vancouver Island Ranges coalesced in the strait to form a composite glacier which flowed southeastward and
southward, and escaped to the sea westward througindile Fuca Strait. The depression in part is of structural
origin, but in part was over deepened by ice erosion. Low lying rock surfaces were stripped by weathered
materials and were shaped, while elsewhere glacial materials were deposited as grountesyaraas outwash

of which Herando, Savey and Harwood Islands are remnah(siolland, 1964).

The unconsolidated deposits of Pleistocene and Holocene age, comprised of marine, fluvial and glacial materia
are quite extensive and locally may exceed 1@res in thickness. Elsewhere these unconsolidated deposits are
found to be thin or absent with bedrock being widely expofiddtchinson et al: 200Ronneseth et aR005).

Succssive periods of glaciatishapedthe terrain of the mainland coast of Beh Columbia Theland surface
hasbeen carved and smoothed by massive sheets of ice formmialpine regions of the interior and flowing

to meet with continental ice sheets and pooling in Georgia Strait. Lower elevations have filled with dleaal til
waterborne glaciemarine sediments in stratified deposits formed under the melting and floating ice sheets.
Following the most recent period of glaciation called the Wisconsin, which concluded about 12,000 years ago, t
east coast of Vancouver asid uplifted in a process known as isostatic reboand strandedformerly submerged

sea diatomsn modern freshwater locationas core samples taken fromasqueti Islanghow(Hutchinsoret al,

2004)
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Radiocarbon years ago (x1,000)
14.5 13.5 13.0 125 120 115 11.0 105 100 90 80 7.0 6.0 5.0
Calendar years ago (x1,000)
17.4 16.0 15.3 146 139 134 129 125 114 10.2 89 7.8 6.8 57 References
1 Haida Gwaii  Below  Below Below —150 -150 -130 -120 -100 -50 +14 +15 +15 +15 +14 Fedje et al. (2005a, b);
-30' -30' -30' Lacourse et al. (2005)
2 Dundas Islands +14  +13 +12 +11 +10 +10 +9 +8 +7 +7 +6 McLaren (2008)
Prince Rupert +50 +40 +30 +25 420 +15 +5 0 <0 <0 <0 Clague etal. (1982);
Fedje et al. (2005b)
4 Alert Bay Ice +30° +55 >+17 +53 +3  Hebda (1983); Howes (1983);
Stafford and Christensen
(2009)
5 Barkley Sound Ice Above —46 -46 -45 -44 -42 -27 -18 —-11 -4 +2 Clague etal. (1982);
+25° Dalimore et al.
(2008); Friele and
Hutchinson (1993)
6 N. Salish Sea Ice +150 +100 +50 © =2 =2 0 +3 42 +1 Hutchinson et al. (2004)
7 S. Salish Sea  Ice +75 0 -4 -30 -4 -8 -6 Fedje etal. (2009);
James et al. (2009)
8 Fraser Ice +200 +180 +80 +60 +20 +18 +16 0 -12 -5 -2 0 Clague et al. (1982);
Lowlands James et al. (2002)
9 Global -105 -100 -95 -9% -75 -65 -60 -55 -50 -35 -25 -18 -8 -2 Bardetal. (1996):
Eustatic Stanford et al. (2006)
Bold numbers indicate data points constrained by "*C dates. Other data points are interpolated. Shell dates have been for local marine reservoir effect (Southon
and Fedje 2003; James et al. 2009). / data from northern Hecate Strait; 2 data point from 50 km northwest of Alert Bay; 3 data point from 50 km northwest
of Barkley Sound

FIGURB. FR®M MACKIE ET AL, 20%4. SALISH SEA LEVEL®AUTLINED IN YELLOW

Locating the earliest archaeological sites in coastal British Columbia and earliest human occupations of North a
South America, is fundamentally linked to understandijtapal, regionahnd localglacial sea level changes and
directly impacts identification adncient shorelines and thus where people may have logthg these early

times (figure %. Recent sea level studies fovastal Britie Columbia have begun establishing solid eudtata for

south and central Saliste&locations By extension, this also generally applies tortbeth Salish Selut location
specific sea level curve data is still lacking for the north Salish Sea as the nearest studied locdtmsguate
Island,Denman Islad, Buckley Bay, Fanny Béigure 5. At 14,000 years ago relative sea level was friiers

above current sea level and at this time began to fall rapidly due to the isostatic reboundret&Esbelow

current sea level exposing the Gulf cddegia coasdl plain around 1,600 years agd{utchinsoret al, 2004:93.

The retreat of the Cordilleran ice sheet deposited glacial sedimentsiace that time the creeks and rivers have
cut down through glacial till, glacimarine sediments to the bedrock heath. Exposures of glaemarine

sediment, blue grey sands and silts attest to therfer sea levels, dsigh as 150netersabove the current level

bdzi 6AGK f20Ff GFNAIFGA2YyA YR @OFNARFoAfAGE tery Of AYL
resulting inlocalizedvariabilityin sea levefluctuations.

Sites of human occupation during the Holocene would have located proximal to the shoreline meaning along
ancient beach terraces located betweg&hk 150metersabowe current sea level arouh12,000 years ago and

later below current sea leel to the low water mark of2 metersaround 11500 years agand then rising to +3

metres around 8000 years ago

3.4 Cultural Overview

10
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Based on shared cultural traits, kinship, language, and geographyl, QI YAY X Yt I K22aS3> | y|
constitute the Northern Coast Salish in addition to the Island Comox, Pentlatch and Sechelt.

Coast Salish preontact culture is best described by Suttles (122 characterizethy large wintewillages,
subsistene strategies focused on marine resources; predominantly salmon, herringhetifish; and land

mammal resources such as wapiti, deer, and mountain dgeetsh culture is based on a hierarchical system of
ranked society. Individual, family and commurstgtus interrelate to inform the social and political fabric

defining these communities. Status is obtained through inheritance and/or individual accomplishment. This may
be obtained through spiritual activities such as vision quests, or specific achieteeniRights are bestowed upon
individuals and families and thus communities can also become ranked through the exchange of rights as
property through such means as naming. Naming involves a highly structured ceremonial and spiritual process
whereas a namassociated with specific rights to resources, song, story, dance, and specific objects and regalia
and during precontact times even slaves may be passed on to the recipient. Wealth is the ultimate display of
status in the Salish world and was expresselly in a developed art tradition of carving and weaving.
Communities within this region traditionally were sesdidentary marine adapted hunters and gatherers. Sea
mammals, birds, fish, and land mammals were hunted. Wild plant foods were gathered #maigpres and

forests. Salish people were also cultivators of wool through the domestication and of the Salish wool dog, in
addition to certain staple foods through the modification and management of the environment to increase yields
such as developmernd maintenance of clamardens.

The seasonal round was followed to maximize yields of foods during their peak abundance and availability.
CIrYAfASA ¢6K2 2¢6ySR (KS WNRAIKGAQ G2 3IFIGKSNI YR LINR
travelto these locations temporarily setting ugfiing, hunting, or gathering camps, and travelling to communally
owned areas Community organization was according to family, as the household unit was the political structure
used to link villages according dtatus, having hierarchically ranked families. The male of the highest ranking
family would at times be looked to for leaddLd 6dzi ¢l a y20 O02YY2yfté O2y&aARS

Salmon and cedar were main subsistence resources most impoaalish lifeways, among other marine and
forest resources such as berries, roots, camas, clams, seals, seadiciasmention land mammal shore and
sea birds.

Procurement strategies and technologies employed to obtain available food and other resources are among sol
of the skils and knowledge transmitted through the oral tradition.

Refer to Kennedy and Bouchard (1990) for a full discussion of the cultural traditions of northern Salish on the
Northwest CoastKennedy and Bouchard published an ethnographic study of Sliammatidred culturein
1983 referencedbelow.

11
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FIGURE. FROM KENNEDY ANODUWBCHARD, 1998LUE OUTLINES STWREA IN RELATION TRADITIONAL BOUNDERBI

Thestudy areds within thecore traditional territory of the lB@min (Sliammon) First Nation, aadjacent to the
traditional territories ofshishalh First Nation located to the southeast &tahoose andwemalhkwu(Homalco)
g N.

First Nationslocatedat the northern extent of the &8ish cultural area of the northwest coastt | QF YA Y
territory extended south on the mainland to Stillwatfrang Bay)orth to Malaspina and Gifford Peninsulas,
west to Texada an@orteslslands and offshore Islands including Savary, Hernando, and Harwood.

Known¢ f I QI Y Asifeslé@ateidin thevi8inity of the sidy area includéund (Kennedy and Bouchard, 1983),
Tesshosum(present day Sliammon Reserve Np.Qortedsland, Towquanen (Theodosia Inlgf Kahgee-qy

(Grace Harbour I.R. 8hd Towwa-nechin Okeover and Lancelot InletandCheen(in Malaspina Itet).
12
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Additionally,¢ £ I QF YA Y LIS2LX S 2 OO0 dzLRuadquanei§IAasyNRhyjleeswat (PowalSa Ay
River) Ha-kwu-em (Grief Point), Tle-kwa-nem(Scuttle Bay)T eetill -ka-yis (Southview)]Kennedy and Bouchard,
M@py oY wmc andaridWatel USé Blan,[20045].

The shishalh descended from the four ggroups and they include xénichen at the head of Jervis Inlet), ts "Unay
(at Deserted Bay), téwankw ( in Sechelt, Salmon and Narrow Inlets), and sxixus whose aggregate terrriorty
included: ilkw” émin (Agamemnon Channel); swiwelat (Princess Louisa Inlet); ?alhtulich (Sechelt Inlet); st ixwir
(Narrows Inlet); skuapa (Salmon Inlet); smit (Hotham Sound); and part of sinku (the open waters of Malaspina
Strait and Georgia Strait) including theushern half of slhaltikan (Texada Island) and chichxwalish (Sabine
Channel) [shishalh First Nation webdit&://www.secheltnation.ca]. Current traditional boundaries of shishalh
include the southern portion ofexada IslandThe north boundary of shishashalh territory on Texada Island is
roughly 12km south of Shelter Poirjtyst north of Cooks Baghishashalh Nation Land and Resources Deeision
Making Policy found at

http://www.secheltnation.ca/departments/rights/Booklet Decision_Making_Policy Final 10May1)3.pdf

Xwemalhkwupeople traditionally occupied Bute Inlet and west to the vicinity of RazeaBasklahoose
traditionally occupied Ramsay Arm, East and West Redonda Islands, and all of Toba Inlet.

