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HERITAGE CONSERVATION ACT
APPLICATION FOR HERITAGE INSPECTION PERMIT
	The undersigned hereby applies for a permit, under Section 12.2 of the Heritage Conservation Act, to carry out a Heritage Inspection in accordance with the terms and conditions, and information requested on the reverse of this form.	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Comments are provided throughout the document as a Guide.
Please delete all comments prior to submission to the Branch
Please use a unique front (e.g., courier) for text entered by the applicant. With Show/hide enabled, you will be able to see prompts
	Name:      
	Company:       

	Address:       

	Phone:        
	Fax or Email:       






	Permit expiry date:  
	     

	Permit deliverables due[footnoteRef:1]:   [1:  Section 8 describes deliverables (i.e., report[s], site records, spatial data, repository acceptance)] 

	     


Financial responsibility for the assessment is assumed by the following proponent(s):	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: If multiple proponents are known at the time of application, copy this table and ensure all other signatures are provided as appropriate or attach additional client certifications using template provided in Bulletin 3 https://www2.gov.bc.ca/gov/content/industry/natural-resource-use/archaeology/guidance-policy-tools/bulletins	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: S12.2(3) states “The person named as a proponent in an application for a permit under subsection (2) is liable to pay for a heritage inspection or heritage investigation authorized by the permit”
	Name:         
	Company:       

	Address:       

	Phone:        
	Fax or Email:       


☐  Other proponents may be added to this permit without an amendment, pending submission of a client certification and client endorsement, as appropriate, to the Archaeology Branch.
PERMIT APPLICANT'S CERTIFICATION
I certify that I am familiar with the provisions of the Heritage Conservation Act of British Columbia, and that I will abide by the terms and conditions listed herein, or any other conditions the Minister may impose, as empowered by said Act.
Permit Applicant’s Certification
	Date[footnoteRef:2]:       [2:  Each revision requires a new date	] 

	Permit Applicant Name:      
	Signature:      



Briefly summarise the project:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Provide a concise summary to facilitate review 
Answer the 5Ws: who, what, when, where, why…

Good descriptions include: whether this is a multi-assessment permit; whether this will serve to identify sites, or if existing sites will be further assessed – how deep are known deposits? What is the nature of the proposed impacts?

Example: 
An archaeological impact assessment to evaluate impacts to FaKe-1 in advance of proposed residential developments at 123 Main Street, Happy Town. This portion of FaKe-1 is not well-studied but midden deposits extend to a depth of 2 m elsewhere in the site.

Archaeological impact assessments on behalf of Sunshine Logging company and possible other licensees for proposed forestry developments in the Campbell River Natural Resource District – please note this is a multi-assessment permit
Choose applicable sector: Choose an item.
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[bookmark: _Toc33172667]PERMIT INFORMATION
Applications and maps submitted to the Branch will comply with Provincial standards[footnoteRef:3]. Spatial data will include shapefiles and kml/kmz files. [3:  Mapping and Shapefiles as of January 2, 2020: https://www2.gov.bc.ca/assets/gov/farming-natural-resources-and-industry/natural-resource-use/archaeology/forms-publications/mapping_shapefile_requirements.pdf ; more resources are forthcoming] 

[bookmark: _Toc28962395][bookmark: _Toc28968069]PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT(S) TO BE ASSESSED
Describe the proposed development(s) to be assessed. Describe the duration, extent, and magnitude of impacts from proposed activities, and how these impacts may affect archaeological resources:      
Is this a Multi-Assessment Permit (MAP)?
☐  No. All components are identified in this application. Size of proposed permit area (ha):      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: If this is selected, the next subsection can be deleted	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Must be consistent with spatial data provided to Branch
Additional comments:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Consider: is this a Major Project that will require a notification process similar to a MAP?
Is there additional rationale?