¢t I QshisHayiklahoose, and Hoalcopeoplehave close intracultural tiesevidenced by distoricallyshared
wintervillagea{ F y3 . I & 10¥R ¢AKDA KIATYK | yR o6& ¢f | QIGMdearbbuy R Y
I'yR LINBaSyid RIFIed aKFENBR NBAARSYOS |G {nkh of PovielRRiver A 2 v
ollectivelythese groups also shamoseinter-culturalties i 2 om®K3 and Pentlatcheoplelocated across the
Georgia Straight on eastern Vancouver Isldath of these culturespeaksvhat ethnographers have referred to
aseither Mainlandor IslandComoxof the Salishan language family. Kennedy and Bouchard noteatloate time

there were sub dialectamong manland Comoxgroupshowever in 1970 the only differentiation linguists could
identify wasthat between Ishnd and Mainland Comox speakers (1990:4%8g name Sliammon is an anglicized
version oft fami@ TheNJ RAGA 2yl £ | y3adza IS & LR2Aydjythum@ohnsdn201D: Y5} v
Throughout this report, both names are used but wherever possible the traditional Ayahjuthum name will be
used to describe place6. K S ¢ f I QF YAY yI Y& | F2NIe@&DI2 IR A lyaf Xk €M NE
lava rock on texada and cod will not lay their eggs. [T]there is nothing to stick onto the rock because it is so
LJ2 N2 Tmampson reports Bimmon placenames for Texadéatsd from an unreferenced bookleglled
G{tALFYY2Y YR GKS ¢NBI (eSayaPOSEda PVWEKRaASTY i NSaA Al
Blubber Bay aredautloukhnotctd { SOKSf KO YSIFya WwW2yS KALQ F&d Ay W
area; south of Sturt Bay; arkbhkoh-KlohmY S| yAy 3 Wgl RAYy3a Ay GKS gl G§SND N

According tahe Sliammon Natural Resources Committee:

¢t QL YAY ONBFGA2Y &G 2¢EheSeh goglLIfli | ¢ B FQKEBY (KE2 LINS | 3
time immemorial! NOKI S2f 23A0Ff aAdSa R20dzySyid ¢t QF YAY LI
§SFad nxnnn 88SINBES® ¢t QFYAY LIS2LX S KIF@S I RSSLI ¢
CEFQFYAY (SFHOKAYIEST $KAOK &K 2fresk and watetslofGhie trkitghy. LIS 2 L
CtFQFYAY O2yySOGA2y (2 @l stKIAYOK AV | NB of2K1&I SIRBA
GKS ¢fFQFYAY fFy3dz3s
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¢ KS ¢ fAwWuisihgh heo@incestors) lived their lives guided by a complex sysfepractices

and beliefs based dfwuth Taowo h dzNJ ¢ S| OKAyYy3avd ¢t QF YAYy a20ASaGe@
laws that governed land ownsinp and resource stewastip and use. Thedgms nah mot(traditional

laws) governed all forms of social, @omic and political relations, including those relating to the use of
resources, both withithe Nation, and among Natior{Sliammon Natural Resources Committee, 2005:4).

Franz Boas spe20 daysat the Island Comoxillage sitein Comox Harbour (1.R. #h)NovemberDecemberl 886
where he obtained information about Sliammon myths and legends although it is unclear whether he spoke witt
a Sliammon informant or how this data was collecfBdas, 200@3220). The first ethnographic work conducted
directlyy’ G KA A& I NBF gFa o0& 1 2YSNI . I NyS {KénnedyandiFoghatdl G S v
conduded ethnohistorical researcbf ¢ f | Qih D@3yand is the most comprehensiwverk produced based on
AYGSNIBASGE 6AGK ¢fFQFYAY AYyF2NNIyiaod

¢t QF YAWRV&ESKESYRa NB AyOf dZRSR Ay {lfAaK adikKQa |
YR 93S&aRIf AY wnnyd . FaSR 2y GKSasS LINBGA2dza 62 NJ
provided here and is important in reconstructing patierof human activity in the natural environmenther

most important food resourceli 2 (i Erfin a¢ehelriGly and salmonSpring, Chum, and Pl ritual to

celebrate the first salmon, practiced by all Coast Salish communities was conductétlenitst arrival of the

Spring (Chinook). This is one of m&nf | Qdergmoyfies and complespiritual practices involving salmon

Other important fish species are herring, rock fish such as red snapper, lingcod, kelp greenling, or black rockfisl
Perch, solehalibut, steelhead, cutthroat trout, serf smelt (by trade wBhishalhand flounder (1983:283).

Likely eulachon were an importantspecie® ¢t F QF YAY LIJS2LX S K2gS@PSNI YSyy S
and Klahoose people targeting this spediEa8333).

AAAAA

Invertebrateda KSft f FAaK aLISOASa ¢gSNBE O02ff SOGSR Fa | adl LX S
horse clamand mussel Al were in abundance and available year rouBdngenes€rabs were also caught for
food. Shorebirds whichre abundant during certain seasons were also hunted for food and they include mallard
Canada goose, brajwidgeon,grebes, various ducks, swan, loon, great blue heron and various types of grouse
(Kennedy and Bouchard, 1983: 39).

¢t QF YAY Ll®2rmamBalsfasiay imfdRantisubsistence resource. Seals, sea lion, porpoise and dolph
were all targetedA storyrelating the importance of seal to the Sliammon peaotolel by Mary George, a

Slianmon elder was recorded by Thompson and Ege@f4l8). Thistory is not a myth or legend but is retold as

an actual event that occurred at Tugwanen (Theodosia Infémpson and Egesdal provide this important
information about Shmmon methods of hunting seal2008:122)

The entire ®ry will not be repeated here however it is important in understanding the interrelatigmbetween
GKS yIFGdzNFf |yR adzLISNY I GdzNF f g2NI R 2F ¢t QI YAY Y
sustenance.

Land mammals werelentiful. Speciesimted includedeer, bear, and mountain goat (KennedydaBouchard,
1983:3638).L 0 A& y20SR o0& YSYySReé FyR . 2dzZOKIFINR GKFG ¢f
region This mayave been the case ethnographilyto present daynhoweve Roosevelelk were abundat in
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population throughout coastal British Columligdor to European contact (Ministry of Environment, Lands, and
Parks 2000) and were nearly brought to extinction on the mainland coast by 1900 from overhunting during the
contact period.

DFGKSNBR LX Fyd aLISOASa A Y Llskdvbesfies, s@iBoNbetries| batkoapsythinkble S
berries, trailing wildblackberries soapberries, huckleberries, Oregon grape berries, Saskatoonderrie
salalberries, goosebess, highbush cranberries, and stickirrents,rhizomes(swordferns, wild onions, chocolate
lilies) which were steamed in earthen pits, greens includiéngs (bracken and ladyxhoots, leavesf Cow

parsnip andvarious species of treeambium.

Accordirg to the Sliammon Natural Resources Commitéece time immemoriga¢ f | QF YAY a&adaSy
important marine, terrestrial locationsasmaintained a delicate balance to ensure a healthy ecosystem within
the traditional territory. This system was onéstewardship of individual locations,

€ flowned by individual families, and managed strictly byttel googhigh rankng individuas)and

ensured that those restzNIOSa ¢ SNBX Y I y MWAIS Both adring dites wricshifg Sitésdvere
owned, the inegrity of hunting areas was especially important, and use of them without permission could
lead to serious consequences, including death. Typically, shinevas associated with seasonal camps,
longhouses, and significant hunting anshihg grounds. Pedp had many seasonal camps for different
purposes, such as harvesting plant foods, medicines, shellfish, fish, or materials. These were recognize
GAGKAY (GKS GSNNARAG2NER Faaz20AF0SR gAGK GKS ¢t QF
individuals2 y f I yRa | ad20AF GSR g AGK NdBatalRSAE wekelolvned N2 dzl
Some areas were open for communal hunting, although these might be less productive areas. Areas
closed to communal hunting might, howeviray be open for other aatities such as drying fish or

picking berries¢ £  QF YAY | yOSaid2NAa dzy Bhp Bistd @rdig allitfinhsin thHe & 2 (
natural world. They developed harvesting practices aimed at fostering a good relgpiarith the

natural world. In retun, they were rewarded with a plentiful supply of food and materials to sustain their
way of life(2005:78).

3.5 Historical Overview

During the late 18 Century there were reports of a northwest passage along the Pacific Coast of North America
or the fabled Straits of Anian so called by the Spanish. The ruling European powers of the day, mainly Spain an
Englandsent explorers in search of this passage as any natipodeesst would secure the most advantageous
trading route in the world.

In this nathern straitsSalistregion, the first documentedurveyoccurred inthe summer ofL791by Spanish
explorerJosé Maria Navaragho travelled north froma Spanish base campairrentday Port Discovery in the
Santa Saturningrenamed by the Spanishho sezed it from John Meares at Friendly CoMeareshadbuilt this
vessel afriendly Cove in 178hd named iNorthwest Americalt was the firsEuropearvessel built on the
Northwest Coast).

Sailing north from Port Discovemyjarvarez surveyed portionof the west shore ofexada Islands Wagner
indicatesfrom available information about this first exploration, Narvarez sketched the remaining northern
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flIYyRT2NX¥Ya FTNRY nopx npQ gKAOK A& GKS O22NRAYyIlIGSa 7
Denman are sketched as one island on this early clAary observations of Gillies Bay and Shelter Point by
Narvarez are unknown his journal has not survived (Wagner, 1971) although his chart shamsdaSan Felix
(Texada Island),asqueti IslandBoca de Flore@ntrance to Desolation Sound) which tadly translated means,
WY2dzi K DT FiyReSNH G RS afdiCsmpp Alange (HerhandalisBpagaek, §9i1030].

On Sunday, June 17, 1792 Captain George Vancouver was surveying the vicinity of Saltery Bay in Jervis Inlet v
observer >Xsedrenteen Indians in our travels this day, who were much painted than any we had hitherto met
with. Some of their arrows were pointed with slate, the first we had seen so armed on my present visit to this
coast. These they appeared to esteem veryljjgind like the inhabitants of Nootka, took much pains to guard
them from injury. They however spoke not the Nootka language, nor the dialect of any Indians we had converse
with; at least the few words we had acquired were repeated to them without etfetheir persons they differed

in no other respect, and were equally civil and inoffensive in their bel@avion m 0 ® €

P2y SEAGAY3I WSNBAA LyfSis 1 yO2 defFefhbiit wadzhidfisti oK A & |
peninsula remained still the determined. The shores of this land, nearly straight and compact are principally
formed of rocky substances of different sorts; among which there was abundaddbe trees produced were of
infinitely more luxuriant growth than those on the oppositershin the forenoon of Thursday the 2&e passed
0KS a2dziK LRAYyG 2F GKA& fl1FYyRXZ FYR Ay NBYSYONI yOS
though chiefly composed of one lofty mountain, visible at the distance of 20 leagues and sijde/aeaty narrow,
appearing to form, with the western shore of the gulf, a channel nearly parallel to that which we had last quitted
though considerably more extensive, and containing some small ishkands o0 € @

As Vancouver left Point Upwood rowing fet. Grey he spotted the Spanish vessels of Galiano and \(aldez
competing surveyors seeking the Straight of AniElmese exploring parties met on June 24, at what is now Point
Grey and agreed to cooperate in their effoaisd convoy north past Texaddeither the English or Spanish
surveyors explored the western shore of Texada, having chosen their route north through Malaspina Strait. No
mention is made of Texada during this first leg of their shared survey until they reach Savary Island on their wa
towards Desolation Sound.

Itis likely the 17 First Nation people Vanvouver encountered were efttferd: Qdr shiishalh (Sechelpeopleas
there was a well known shared village at L&ay(Kwékeniyrecorded during the historic period

After 1792 very litle contact was recorded between First Natipeople and colonizemmtil them y ¢ ,avlikaa
whaling station was established in an east facing bay on Hornby |dtamb( et al: 1987:341 During this time
non-native colonizersni the regionlandedat Bubber Bay on Texada Island where hunted whales were stored for
transport tothe whaling station otHornby Island. Shorthfter this,mineral discoveriesn Texaddsland in the

S| NI & sparked arOslandbythemidf | 0 S ™y dndddTexadadty weng Rpidly growing boom

towns on the east side of Texada Island

Harry Trim, preemptor at Blubber Baywyho had been involved in Caribou gold mining and whalimgrovered
ANRBY 2NB 2y (KS y2NIKgSad aAaARS fTrit BdkorRsamplegto ik S S
friend Moody and soon enough Moody had invited a few friends to explore the iron ore deposit. The exploration
party included the mayor of Victoria and Amor de Cosmos, Premier of British Columbia. De Cosmos used his
influena to secure the mineral claim pushing Trim and others out and was even reported to be using it as
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f SOSNF IS +tAFAyad {ANI W2Ky ! ® aO52yIfR 6. NAGAAK / 2
the British Colonist, the ensuing uproar causiee resignation of the Premier de Cosmos and was subject of

. NAGAAK [/ 2fdzYoAl Qa OSNE FANRG w2elf /2YYAaaArzy Ay
a statement where he describes further staking of property in Gillies Bay (Britichi§01874/03/30).

People flocking to Texada to prospaceant trails were established all over the islandludingin and around

Gillies BayAccordingo { S NB R A y Iweré de\@mdBugXtracts which had been owned by absentee owners

since the tine of Amor DeCosmos. One of these owners was a gentleman by the name of Hogan. He controlled

most of the western coast of the Island, especially the foreshore. After his death, in 1915, his estate was divide

among many relatives in many lands. Most of the@gver paid any taxes on it and the land reverted back to the

province. Harwood Park was once part of the Hogan estate, as were Gillies Bay and Mouat Bay (Thompson,
MPPTYNnHM Fa ljdz2iSR FTNRY t25Sft f

By 1907 Gillies Bay wheing developed by farmer Peter Staaf
who recruited others from Sweden to take up land around Gillies
Bay to farm(Harbord, 2011:164Presumably in efforts to

broaden the farmélla | 0O0Saa G2 Y I N3tadfi a
built a 600 foot wharf at Shelter Point.

FrTTTRAR

Several pilings from this wharf survive to this day and are visible
at moderate to low tides. Keath Rycroft, Shelter Point resident
and neighborheard stories fronElmer Staaf (presumably Peter
FIGURE. WHARF BUILT IN 1BISOURCE: TEXADA IS {GFIFFQ& &az2yu0v ¢K2 ¢6la Ay KAA c
HERITAGE SOCIET04204.148. 1969, and told him how the pilings of the wharf built by his

father was made from Australian eucalyptus woy¢roftpers.
comm. 2013/07/03). According to Rycrddis a young boy growing up in Gillies Bayer Staabbserved from a
distance, Sliammon First Nation people using fish traps at MouaaBagoming to theShelter Point area of
Gillies By to smoke fishStaaf also indicated that Dick Island was used sentry posby the SliammoriRycroft
pers. comm 2013/07/03).An unrecorded midden site is reported to be located in the vicinity of the promontory
overlookingthe strait (Blaney, pers. comm013/0&9).

éHarewood[Shelter PointPark was also the sitgf the 6 { G I | T Stdamshiis HobKRoidate) which was used

by the Union Steamship Company to pick up passengers on request. The request was signalled with a red flag,
which the prospective passenger placed at the end of thekdehile he or she patily waitedc for days,
sometimes(Thompson, 1997:421 as quoted from interview of Alex Seredin in Powell River News Oct. 18,61979)

GDAffASA . I& gl & aSNIBSR ¥ehdbhsiand\seSureNdath af whichifadbto dogk at2 y
a float ahalf mile off shore because the Shelter Point wharf had insufficient depth to accommodate the steamers
As no exact time was made for the Gillies Bay calls, passengers often had to wait on the float all day and night
the boat (Thompson, 1997:345 0 ® ¢

In 1952, 200 acresasdeveloped at the head of Gillies Bay by Texada Iron Mines for a campsite consisting of
severalY A y $dtEg€s and community buildings (Texada Island Heritage Society) but overall there has been a
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very low residential population irhe region. Many of the homesteaders and minsupplementedheir living

from historic hand logging shows resulting in substantial deforestation over the last 120 Asdrsck logging
became mairstream, Shelter Point was the site of up to four log ddmpA Yy G KS wmdpnnQa ol | NJ
LatlyR I SNAGEFIS {20AS0G80d Ly GKS I 3GS wmgph nlxaS mideSs
Home Oil Bulk Plant and various homes were time located there (Texada Island Heritage Zauetihg to

local informants, at leagtvo 1950 era residences were located in the vicinityhefproposed development zone.
aNE®d | & W2Kyazy NBYSYoOSNBR ¢SEFRIFQ& 9FNIeé 5Fe&a Ay
News, Feb 24, 1966.

G6SPPOY2PSR (12 {KSTGSNIt2AYyG®
Shelter Point and surrowting properties. We sold Shelter Point

and it was turned into a government park. We sold all our

property but one lot. All the claims were timbered before they
GSNBE a2fR 0¢CK2YLJAZ2YSX MpPTYnoc!

The land surrounding the point previously known as Harwood
Pont, was sold to BC Parks when it became known as Harwood
PointParkCNRY t 2SSttt wWAGBSNI bSgasx {

o T ETTANSIO0E 110 (2 00 OSELE YR (2dNRAl T ONAGAS:
HERITAGE SOCIETYA208.147. Zorokin. The developers feel the 46 acre provincial park at Gillies

8 Bay(Shelter Point) will be a strong drawing card for tourists and
holidayers next summer and their development will help serve
the needs of these visitors. Shelter Point area (Gillies Bay) has
several new enterprises ready, or to be ready, for next summer
including a coffee shop, dance hall, community hall and more
(Thompson, 1997:137).

According to the current concessioperator GerryChildress,
FIGJRED. THIS PHOTO SHOWEBRISLANDATLER O the caretaker residence and concession building destroyed by
PHOTO WHICH INDICASTEHIS PARTICULARSLIDUMP fire in 2012 buildi dqf the Iron Mi it i
WAS LOCATED IN MOUBAY. SOURCE: TEXABA |r.e.|n were buildings moved from the Iron Mines site in
HERITAGE SOCIETY4204.151. Gillies Bay and radapted for park use (pers. comm.

2013/06/30).

The natural beauty and development of gamenities has resulted in this park becoming the main tourist
attractionon Texada Island. In 1988, Shelter Point was featured in a series of films presented by the Cousteu
{20ASGe& OFlftfSRZI a&wSRAAO2QOSNE 2F GKS 22NIR®

Sixmembers of the Cousteau Socidoyveoff Dick Island to obtain film footadand] for their Paris Ocean
Centres, which are being built around the world. The area off Dick Point is renowned for thegesayntairiendly
wolf eels, perhaps some of the most spectacular in the world. alkeysearched for a large octopus reported in
the area.(From [: 3456: A report in the Powell Rer Archives, anon reported in Thompson, 1997:166).

According to Gerry Childress, the point has been excavated in the past to install underground watgdrand h
service to both Dick Island and Shelter Point Park (pers. comm. 2013/07/30).
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3.6 Archaeological Overview

Chronological cultural sequences developed from previous dated archaeological work on the Northwest coast
have been established tinderstand cltural development and change through time. Sequences are derived by
defining and describing physical and stylistic attribudEarchaeological materialncountered and repeated in
patterns across geographical regions. Not all researchers entirely agrémse sequences although consensus is
more or less achieved in a broader sense with differences often resulting from divergent views on regional
contexts.A generalizegequencdor the northern Strait of Georgipresented here is based d@orden (1975)
Mitchell (1990)Carlson2003), Matsorand Couplan@2009.

TABLE ARCHAEOI®CAL SEQUENCE FBRSALISH SEA.

Years Ago | Epoch Period | Archaeological Sequence
1900-present Historic | PostContact
17501900 Late Holocene Late Cmtact
18001750 Developed Coast Salish/Gulf of Geor,
24001800 Marpole
33002400 Mid Holocene | Middle | Locarno
45003300 Charles/St. Mungo/Mayne
90004500 Old Cordilleran/Pebble Tool Tradition
Early Holocenq Early -

Archaic

Pre 10 000 | Pleistacene

Recently, Mackie et al (2011) have presented a syigh@fsemerging data on late Pleistocene/eatlglocene

sites in relation the early peopling of British Columbia. Using archaeological data from Haida Gwaii, Barkley
Sound, and the Stave watergtheombined with detailed sea level and paleontological data they assert sites
between 130067000 may exisat various elevations and coastal environments in coastal British Columbia as
found in many locations such as St&Watershed 10,370 + 40 and 10,15040).

Old Cordilleran 9002500 B.P.

Until recently, this phase wasssociated with the first peopling of coastal British Coluntdiahabit stabilizing

sea levels, land forms, and biolodicammunitiesVery few achaeologicaliges of this typearefoundin coastal
British Columbiand even less in the Salish Sgaes of this agare limited toa handful of locations such as

Namu 0,700yrs BPGlenrose Cannerg{50yrs BF, Milliken (70589080yrs BF, Saltery Bay (7600 yedtsl.
B.P.)Bear Cog (8200yrs BP, StavelLake (700€.0,000yrs BF, and now Gracélarbour(7500yrs BR see below).

At coastal sitesQld Cordilleran sites are often found on paleeach terraces associated with shifting sea levels.
Characteristics of the Old Cordilleraritare or Pebble Tool Traditioare described by Carlsonsas ¢ RS T A y SR
basis of the canccurrenceof unifacial pebble choppers and leafK I LISR oA Tl OS&a Ay S| NI &
a2YSOUAYSaxLISoot S (22t RebbiedoolsiakesiafideGdagscobbléswithdlak¥soremoved

on one side and are considered a cruder and simplified stone tool technology. The bifacial tools are flaked leaf
shaped lithics and often large resembling Casestgie points found south in Washington and Oregéaunal
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assemblages from these sites indicttte diets ofpeople livirg in these locations emphasized land and sea
mammal subsistencand less emphasis on fish (Matson and Coupland, 2009; 81).

Charles Phase 4500-3300

In the Salish Sea, again very few archagicll component§om Charles Phadeave been found. Charles
components have been identified Hielen Point on Mayne Island (Carlson 1970) and Pender Canal on North
Pender Island (Carlsd®86; Carlson and Hobler 1993), Glenrose Caniisghle River anBuckley Bay (Mitchell,
1971),Deep Bay (Monks, 197 8hellBeach in Ladysmith Harbour (LaR805), Bliss Landing (Beattie, 1971

Ground stone technology is first seen during this period but in very limited amounts. Leaf shaped points are still
present h stemmed and shoulder forms bténd to be smaller and in general flaked stone tools are dominant.
Pebble tools are much less frequently foudibsistence patterns demonstrate a strong orientation to a reliance
on coastal resources, where shellfish andrme fish, particularly Pacific salmon, dominate the faunal
assemblage@Matson and Couplan@009100-103).