☐  Yes. The Multi-Assessment Permit Policy[footnoteRef:4] applies. 	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: And please fill in rest of this section [4:  https://www2.gov.bc.ca/assets/gov/farming-natural-resources-and-industry/natural-resource-use/archaeology/forms-publications/multi_assessment_permit_policy_18dec19.pdf ] 

Define scope of MAP:
Maximum number of individual assessments:      ;
Maximum size of assessment areas:      ; and/or
Other[footnoteRef:5]. Describe:       [5:  E.g., maintenance or upgrades to existing infrastructure] 

Should proposed assessment areas exceed what is described above, the permit holder will contact the Branch. The Branch may provisionally authorise the proposed variance, but approval will ultimately consider First Nation responses to Notices of Intent. 
[bookmark: _Toc26213515]Additional comments:      
[bookmark: _Toc28962397][bookmark: _Toc28968071]LOCATION
Table 1. Location of Permit Area
	Jurisdiction/Tenure
	Description

	☐  Private Property
	☐   Municipal address including postal code     	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Delete Prompts in red
☐  Legal description including land title district      
☐  Property Identification(s) (PID):      

	☐  Crown land
	Tenure Type and Description; if surveyed land, include land title district and/or Parcel Identifier Number(s) [PIN] or Geographical information:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Specify whether municipal or provincial Crown Land

	☐  Other
	Administrative Layer and/or Operating Areas as appropriate:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: e.g., Regional District of Happy Valley
BC Hydro operating area XX; TFL YYY
Applications which define a permit area with reference to a First Nations asserted territory must define that territory by reference to an attached map


Additional comments regarding permit area:      
[bookmark: _Toc28962398][bookmark: _Toc28968072]GOALS AND OBJECTIVES
The objective of this study is to collect data to inform next steps. Intended goals and objectives are selected: 
☐  Identify and evaluate protected archaeological resources within the proposed development area subject to assessment;
☐  Interpret site function;
☐  Assess site significance; 
☐  Identify the nature and magnitude of direct and indirect impacts that future proposed development may have on protected archaeological sites; 
☐  Formulate management options for avoiding or mitigating the impacts to protected sites, which may include systematic data recovery;
☐  Collate the results of any previous investigations at the site, with consideration to regional information. 
☐  Other objectives are proposed. Describe:      
If any of the above are not selected, provide a rationale:      
Additional comments:      
[bookmark: _Toc28962399][bookmark: _Toc28968073]RELATED STUDIES
The following studies are known to exist within or near the proposed permit area and have been provided to the Branch with this application:	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Upload PFRs, etc., via APTS
|_|	An Archaeological Overview Assessment (AOA)[footnoteRef:6]: [6:  Studies which incorporate information from First Nations may contain more comprehensive information relevant to adequately assessing potential.] 

|_|	A GIS-based archaeological predictive model. Details:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Specify whether the AOA has been reviewed and approved by the Branch
|_|	A desk-based assessment. Details:      
|_|	Field studies. Details:      
|_|	Other (e.g., ethnographic accounts, Traditional Use Studies). Details:      
Where models exist, desktop AOA or AOA model-generated high potential areas will be displayed on the detailed survey map. The field director will assess areas of low potential, to aid in the ongoing evaluation of the AOA model. The amount of visual assessment in areas modelled as low potential will be determined by the field director and a rationale provided in the report.
Additional comments:      
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[bookmark: _Hlk29457578]			 S12.2 Inspection Application 
Template v3 January 14, 2020
Table 2. Previous Studies Relevant[footnoteRef:7] to the Proposed Assessment(s) [7:  For MAPs, it may be appropriate to list only those studies relevant to assessments known at the time of application; otherwise this information should be included in Notices of Intent] 

	[bookmark: _Hlk26216406]Type of Study	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: AIA, PFR, etc.
	Direct Overlap with Assessment Area? (Y/N)
	Distance, Direction from Proposed Assessment Area
	Year Assessed
	HCA Permit #[footnoteRef:8] [8:  If applicable] 

	Comments Relevant to this Study	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: e.g., AIA immediately adjacent to subject property had deposits to 2 m DBS

	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     


Additional comments:      
Table 3. Previously Recorded Sites Relevant to the Proposed Assessment(s)
	Proposed Development Component	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: this column can be deleted if a single development permit (e.g., residential AIA)
	Borden Number
	Direct Overlap with Assessment Area? (Y/N)
	Distance and Direction from Proposed Assessment Area
	Site Type	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Similar to table above, consider relevant site types that may not directly overlap the permit area (e.g., wet sites) but are nearby
	Permit # of Previous Visits[footnoteRef:9]	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Consider what is appropriate (e.g., only select assessments within Crescent Beach may be applicable) [9:  List the permit for each relevant visit.] 