Locarno 330€2400

Numerous sites in the Salish Sea have dated Locarno phase components. Attributes of this assemblage include
the first toggling harpon weaponry, unilateradnd bilateralbbarbed harpoon pointdfacetedground slate

projectile points and knives, ground stone celts, ground stone abraders, labnet$laked stone projectile pais
(Matsan and Coupland, 200856). Mitchell notes clay led depressions and rock slab features are present during
this period and small unretouched cryptocrystalline cutting blad€90:341).

During this period subsistence patterns shift towards fish based diets with fish found in priority sequence:
salmon, hering, various other fishes arshellfish. Ithas been demonstrated at some Locarno phase sites that a
lack of salmon cranial elements indicate storage (Matson and Coupland, 20a%8%366a marked technological
change in adaptation and indication of alulance.Grave goods and cairn burials are also documented at some
Locarno sites.ocarno phased sitege not well documented in the northern Salish Sea (exceptions are the
Buckley Bay and Tsable River sites studied by Mitchell, 1977) with most evidermedgoarchaeological sites
located in the central and southern Salish Sea.

Marpole 2406(180G-1500

Marpole phase are perhaps the most frequentgntified archaeological component ihe south Salish Sea

region Decorated objects are more frequenfiyund in Marpoleaged sites than any oth@videnced by the

presence of stone sculpture in some elaborfiiams such agoomorphic and anthropomorphlmowls Burley,
1980:24) Labrets and microblades are in use during this petitalise platforms are clelg definable at some
excavated sites (Matson and Coupland, 2009:208). Cranial head deformation is noted during this period.
Flakedstone tools are still present but in less frequent numbéyscording to Burley, this period sees the
fluorescence of havy woodworking tools such as antler wedges, large ground stone adzes, and hand mauls witt
conical (nipple top) being stylistically diagnostic but plain topped and grooved topped also occur(1980:23
Mitchell, 1990:345).
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This cultural phase is marked the increase of ground tool technologand in particular slate pointand knives.
The composite toggling harpoon weaponry found during Locarno times is now absent and replaced with
unilateral and fixed ground antler harpoofiditchell, 1990:345).

Devebped Coast Salisth800250

The blurring between archaeological sequences is difficult to dighgning this period with strongesemblances

to both Marpole and descendants of current populations of Coast Salish commumidiesmmarize from

Matson and Gupland,& (i ietiéd is marked by the almost complete absence of chipped stone, the dominance
of bone and antler objects, but with some pecked and ground occurring. The most common harpoon remain is
the composite toggling harpoon valve, and flapped mauls are introduced. Bone unipoints and bipoints are

very abundant and barbed bone points of various sizes are also found. A wdtgveveaving technology is
clearlypresent as indicated by blanket pins, combs, and spimeierls (Mitchell, 1990:348)According to

Mitchell, intertidal featuresas evidence of the many waleveloped fish and shellfish harvesting systems are
associated with this period and states river and saltwater traps are particularly noted in the northern Strait of
Georgia (1990:347)

Background of DjSc-1

The site was originally recorded by Bjorn Simonsen in 1971 (Survey of Archaeological Resources in Provincial
Parks, 19780) when he noted a series of four ridges and estimated site dimensions to measure 50 x 20 metres
No testingor further assessments were conducted at that time.

Despite the legal protected status of this heritage site since 1971, Thompson reports from a Texada Lines articl
AY MpyTY t3IJd mcnY a{1StSiz2y C2dzyRéz ¢SEFRI L&atlyR

dPd & { dzY YI6yNds NaidiNd Nyl PHul Silveira and Mark Wilson unearthed a human skeleton while
digging a post hole in Shelter Point Park...Through careful analysis of the nature of the burial, its
stratigraphic provenience, contextual association, and by the use dfdemonology (tree ring dating),

it was concluded that the skeleton remains did not constitute a recent individual, but were those of an
Amerindian of some greater antiquity.

There is no record of this burial in the archaeological site registry forIDjBs unclear exactly who excavated

this burial and what happened to the remains. Typically when an unexpected discovery is made in an
archaeological site, an archaeologist is called to ensure the proper authorities (RCMP, Archaeology Branch anc
FirstNations) are involved, and that any features and in particular, human burials are properly recorded,
submitted and updated to the registry form.

Regional Archaeology
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Only 20 archaeological sites are recorded on Tex&tztion Removed for public copy]

Ly GKS mdptnQa GKS ! NOKIF S2t23A0Ff {AGSa ! ROAA&A2NE
archaeological sites across the province. The majority of seorded on Texada Island stem from this work
(Acheson and Riley 1976; Simonsen, 1971; Cassidy and Cranny, 1974; Murton and Foster, 1975; and Johnson
Williamson, 1978)To the south of Shelter Point four archaeological sites are locatetii8%kilonetres south.

Little is known of these site®jSel2 was recorded in 1974 (Murton and Fostesised on surface exposutes

then an AIA was completed in 198®esco, 198@)g KSNBE Al 6+ a RSGSNX¥YAYSR LINB(
warrant further work or avoidnce of the then proposed project. In 2007 Baseline Services monitored a 200 x 1 x
metre trench in the vicinity of DjSK2 ¢ no archaeological material was encountered whionfirmed earlier
observationsDkSell was recorded in 1975 as midden measufifigk 12 m and DkS® was originally recorded

as midden measuring2 x 10 metres (approximatelyBaseline only observed 2 metres of redeposited midden
possibly originating from DjS®when a PFR of thehoreline was conducted in 2007 atiils secondary 2 m.
depositwas recorded as DjS@.

TABLE. RECORDED ARCHAEOCBGKITES FOUNDIHE VICINITY OF THIEUDY AREREMOVEPOR PUBLIC COPY.
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FIGURE. RECORDED ARCHAERBICAL SITES ON TEXASLANDREMOVED FOR PUBLOGPE.
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Archaeological siteBjSh22,-23 and-24located within South Texada Island (Provincial) Paiewdentified and
assessed by Joanne Hammond of Pacific Heritage Research in 2007 and summariZaltteeekada Island
Provincial Park Archaeological Study 238D Final Reporf008. This study represents the ordyher

systematic archaeologicalusty completedon Texada Island. All three sites weeasonedo date within the last
2000 years. DjSP2 is a relatively large shell midden site (107 x 35 x 1 m). Fron2RjSB artifacts were

collected representing a ground technology exclusivelybR2Sis a shell midden site measuring 70 x 55 x .78 m.,
only 2 slate debitage fragments were recovered and no faunal remains (other than shell) were identifie24 DjSb
represents a 90 x 65 x 0.75 m. shell midden site with culturally used rock shelteowentp within the site
boundaries. A total of 7 artifacts were collected representing again, predominantly ground technology. Notably,
ground mussel shell adze blade fragmesats identified A total of 6 radiocarbon and 3 geochemical samples
were colleced from DjSE22 and DjSt24 however, no results were published in the report.

Across Malaspina Straftom Grief Point northto the community ofPowell River, archaeological sites DRSzhd
DkSd6 are located on the west shoreline facing Texada. Thiesensist of midden deposits, petroglyphs and
intertidal features The Westview Seawalk, Powell River,/B€haeological Impact Assessment of a Portion of
DkSdOOI/006by Mathews and Dady, Permit 20@B66, 2003).Further south, archaeologicalvestpationsat
LangBayf S L2 NI 2y GKS GSaidAay3a 2F (GKS a&[ FbyNyraChainer{mo (i Sé =
date) and Saltery BajRéport orArchaeological Mitgation of DkS3D,Saltery Bay, B.C.TELUS North Island Ring
ProjectHeritage Conservadn Act Permit 200420by Golder Associates Ltd. 200@ve both reported early
Holocene aged occupatisrwhichdate from 9000to 5000 yearsn ageand considered to be of the highest
scientificsignificance in British Columbia.

In recent year®rs. Danalepofskyand John Welch haved a multiyear archaeological research project since
2007,¢f F QF YAY YR {AY2Y CNJI aSNJ ! yi &Gdithe tedm hasscolugtedd S |
several archaeological studies@inf | QTradifioyfal Territorywith a focuson Desolation Soun¢see below)A
ydzYo SNJ 2F 3INI RdzZ- §S adGdzRSyGa I NB SELX 2 tding,Site 3 NR 2 dz&
distribution and spatial patterning across the landscadpeerim reports from each field seasamd a reprt on

the Lang Bay siteave been generously shared with the authBupplementapublished journal articles and
unpublished interim and draft reports authored by SFU researchers are used throughout this(sego8ources

section).
TABLB: SUMMARY ORRCHAEOLOGICAL SIREEHE REGION OF BIEJDY AREA

Geographical | Placename Borden Calibrated Date | Cultural Phase Relevant StudyPermit# | Date
Site Name Designation | (yrs before Recorded
present)
Saltery Bay | Skelhp(Shishalhshal) DkSBk30 Late,Marpole, Locarno, Golder & Associates, 1974
520 to 7620 Charles, 20040120
Old Cordilleran
Lang Bay KwékeniéShishalhshal)|  pending 2860 to 2750 | Marpole Nyra Chalmer (2009?) | 2009

Indirect (lithics) | Old Cordilleran

3.6.4. Lang Bay Site (pending registration)
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Lang Bay is situated at the southern portion of Malaspina Peninsula and is considered to be the southern exten
2F ¢ f | r@drydvhioh isistaired witkhishalhFirst Nation¢ KA & aAGS gl a | ¢t F QF YAy
dedgnated eserve (Thompson, 19907). The site was identified by residents who made contact with SFU
researchers in 2008=searchershen commenced a two week excavation in 2Q@halmerno date:4). Findings

led researchers to infer this site was occupied dutirgearly Holocenéo the late periodbased on diagnostic
projectile points. The SFU team excavated 16 shovel tests, 5 percussive cores, and 10 excavation units
(Chalmemo date;10-11). Four features were identified, including a storage pit, basin shéygedth, and two
postholes (Chalmemno date20). Partially cremated human remains were recovered representing one individual
interpreted to have been buried durirtge later period of occupation at the sité. partial list of the cultural

materials recoered include: 17 bifacegating from the early Holocene to the Late period of the Gulf of Georgia
with the majority dating tahe middle period5 cores 7 scrapers9ground stoneartifacts (beads, knife, abrader)
[Chalmerno date;43-45]. One date of 280-2750 calibrated B.P was obtained from the hearth feature.
Researchers commented that stratigraphy was undifferentiated but that the early Holocene artifacts came from
layer Il located 400 cm depth below surface.

3.6.5 Saltery Bay z DkSb-30

This sié was investigated iB004 by Golder Associatesd. in advance o groundalteringdevelopment by
TELUS Corp total of 290 bone, stone and antler artifacts and 4043 pieces of debitage were collected (2004:46)
One trenchapproximately 1 x22 nwas macine excavate@dndfive units (1x1m.) wre handexcavated Results
identified threefeatures, consisting of one concentration of marine mammal remains/cookir(§gatture #1
described below)one possible post moulfature, and one burial feature.

Locatedat 62 cm d.b.s., feature #1 consisted ef/eral articulated harbour porpoise vertebraesitufound in
association with ash, FBR and burnt shell. Directly under the vertebrae, excavators found a stancaelhte
projectile point. Other associated ddcts include arawl, abone chiselaleaf-shaped pointabiface, a
retouched flake and a microblade core. A dat& @006,770 BP for thifeature and the associated stemmed
pointwas obtained Other fiunalremainsfrom Feature #1 includes northern skan (Eumetopiagubatus
NISP=1), deefddocoileus hemionudliISP=4), porpoise (Delphinidd#SP=22), and harbour seBhpca vitulina
NISP=1)200436-38].

Three dated cultural components from this site are Old Cordilleran/Pebble Tool Traditiolyg&@0B.RE Charles
Phase 3700 years B.Bnd Developed Coast Salish 540 years B.P. It is unknown whether th8 k@b
continuously or intermittently occupied (2004:44).

Summary of Regional Studies

In summary, echaeological sites present on otherastls in the Sah Sea feature a considerable number and
variety ofsites associated with villagecupations andbocalresource useepresenting several thousand years of
pre-contact occupation Collectively, these sites have allowedearchers and Firslation communitiesliketo

build an increasing body of knowledge about the ancient environments and lifeways of people who lived on the
coast over the last 10,000 yearkhis expectation extends to Texada Islanderevery fewarchaeological
investigatonsof the ancient cultural occupatiomavebeen undertakenOf thefew studies that havdeen done
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on the islandmost were surficial surveys completed-80 years agdn more recent years few monitoring
projectshavebeen completed imisturbed areasn response to specific developmentshe paucity of

archaeological studies here is ironic considering that Texada is the largest island in the Salish Sea; and given s
few archaeological sites have been recorded here it is not a stretch to claim tked& ésland remains
archaeologically unknown. In this light any archaeological assessment comipéetsthn be considered a
significant step in characterizing the nature of cultwetupationson the island and how these may fit into the

long establishd cultural historic sequences to the north and south.

4.0 Methodology

The assessmeistudy completed under Permit £8162followed the methodology as outlined in the permit
application submitted and approved by the Archaeology Branch.

The objectives of th study are to(a) identify and evaluate any archaeological sites that have been, continue to
be, or may be affected in the futur€)) identify and assess possible impacts on any identified archaeological
sites,(c) provide recommendations regarding timeed and appropriate scope of further archaeological studies
and(d) recommend viable alternatives for managing future impacts. Prior to the field assessment, a background
review of the study area and immediately adjacent areas for all archaeologicaifseitemation currently on file

was conducted.

4.1 Documentary Research

Comprehensive backgroungsearch was conducted to supplement information obtained duringhfe This

review compilegxisting and emerging data just coming available from the ongaisgarch project by &F

Sliammon First Nation wavited to contribute any data held within the Treaty office and the PowigkiR

Museum and Archiveand Texada Heritage Sociatgre contactedor relevant documentation in addition to a
general librarysearch to locate references to the cultural occupation(sloéiter Point

The Remote Access Archaeological Data (RAAD) and Provincial Archaeological Report Library (PARL) applicatl
provided by the Archaeology Branch were utilized to access all @Xiséng archaeological site information and
associated reports.

4.2 Ethnological (traditional use) data

Documentary research included a review of secondary sources describing the distribution of First Nations grouy
in the region surrounding the studyraa. Wherever possible, firsthand cultural information is usegriiority of
secondary sources.

4.3 Surface Inspection
A systematic pedestrian survey of the study area visually inspected the ground surgeetioh 16 of Shelter

Point Regional Parla buffer up to 50 m outside of the existing and proposed recreation locations was inspected
to identify anypotential archaeological sitdscated adjacent to thisAll availableexposuresandcutbankswere
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inspected for evidence of subsurface archaeaabdeposits. Pedestrian survey traversese spaced 820m
apart contingent upon terrain and visibility. Detaileddieecords and observations werecorded and
maintained in dieldbookand dl photographs wereecorded in a photo log.

4.4  Subsurface Inspection

As a site discovery techniquiecations containing physical characteristics supportive of archaeological site
development were shovel tested and/or augerey handto identify potentially buried archaeological deposits.
Landforms supportive archaeological site formation (rock shelters, crevices, rock cairns, mounds, depressions,
intertidal zones, mature forested areas, the tops of ridges, terraces adjacent to watercourses, valley bottoms, ot
any prominent landscape feature or landmark) weaggeted for intensive surface inspection aasl appropriate,
subjected to subsurface testing to define the horizontal extent of the landform and to identify and describe the
sedimentsand thereby the geological and environmental processes by which landfdeveloped over time.
Landformsawere described in a fieldbook using waterproof paper, photographed and recorded iotalpd. In

areas of archaeological potential shovel testre spaced no further than-20m apart and up to 151 apart in

areas of contiuouscultural deposit. Tests measuregproximately30x30cm wideor largerto a maximum size of

40 x 40cmwide anddug to sterile deposits

The physical extent of the landform and area of archaeological potential, as well as the distribution of ientifie
archaeological material, was explicitly considered in determining site boundaries where the site contains
discontinuous, buried archaeological deposiBepth of thesite wasdetermined where possible, by excavating

to sterile depositsSterile depositaire defined as bedrock or glacial sediments. All soils from shovel testing
regime were screened through ¥ inch mesh. Any cultural material recovered either from visual surface
assessment or shovel testing regime was collected, bagged, and provenieneel lafib the exception of fire
broken rock.The horizontal sitdboundarieswvere establishedvhenshovel testsn acardinal directior(using 5 m
intervalg produced four negative tests in a rdwm the last positive test

All shovel testsvere recordedand described in field log using waterproof paper, and a representative sample
photographed and logged accordingGMTs areecorded and analyzed to Provincial standards outlined in Muir
and Moon (2000)All shovel tests aniientified cutural surficialfeatures weremapped using copass and/or
handheld gps (5.0raccuracy) anthe UTM coordinate$or each weraecorded.Temporaryflaggng of shovel

tests usedo assist in mapping and photographing features was remangth completiorand the area returnéd

to its natural state to leave features anonymous within their setti@gmpacted gravel and cruskere
encountered on the point which is used as a boat laupeatking lot,which presented unanticipated challenges to
completing subsurface shovel testinpe Archaeology Branch approved the use of backhoe testing within this
area of the site (communicationith Steven Acheson 2013/07/31) in order to assess subsurface deposits.
Backhoe tests were supervised by two fieldcrew and carefully excavated in aitrary levels unless intact
cultural deposits were observed in which case the test was stopped to avoid impact. Backdirt was carefully spre
on the parking lot surface and raked.
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Subsurface evaluation assessed vertical extent of cultedihgents ad where encountered, samples from
cultural contextsvere collected for carbon dating. Visible features and artifacts were photographed and mapped
in situ.

Evaluative units were not excavated in situations where: the subsurface deposits of an archaé¢sltgitad

proven by testing to be shallow and no additional information will likely be gained from data already gathered by
shovel testing; or in situations where shovel tests indicated all if not the majority of the deposits have been
disturbed by prevaus impacts; or in locations where no further impacts are proposed

Evaluative units were excavated by hand where stratigraphically complex intact deposits were identified to
document the significance and integrity of deposits. Evaluativegs)miteasurebetween1.0 x 1.0m. All
evaluative unifs) were excavated in 10 cm arbitrary levels. All excavated deposits were screened using % inch
mesh. Each evaluative unit(s) was mapped individually. At least two adjacent profiles were drawn and
photographed. All fanal remains were collected for analysis.

The field data collected was digitized using GIS software Arch8dp 8onvey all archaeological features,
landforms, subsurface tests, survey coverage, existing facilities, and recent disturddpdated BC
Archaeological Site Inventory Formvere completed and submitted to the Invéory Section of theArchaeology
Branch Allartifactswere catalogued and significant or diagniasartifactsphotographed. Faunal materialas
identified to species or lowest pobst taxa and quantified (where possible) to element. Negsmade of
butchering patterns when possible. Catalogued artifacesdescribed by material, form, size and function; all
lithic material vasanalyzed. An attempt to fit the assemblage to atebBshed cultural phase wasade.Faunal
material was identified using comparative specimens located at VIU.

4.5 Site Significance Evaluation

The significance of sites within the Study Area was evaluated using the Checklist of Criteria for
PreContact Sitd&evaluation (Appendix D) and Checklist of Criteria for-Bostact Site Evaluation
(Appendix E) from thBritish Columbia Archaeological Impact Assessment Guid€Amelsaeology
Branch1998).

4.6 Impact Identification and Assessment

The potential for impcts to sites within the Study Area were examined using the Indicators for

Assessing Impacts on Archaeological Sites (Appendix F),Bnitiise Columbia Archaeological Impact

Assessment Guidelings! NOKIF S2f 23& . NI yOK wmddy mordngiiRofi KS a Ay A &l
Agreement on Trails (1995).

5.0 Resource Inventory z Results

5.1 Physical Location and Setting
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DjSel is locatechorth of a level and sheltered isthmus on a level terrace above a gently sloping sheltered bay on
the north side of Dick Island@he point is connected to Dick Island at moderate to low tides. The point has been
formed by constant tidal action from the sou{Mouat Bay sidepushing beach nanded pebbles and small

cobblesto form the point. This results in a very dynamic shoreéngironment with the point and southward

fully exposed to the Strait of Georgia southwestern wind and wave action and on the north side of theh@oint,
shoreline isheltered by Dick Island. Privately own®&ick Islands actually a rocky headland istgfttmuch higher
elevation than the adjacent shoreline.

Thissurrounding shorelinés mostly deforested but afew veteran Douglasir treesare present The point

consists okxposedounded beaclgravelsand lacks vegetatiowith the exception of sparse grassresulting

partly from weathering but also due to past disturbances to the landfodRoad crush has been spread and
compacted over the point as the point is currently used as a parking lot and boat launch. Due to the difficulties ¢
attempting to hand &cavate shovel tests in a compacted gravel and crush parking lot, the Archaeology Branch
approved the use of backhoe testing within this area of the site (communication with Steven Acheson
2013/07/31).

North of the point, the shoreline is gently slopingléev bank. Above the shoreline bank, a large flat level terrace
extends for approximately 350 metr@dandto a shortbench From this bench, a moderate slopentinues

inlandto Gillies Bay Road. The entire upland portion of the site was historicafjgdaas evidenced by the age of

the present stand estimated at 50 years oddseasonal creek begins approximately 13 metres west of Gillies Bay
Road and 83 metres south of the NE corner of the Shelter Point Park property boundary. This creek drains dow
slope and at the bottom of the bench a small marsh drains southward to what was once an open wetland area
located behind the pointThiswetland has been subsequently modified for campground use and a grass field has
been planted. The campground area is keckfrom the northern property boundary and extends to the edge of
the grass field/former wetland area. The campsites are arranged around and are serviced by a circular road (se
figure 1. In addition to the campsites, facilities include three washroaailities (one installed whtin DjSel site
boundary in 201) draining to associated septic fields, a maintenance building and the former caretaker residenc
and concession buildinghich were bothdestroyed by fire in 2012.

DjSelis a visibly large midaewhichencompasssthe level terraceacross Shelter Poiaind a portion of the

forest slopes to the east of thendalsoextendsnorth of the Powell River Regional District park boundaryan
unknown distance Pedestrian survey transects of2B metres conducted within Section 16 achieved 100% site
survey coverage. This study has resulted in an increase the site boundaries to measure 442 x 175 metres in art
Exposed cultural deposits are present from the north property boundary of the park to apa@ly 270 metres
south along the flat level terrace. In some places of disturbance and erosion thick cultural deposits are exposed
a series of ridges, some of which are approximately 2.5 metres in height. These ridges or mounds are associate
with a canplex of habitation features (mounds, ridges, depressions) which are discussed in further detail below.

From the last available mound exposure near the north boundary of the park, a total of 85 shovel tests (See
Appendix 4), 10 backhoe tests, and oneX D0m evaluative unit was excavatgdee Figure 11f these, the
deepest cultural deposits on average were found to terminate a®@8@m depth below surface. Sterile deposits
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were not identified in ST# 33, 35, and 44, indicating these did not readbotiem and the site is deeper than
90+cm in these locations. As tests were placed to capture the boundary of the site and are essentially clustered
on the margins of the site, it is assumed cultural deposits are even deeper within the center of the site.

Of the subsurface shovel tests, 43 were positive for subsurface cultural material. Of the backhoe tests, 4 were
positive for subsurface cultural material. A total of 279 lithic artifacts, 195 faunal remains, 15 historic artifacts
and 4 samples were colled during this study. The visible habitation mounds were not sub surface tested as
these are located outside the proposed development area. One culturally modified tree (CMT) was positively
identified and two possible CMTs were identified. No intertigaltfires were identified.
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Shelter‘ Point AIA Results - Site Overview
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5.2 Study Areas

To better discuss the test results and how these relate to the defined site area and the proposed development
project six Study Areas were defined across the site. Within the sifdpe project the boundaries of these

study areas were arbitrarily drawn on the basis of identifiable site areas, localized topographic features and
campground constraintsShovel and backhoe test locations dispersed across Study Afeaeeselectedto

fully assess high and medium potential locations and maximize test coverage across the greater site area. Eac
these study areas and the results of testing therein is discussed in more detail below.

TABLE. SUMMARY OF TERAND STUDY AREAS

Study Area | # of Subsurface Testy % of Tested Areas of Site
1 12 14
2 17 20
3 10 12
4 20 235
5 Backhoe Tests (J&xcluded
6 26 30.5
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Shelter Point AIA Results - Area 1
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5.2.1 AREA1l
The north zone of the park (STF#12)and area east of the mounds almost immediately begins to slope

upwards. Tests in this zone while identified as positive on the basis of recovered flakes, fragmentary
faunal material, and FBR are characterized by dtes|, undifferentiated yellow sandagial sediments

with a small amount of angular and rounded cobbles. Cultural material is typically encounteséd 40
cm below surface and sometimes continues to the bottom of the test which bottoms out at 90 cm dbs.
Very thin discreet layers of shdikee black silt is occasionally observed particularly at the base of the
slope. Area 1 constitutes 14% of the area tested. No formed tools were identified in this area which is
characterized by sparsely distributed debitage and highly processed bone fragoenirring in the

range of 3090 cm dbs.
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Shelter Point AIA Results - Area 2
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Shelter Point AIA Results - Area 3
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Shelter Point AIA Results - Area 4 (Proposed Development Area)
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Shelter Point AlA Results - Area 5
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Shelter Point AIA Results - Area 6
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5.2.2 AREA?2

Adjacent and downslope of the creek hetlowest elevationwetland zongST#13#30), the shelifree yellow

sand matrix continuebut is punctuated by multiple thin strata of black organic material indicative of previous
slope wash events hislow elevationzone is at the base of the slope within the central portion of the

campground and containsubsurface cultural materiahdicating the wetland was in usértifacts recovered

from this zone show up starting at 50cm dbs and include slate knives, a shaped abrader, slate flakes, FBR, and
fragmentary faunal remaing.ests withirthis area are inconsistent in terms of frequency of cultural material

likely causedby disturbances associated with campground facilithesea 2 accounts for 20% of the area tested.
ST#2022 contained much higher densities of cultural material andrigelst why this area is characterized by the
presence of stone tools (n=18); debita@e20; and highly processed faunal matefiaE54). Cultural materials
present from 1890 cm dbs. but is concentrated between-30 cm depth Two slate projectile poirtblanks were
recovered from 3660 cm dbs. and a total of six slate knives were identified. Three of the slate knives were founc
in the 1020 cm leveltwo were found in the 26B0 cm level and one was identified at the-80 cm level. A

complete ground peate was also identified at 22 cm dbs. While artifacts are found consistently througb &t
depth, the slate knives cluster in the upper strata.

TABLE. AREA 2 ARTIFACTMWARY

Cat| ST| Depth # | Method | Material | Tool Type Commens
#

519 | 13| 50-60 1| flaked | slate Biface Large slate biface. Notched.

491 | 13| 60-70 1| flaked | andesite | Core Andesite core (exhausted?). One
margin shows flake removal scars,
the other margin is utilized.

531 | 14| 8090 1| flaked | slate uniface Unmodified slate tol with
utilization weatr.

239 | 16| 3040 1| FL/IGR | slate Projectile Point | Ground slate. Triangular projectile

Preform point. One lateral margin rough. Flg
straight base.

240 | 16| 3040 1| FL/IGR | slate Biface Curvilinear bhifacially flaked and
ground biface. Serunar in shape.

534 | 16 a7 1| FI/GR | slate Projectile Point | Bifacially ground slate.dthplete
triangular projectile point with
assymetrical shoulders and
stemmed baseOne lateral margin
has two chips removed from either
late stage manufacturing or use
weda.

540| 17| 3050 1| FI/GR | slate Biface Bifacially worked slate blank

558 | 18| 20-30 1| ground | slate Slate knife Ground slate knife. Rectilinear.
Beveled cutting edge. Flaked and
ground.

515| 18| 50-60 1 | ground | sandstone| Abrader Broken shaped abrader.

530 | 19| 20-30 1| ground | slate Slate knife Ground slate knife. Bifacial
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546 | 19| 3040 1| ground | slate Graver Very thin, sharp graver tool.

547 | 19| 3040 1| ground | slate Scraper Unifacial slate scraper. One lateral
margin bevelled scraper edge.

525| 19| 4050 1| ground | slate Slate knife Classic ground slate knife. Bifacial.

328 | 21| 10-20 1| ground Slate knife Complete triangular ground slate
knife/scraper. Beveled edge.

501 | 21| 10--20 1| ground | slate Adze/knife Triangular shaped slate adze blade

One edge is sawn cutnother is
adzebit-like, and the third is
stepped and used for scraping.

502 | 21| 10--20 1| ground | slate Slate knife Ground slate tool. Backed?
467 | 22| 2030 1 | flaked | andesite | Utilized flake
561 | 22 20 1 | ground | sandstone| Ground Pestle Pestle, ground andhsiped.

Complete. Tapering from proximal
end to a rounded point distally.

332 | 22| 60-70 1| flaked | andesite | Utilized flake Very minute amount of use wear.

513| 22| 60-70 1 | flaked | andesite | Chopper Cobble chopper. Minimal use.

529 | 24| 10--20 1| ground | slate Abrader Ground and shaped abrader
fragment. Two sawn edges.

524 | 27| 3040 1| flaked | andesite | Projectile Point | Small triangular shaped projectile

point. Dorsal surfacés edge flaked
and ground on surface. One
shoulder completed. The other
shoulder incomplete Assymetrical
base likeother small points (area 3)
which suggests this may be an
intentional attribute and not
breakage

326 | 27| 50-60 1| flaked | andesite | Utilized flake Use wear on distal lateral margin.

5.2.3 AREA3

Moving southwest through the campgrod (ST#3639) the frequency of cultural matedimarkedly increases.
ST#33#39 containdrown silts, tan and orange sands with very little to no shell beariatfix and seemingly
non-culturalsedimentsn many tests as in Area Back shelfree silts ben to appear intermittently but without

any consistencySterile sediments could not be reached with a shovel in some tests. In this zone cultural materia
recovered includesa projectile pointmicroblades and microblade cores; a bone point; a postibiet; quartz
crystal debitage; and much higher counts of fragmentary faunal renaaidglebitagerecoveredfrom depths

from just below surface to the end of test around 75 cm dbs (averdgei)e only accounting for 12% of the

area tested, the dens#is of cultural material increase drastically. A total of 31 tools, 106 specimens of debitage
were recovered from this aredrtifacts and faunal remains are found from-30 cm dbs. however most of the
cultural material iSound ranging at 5@0 cm dbswith a particular concentration of formed tools at-60 cm

depth including microblades (n=3crapers (n=6), and all three projectile points from this area. The two smaller
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points are not temporally diagnostic however Cat. #. 537 from ST#39 is a diagnastimedium leaf shaped

point which fits/ I NX & 2y Qa

Island date to the Charles Phase (45300 years BP).

TABLB: AREA 3 ARTIFACTMMARY

CAT| ST| Depth | # | Method | Material Tool Type Comments
#

505| 30| 3040 | 1| flaked | andesite Core tool Utilized flake, cortex (core) tool.

506 | 30 | 3040 | 1 | flaked | andesite Core Exhausted core

538 | 30| 60-70 | 1 | flaked | chert Projectile Point | Near complete projectile point. Srihaand
roughly made. One corner of base broke|
Complete portion of base shows corner
notching and basally thinned, expanding
stem. Dart/arrow point.

483 | 30| 70-76 | 1| flaked | andesite Scraper Very small triangular biface with
shoulders.

424 | 32| 7077 | 1 | flaked | andesite Scraper Small. Base is concave, basally thinned
very finely flaked. Possible-weorked base
of a broken biface.

315| 33| 4050 | 1| flaked | basalt Utilized Utilized flake.

flake/Burin

316 | 33| 4050 | 1| flaked | slate Utilized Unifadally worked.

flake/Burin

381 | 33| 5060 | 1| flaked | basalt Utilized flake Prepared/crushed platform. Usewear
along one lateral margin.

563 | 33| 5060 | 1| flaked | glass/Quartz Debitage Striations visible on one planar surface (
finished glass?). A bevelled edygone
margi suggests a scraping edge.
Martindale 2005. No lustre.

564 | 33| 5060 | 1 | flaked | obsidian? Microblade Blade. Dull black vitreousbsidian? Lackg

rhyolite? glassy characteristic unless wet.
Pitchstone? Nevertheless is very, velvetty in texture
and obsidiarike-high quality.

533 | 33| 5060 | 1| ground | bone Bone Point Bone point tip. Broken medially and at tig

535| 33| 6075 | 1| flaked | basalt Core Core tool- utilized.

463 | 33 | 60-75 | 1| flaked | andesite Microblade Microchipping on one lateral margin.

542 | 34 33| 1| ground | siltstone Labret? Long thin rectangular shaped siltstone
with one finished end. Fits "T" shaped ol
‘anomalous suggested labret type' [La
Salle].

340| 34| 4050 | 5 | flaked | andesite etc Burin Utilzed flake with used burin at distal en

441 | 34| 6070 | 1 | flaked | andesite Biface Biface fragment.

442 | 34| 6070 | 1 | flaked | andesite Utilized flake Utilized flake, cortex platform.

¢ & LJS-13%)! Oth2ripdints @f this stylenfrpny Heter Point on Mayne
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447 | 34| 60-70 flaked | andesite Microblade Microblade. Microchipping on lateral
margin- usewear.

448 | 34 | 60-70 flaked | andesite Utilizedflake Microchipping on lateral margin
useweatr.

449 | 34| 60-70 flaked | andesite Utilized flake Microchipping or pressure flaking on
more than one edge. Serrated.

450 | 34| 60-70 flaked | andesite Microblade Usewear on both lateral margins.

451 | 34| 60-70 flaked | andesite Biface Biface fragment.

452 | 34| 60-70 flaked | andesite Biface Biface fragment.

510| 35| 4050 flaked | andesite Scraper Shaped, bifacial scraper tool. Complete.
Acute angled.

507 | 35| 60-70 flaked | andesite Scraper Rectangular shaped bifatiscraper.

549| 35| 0--10 ? quartz Biface Clear quartz. Small, muféceted.
Squared and shaped scraper edge, <45
angle edge. Very difficult to differ from
glass but does have high lustre consista
with other quartz.

551 | 35| 3040 flaked | andesite Core- micro Unidirectional microblade core. 6 blade
scars. Material fine grained and hard
andesite same as cat. #198.

562 | 36| 0--10 flaked | glass/Quartz Debitage Flaked glass or quartz. Denticulate,
conchoidal distal flakes taken off distally|
Very smoothsurfaces glass? Martindale
2005. No lustre as in quartz debitage an
biface cutting tool.

554 | 36 | 20-30 flaked | andesite Microblade Microblade.

556 | 37| 10-- flaked | andesite? Biface Point blank.

20

241 | 37 | 4050 flaked | andesite Core Multidirectional. Two surfaces with
cortex.

539 | 37 | 50-60 flaked | andestie? Microblade core | Microblade core unidirectional.

5441 37 | 50-60 flaked | andestie? Core tool Core tool.

324 | 37| 6070 flaked | andesite Biface Battered on one margin and bifacially
thinned.

325| 37| 6070 flaked | andesite Biface Platform is cortex.

548 | 38 | 20-30 flaked | quartz Biface Quartz crystal bifacially flaked and workg
cutting tool with a high lustre.

473 | 38 | 4050 flaked | greywacke Utilized flake Light grey, fine grained material. Saae

other translucent material? Nice utilized

flake on distal end and one lateral margi
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318 | 38| 6070 | 1 | flaked | greywacke Scraper Biface, steep angled. Rectangular shapg
at working end. Same translucent
material type as cat. 319; Ea$8:174;
DkSb30:41.

319| 38| 6070 | 1 | flaked | greywacke Scraper Broken scraper. Square shaped at worki
end. Same translucent material as cat.
318, and medial portion of a lanceolate
point medial section from EaSe3:174,
and DkSkEB0:41.

550| 38| 60-70 | 1 | flaked | andesite Projecile Point | Near complete projectile point. Small.
Same form as cat. #538. Base broken @
unifinished on one corner. Complete
portion of base shows thinned, expandirn
stem. One face of point ground.

560| 39| 3040 | 1 | flaked | chert Core Chert core. Heat treatedshows red
crazing on cortical surface and hairline
fractures.

537| 39| 6070 | 1 |flaked | andesite Projectile Point | Projectile point, near complete. Base an

tip broken. Contracting base just visible
but base style absent. Fine grained
andesite/diorite. Smallvell made leaf
shaped point. Carlson's Type | aor b an
difficult to tell b/c incomplete.

545| 39| 7080 | 1 | flaked | siltstone Corescraper Discoidal core, scraper tool. Acute anglg
tool One surface has cortex. Other surface is
ground. Cutting edge is cdtadly shaped.

5.2.4 AREA 4(Proposed Development Area)

West and towards the shore, this zone (ST#8Band ST#8285) is within and adjacent to the proposed
developments and located a flat level terrace just above the shoreline and just gbthe habitation features
This area constitutes 28 of the area tested but due to disturbance in this zone, cultural material accounts for
tools n=20; debitage n= 40; and faunal specimens n=64. As the upper levels are disturbed, this skews the
proportions of cultural material as the remaining artifacts are found clustered in thg54fm depth rangei

total of 18 tests and one evaluative unit were excavated in Area 4.

Two incomplete faceted ground slate projectile points were identified in this acea flisturbed levis (ST#43

20-30 cm depth and $B2 6070 cm depth) and were the only diagnostic specimens identified from this area.
This indicates a Locarno phased component is present in Area 4 but has been disturbed by past land use
activities. Artificts arepresentfrom 10-80 cm dbs. but are found predominantly betweenZ®cm dbs. which

also coincides with the only confirmed intact levels within the concession(aesaEU section below)The
assemblage is clearly dominated by slate tools (neil@hich at least 3 are identified as slate knives. Many of
the slate knives are both chipped and ground. Other than the slate tools, there are no other chipped stone
artifacts from this area suggesting perhaps a later temporal occupation consistenthwithellaccepted
overarching technological shift from earlier periods dominated by chipped stone to later periods where ground
stone is emphasized on the northwest coast.

Proposed Residenaad Parking Lot
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This was the former location of the concession aegldence. The fire debris has been cleaned up and the surface
has been minimally impacted by machinery. Despite the clean up, the area is littered with charcoal, glass, wire,
plastic and various otheubble. Stratin this zongST#46447) is consistenly black siltsgrushed butterclam,
littteneckclamand the occasional cockle shell mixed wiB0% beach pebbles. All tests within this zone are
disturbedto at least 40 cm dbs and tarying degreebeyondincluding someests of totally undifferentiatd

black cultural silts mixedith some shell and 90% beach gravels from surface to the bottom of esttural

matrix is found consistentlat maximum depth of all tests antesle depositswere not reached. Artifacts from

this zone include a facetted@und slate point, and an unusual chunky incomplete ground biface in the shape of a
whale tail.Due to the degree of rubble and high probability of incidental charcoal contamination, no evaluative
units were placed here.

Proposed Concession and Septic Tank

Directly south of the parking lot and residendais zone ighe southern extent of the proposedevelopments
(ST#48#55 and #82¢85). All of these testsvere disturbed to varying degreeblew information obtained post
fieldwork proposes installation @ new commercial grade 3 tank system rather than a 1 tank system as indicated
during field testing. Two 650 gallon tanks require a 6.0 x 5.0 metre by 2.5 metre deep excavation and one 300
gallon tank requires a 1.2 x 1.2 metre by 2.0 metre deep excavdiios results in a total excavation area of

75m2 without accounting for excavation widening. The existing septic tank will be tied in and used as the final
grey water chamber prior to dispersement to the existing septic fielthe proposed area of theepticsystem

the matrix is characterizely undifferentiated brown silts with verfgw fragnents ofshell occurring to a depth

of 70 cm Lower densities of cultural material was encountered in these tests. Intact midden starting at 40 cm anc
15 cm was onlydentified in ST#53 & ST#54 respectiv@lgnsiderable FBR was identified in ST#53 and this was
chosen for a 1.0 x 1.0 evaluative unit (discussed below in further detail).

TABLE. AREA 4 ARTIFACTMMARY

Cat| ST| Depth # | Method | Materi | Tool Type Comments
# al
536 | 43| 10--20 1| GR bone Bone tool Highly ground medial section of a shaped and tapere
bone tool. Striations visible.
541 | 43| 20-30 1| GR slate Projectile Facetted ground slate projectile point. Base and tip
Point broken-75% omplete. May be exhausted and-tesed
as significant use wear along lateral margins. Grindin
striations visible on facets. Lateral margins of both
surfaces facetted.

543 | 43| 20-30 1|GR sedime | Scraper Scraper/knife with worn graver bit. Lighter colaur
ntary different texture due to weathering. Ground on both
surfaces. Striations visible.

557 | 43| 4050 1|GR slate Biface Partially shaped and ground biface. Distal end shape
with one uniformly squared corner, and a second
rougher squared corner. Only lateralrgins worked
with extensive bifacially chipping on both sides.
Proximal end not worked.

553 | 43| 50-60 1|GR slate Scraper Classic thumbnail scraper, seomicular. Base crescent
shaped.
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217 | 44| 0--10 1|GR sandst | Shaped Oval shaped abrader, tken.
one Abrader
198 | 44| 20-30 1|GR ? Misc. Ground | Broken piece of highly ground and shaped object.
object Trapezoidal shaped fragment showing portion of edgé
bottom and top. 'Top' is polished. Not andesiteame
fine grained hard material as cat. #551.
499 | 44| 4050 1| GR/FL | slate Biface Interesting- morphology is a proj. Point blank, one
lateral margin used as scraper edge. Ground on both
faces. One face has flaked outline towards centre of t
for shaping.
136 | 44| 70-80 fl slate Uniface Ground on both sides,sgwear along one margin.
559 | 45| 60-70 GR siltston | Biface Whale tail' shaped ground bifacial artifact. Anomaloug
e Basally notched flaring base tapering towards distal €
Broken medially. Object is rougland unusual.
218 | 45| 50-60 1| FL/IGR slate Slateknife Ground slate knife. Beveled cutting edge.
121 | 47| 20-30 1| FL/IGR slate Slate knife Beveled edge. Shaped, rectangular.
213 | 47| 4050 1| cut/GR | slate Axellrg knife | Ground slate large chunky knife or axe bit. Notched f¢
hafting. Bevelled blade edge.
126 | 48| 40-50 117 Shaped Appears to be a revorked/flaked object. Rough and
Abrader/ weathered on both surfaces. One surface has a very
Scraper uniform polished and shaped rim. Distal end has use
wear as scraper.
210| 49| 10--20 1 andesit | n Possible arfact. Unsure if cortex naturally beach
e polished or modified. Pc. Of shatter.
153 | 50 | 40-50 1| FL/IGR slate Biface Bifacially chipped on lateral margins. Ground on face
both surfaces.
127| 51| 10--20 1| FL/IGR bone Possibly notched proximally and slighttpgnd at distal
end of fragment.
108 | 51| 50-60 11l slate Utilized slate | Flaked and possibly ground. Probably a utilized flake
tool shows bevelling on one margin and usewear on two .
184 | 53| 60-70 1| GR bone Bone Point Broken bone point.
128 | 55| 40-50 1| FUGR slate Biface Ground on both sides, usewear along one margin.
496 | 82| 60-70 1| GR slate Projectile Near complete, ground slate facetted projectile point.
Point Triangular. Facets on both surface lateral margins. Bq
is thinned. One corner of base, arid missing. Base is
flat, corners rounded. Disturbed level.
497 | 82| 60-70 2 metal Historic Not kept. Two rusted metal fragements. Disturbed.
498 | 82| 60-70 1 glass Historic glass | Not kept. Clear glass fragment. Disturbed.
164 | 82| 70-80 1|GR sandst | Ground Small, ground object. Tapered. Rounded edges, broa
one wide. Not sure of function.
173| 83 25| 1|GR bone Bone Point Broken bone point.
525 AREAS
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This zone is the point proper (B#IF10). As already noted, this area was backhoe tested due to stertied

and highly consolidated nature of the matrixs expected, the upper portion of this zone is characterized by
varying degrees of fill for use as a parking lot, followed by rounded beach gravels. In BHT#2 testing was stoppe
at 20cm dbs as thick blak greasy deposits of disturbed midden was emteted. BHT#3 found a burieatility

trench line so this test was stopped as well. In BHT#4 deposits were disturbed@c20 dbsangling west to

south. This test was widened to hand expose using a shitnveeface of profilevhich was not stratified and
uncharacteristically black and greasy. One incomplete deer tibia was collected. Testing continued to show bea
gravel and black silts to the bottom. No FBR, shell or other cultural indicators were présaile orange sand

was reached at 130 cm dbs. This pattern continued for the other backhoe tests. BHT #@rtgellgravels and
increasingly courser as depth is gained. Wet matrix was encountered at 80 cm dbs. Shell midden was
encountered immediatgl in BHT#7 and this test was stopped. The remaining BHTs showed the same evidence
naturally occurring welsorted beach gravels mixed with heavy blaitts and lacking any culturadicators.The

bulk oil plant was reportetb belocated on the poinand hydrocarbons may have leaked and leached into these
gravel deposits accounting for tloeldly thick blaclshellfree matrix mixead with the beach gravel. This is not clear
as historic debris was not found yet should have béidms area is not quantifieid terms of density as different
methodologieqraking versus screeninglere employed in this area and only 1 faunal specimen was recovered.

52.6 AREAG6

This zongST#565T#81)s located along the soutimargin of the existing wetland in a west to edstection and
parallel to Shelter Point Road at the back of unoccupied campgrdaraaal then running perpendicular to

Shelter Point Road along tlséope above and parallel to the campground in a south to north directitdre area
adjacent to the wetlad fronts the terrace facing the exposed bay south of Dick Island. The region above the
campground slopes up to form a gently graded terré&@ediments in this area are consistent with the yellow
sands and silts identified in other eastern testi® evidene of diell midden wasdentified here This area

accounts for 29% of the area tested but only five tests produced any cultural material accounting for debitage
n=11 and faunal remains n= 10 found clustered betweedd@m depths. No tools were recoveradrh this
area.Results from this area establish the eastern boundary of-Dgg&c81% of tests are negative.

5.3 Distribution of Cultural Materials
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FIGURE9DISTRIBUTION OF CURRL MATERIAL DENESBY AREA
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5.4 Extent of Intact Deposits

FIGURRO. FREQUENCY OF INTXERSUS DISTURBED@&ERS IN POSITIVEOSMEL TESTSOTE METHODOLOGFHRERED IN AREA SIPAONLY 1

FAUNAL SPECIMEN WABSNTIFIED).

Level of Disturbance

Shovel Test #

Intact

4:5:6;7;9;12;13; 16; 18; 19; 20; 30; 31; 3233339; 40; 46; 47;
48; 49;52; 56; 57; 58; 60; 63;

Upper Portion Disturbed (average 30 cm dbs)

27; 31; 38; 42; 43; 450;54; 55

Totally Disturbed (average 70 cm dbs)

23; 25; 44; 82; 83; 84; 85

Indeterminate

21, 34, 36; 37
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Shelter Point AIA Results - Artifact Density Spatial Distribution
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Shelter Point AIA Results - Spatial Distribution of Subsurface Disturbance
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5.5 Features

5.5.1 Cultural Habitation Features

The northern section of the park contains rare evidence of well developed house depressions and mounds
arranged in 3 long avenues running@itel to the shoreline extending inland towards the base of the upslope

bench.These habitation features were not mapped however field observations hetentounds vary from-B

metresheightabove surface and become increasingly well defined moving warith from the concession area

of the park and zones of disturbance.

FIGURR3. ABOVE, FROM SHORE.BANK LOOKING HAR FIRST CULTURMGE. WHITE ARROWIS2 { &! +9b | 9 mME P

FIGURR2. ELEVATION DIFFERENBETWEEN TOP G¥8FI wL5D9 ! b@é a{ E®DlH 9. ROWI L¢9 ! w

FIGURR3. FROM CENTRE OFEPRESSION FACINGB@® | L¢9 ! wwh2 +9bhd{ Héab W$SHOW DERREISIONS.
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FIGURR4. BEGINNING OF RIDEEWHE 9 ! wwh2 { | h3{Hé&®bPx9Db

Due to leveling for campsites, trails, bikenps,installation of an outhouse, septic fields and other impacts to the
mounds from park campsite development and road development, it is not possible to determine the number of
structures that once corresponded to these features however, it is estimated approximai@ylépressions

with corresponding mounds structures are present representing former habitation structures. It is not clear
whether these features are remnants of Idrauses or are evidence of a trench embankment asitboth. Homer
BarnetiQ &thnography included specifics about Slaimmon house architectural styles, where he indicates the
gabled form of longhouse was the preferred type. He describes houses arrangeldeiometerms of rank
corresponding directly to size and indicates that all had various decorated architectural elements

G! Y2ya GKS {fAFYY2Yy>X aKSR K2dzasSa 2NJlyeé YIRS 27F
gabled house were supported by the dzl £ (62 Sy R LIBénie&hduse? welelex@avatef CA 3
two feet. The original ground level extended three feet beyond the edges of the bed platform before the
step down, and sometimes the upper portion was péahlout never the entire flogr

Infurther describing the arrangement of houses he substitutes numbers for classification psirpose

GThe house of number one was sadé 100 feet long. The singiegepole, composed of two esid-end

poles suppded near their meeting place by two pogist & O NI SR shhyaiir2front, and, &t A 2
the break in the centre, there were two similar heads. At feasts, when oil was poured into a trough cut in
GKS G2L) aARS 2F (GKS NRARISLRt SIFMNBMI vy 2dzi 2F (K¢

He also nota ndhe gable a thunderbird anahythical serpent were painted. In front of the house stood a post
carved to represent a man with his hands on his hips and his mouttopea O f f A y (#95514858). LJS 2 LJt

He notes stockade villagegere in use in additin to semisubterranean structureand cites those known by his
Sliammon informants: Scuttle bay; a few miles north of Powell R&mef Point; and two on Cortesland. This is
important because he observatvidence of habitation featurest Scuttle Baynatching thoseoresent at Shelter
Point:

GThe remains on Scuttle Bay were still visible in 1936. One ridge of earth, sixty to seventy feet long, ran
roughly parallel to the beach and was about seventy feet from it; what appeared to be a second ridge
connected at right angles to one end of the first, and the area within each angle was dep(g6¥ed
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/| KAST ¢2Y3X . INySaGditQa AyF2N¥Iyd adlridSR GKS @Aarot s
adzo G SNNIF ySty WTAIKGA Y Bg tkiublddtiBel. ExcavhitbddXedt drd Sovefedl I g A Y
planks and earth, this villageas occupied approximately 5 generations ago (1955850 While the Shelter

Point habitation complex does not appear to have depressions corresponding to depthshmétgh / KA SF ¢
description, it demonstrates that further investigation is needed to better understand the form and function of
this habitation complex and whether it was a classic village of several longhouses with possible subterranean
elements, or if iis indeed a trench embankment site.

Qultural topography resulting from preontact habitation was at one time widespreti@oughout the coast.
Villages and seasonal habitation sites were abandoned and structures decomposed ovértnegpid
populationexpansionn early colonial timesesulted in thedestructionof many of thesdormer village sitesind
consequentlyfeatures such as these are seldseenpreserved. Village topography is reported from Burley at
the False Narrows site on Gabriola Isl&bh879), by Greer at Dionisio Point on Galiano Islandiam@each

Grove site (2005). f@he 10 habitation features present when originakcorded;only two house depressions

and associated mounds at the Bedglovesite (2005)were left as of 2005At Selter Point, the mounds and
depressions have been impacted by historic and park use however, they appear to have good integrity as the
cultural topography from the longhouses is clearly visible. This strongly suggests this village supported a
substantialpopulation howevemore investigation is needed to confirm these observations.

5.5.2 Excavation Unit and Hearth Feature

Oneevaluative unif(1.0 x 1.0n) washandexcavatedn the southwest corner and along the western portion of
the proposed concessidnuilding. ST#53 exhibitd stratified cultural depositstartingat 40 cm dbs.this shovel
test waschosen fora 1.0 x 1.0 nunit andwas openedvith ST#53 forming the SW quadrafhe upper 8-35cm
of the unit in all quadrants contained imported fill efral mixed with pieces of cement, and roofing shingles.
This confirmed the observed pattern in other Areshbvel tests wherehis disturbance is likely attributed to
removalbulldozing/levellingof the original upper portions of DjScwith imported fillbroughtin to level what
likelyoncehad beerpre-contacthousedepressios in preparation for historic era residences and recreational
use.

Intact cultural deposits were identified at &5 cm dbsin EU #Jand consisted of black silts mixed with

fragmentary shell andits ofcharcoal A portion of a defined hearth was exposed at 35 cm dbs. angling diagonally
from the NW corner to the SE corner of the unit and likely continuing beyond the unexcavated west wall and wa
well defined by a large and round&dulder observed at 40 cm dbs. forming the boundary of the hearth where a
distinctive change in matrix was observed. Within the hearth, the matrix consisted of burnt fragmentary clam
shell and grey ash which was distinctive frtiva black silts and fragentary clam shell found in the eastern

portion of the unit.The interior of the hearth dipped towards the westlicating the hearth is basin shapdgre
broken rock (FBRInd charcoaincreased significantlyrhe burnt shell matrix continued dippimgestuntil 90 cm

dbs. and then changed to oxidized orange silts found until 100 cmirdtiee west portion of the unit. Below 100

cm dbs sterile beach gravels were identified.

53



Archaeological Impact Assessment of DjSShelter Point Project, 2013

At the intactinterface(30-40 cm dbs.and associated with the upper hearth layeedaunal remains (n=3): an
incomplete distal humerugJdocoileus spwith carnivore knawing evidence, an incomplete portion of an
ungulate rib, an unidentified but smashed bone fragment; artifacts inclutEnanerstone, and slate flake were
identified. Associated with thdearth at 4050 cm dbsarefaunal remaingn=1) with butchering evidence;
debitage (n=3); fire broken rock (n=1ajd unshaped abrader (Cat. # 215) with a slight bow! like depression
from grinding or possible use as an anwirerecovered. Made of sandstone, iteasures 146.0 x 148.0 x 49.0
mm. In addition, artifacts from ST#53 include a bone point tip and a small unidentified faunal fragment with
usewear polish at 600 cm dbs. A total of 22 pieces of FBR were collected from EAJdhhrcoal carbon sample
was collected from the feature &5-55 cm dbsand submitted to Beta Analytical Inc. for dating. This sample
returned a conventional radiocarbon age of 840 3@ years BPA sample of the hearth matrix was collected
potential future research opportunitiesBased on the size, shape, associated artifacts, and date of this feature, it
is a Developed Coasalh era hearth feature in usand likely a cooking hearth for processing deer meat
obtained locally (see faunal analysil is unclear and more work is needed to determine whether this feature
was located within the interior of a house or represents an exterior processing area.

FIGURRS EU#1. CLOCKWISELANVIEW OF THE HERRFEATURE AT @M DBS. SOUTH PREWITH HEARTH FEIRE AND SHOVEL INBTOING
ST#53 IN SW CORNEREST PROFILE WITHAREH FEATURE. SHONEMCATES ST#533W/ CORNER.
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FIGURE® EU #1 WEST PROFHEARTH OUTLINED IE[R
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