	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     


Additional comments:      

Is this related to any concurrent Heritage Conservation Act (HCA) permits? 
☐  No. 
☐  Yes. Provide HCA application and/or permit number(s):      
Describe how the HCA permits will work together:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: e.g., Application 20A0XXX seeks to authorise the removal of the existing house and driveway at the subject property; this permit seeks to authorise an archaeological impact assessment to determine the horizontal and vertical extend of the site and identify whether there are significant deposits. The results of this study will inform development at the subject property. 20A0XXX may require amendments, which will be referred to affected First Nations separately.

If known, provide First Nation File numbers:      
Additional comments:      
[bookmark: _Toc28962400][bookmark: _Toc28968074]ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION
This application requires further discussion not outlined elsewhere in this section of the application:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: E.g., Is this an NEB project? Is this a significantly contaminated site that will require an unusual approach?
[bookmark: _Toc28962401][bookmark: _Toc33172668]PERSONNEL
Roles will comply with Branch policy (e.g., Permit Personnel Policy[footnoteRef:10]). The Archaeology Branch (the Branch) may approve the addition of field directors without an amendment to the permit. [10:  Forthcoming as of January 2020] 

Table 4. Field Directors
	The Permit Area overlaps with these Culture Area(s)	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Select as appropriate and delete other rows in this table
	Qualified Field Directors

	☐  Northwest Coast
	     

	☐  Interior Plateau
	     

	☐  Sub-Arctic / Boreal Forest
	     


Additional Comments:      
[bookmark: _Toc28962402][bookmark: _Toc33172669]FIELD METHODS
The permit holder and field director(s) will consider and document comments and concerns from First Nations when making in-field decisions and developing management recommendations under this permit.	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Consider: this is an opportunity to explain how methods or management recommendations were adapted to consider comments from First Nations.
Also consider whether comments regarding features not automatically protected under the HCA were addressed by the proponent and/or archaeologist
The permit holder will record feedback generated from Notices of Intent, fieldwork observations, and report review, and summarise the exchange and recommendations in the report(s)
How will developments be selected for assessment? Describe:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: e.g., forestry developments which overlap the Branch-approved AOA model will be selected for assessment vs the entire subject property will be assessed
[bookmark: _Hlk24721613]Prior to the initiation of field studies, all previously recorded sites near the project area (e.g., within 50 m) will be subject to detailed background review of available site records, permit reports, and site record updates on file with the Archaeology Branch. Discrepancies in previously recorded site locations, site boundaries, or other site information will be addressed with Archaeology Branch prior to site visit(s). Additional comments:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Consider providing Inventory with a list of Borden Numbers in assessment area to confirm there are no significant updates
[bookmark: _Toc28962403][bookmark: _Toc28968077]ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL
[bookmark: _Hlk536531671]Areas with potential for archaeological resources will be considered when some of the following criteria are encountered. Reports will provide rationale behind in-field decisions:

Geological, terrain, or microtopographical features
Proximity to potable water
Slope
Aspect
Elevation
Forest cover
Soil drainage
Proximity to sheltered areas (from wind or rain);
Proximity to areas of potential cultural significance	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Consider responses to Notices of Intent and ethnographic accounts
Timber with potential for CMT sites
Shore lines
Proximity to cultural resources (e.g., trails; berry patches; fishing sites; travel corridors)
Any of the above conditions that existed in the past that are not present today (e.g., paleolandscapes; landforms obscured by agricultural practices)	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Examples of potentially helpful resources for coastal assessments:
Shugar, Dan H., et al. 2014 Post-glacial sea-level change along the Pacific coast of North America. Quaternary Science Reviews 97: 170-192.
McLaren, D., et al. 2014 A Post-glacial Sea Level Hinge on the Central Pacific Coast of Canada. Quaternary Science Reviews 97: 148-169.
Previously recorded archaeological or heritage sites
Areas identified by First Nations or other interested parties
Significant disturbance
Other (e.g., GPR)  

Additional comments:      
[bookmark: _Toc28962404][bookmark: _Toc28968078]FIELD RECORDING
Field notes will record in-field observations. Survey coverage and points of interest will be recorded (e.g., with a GPS or total station). A camera will be used to document in-field observations. When sites are identified, they will be mapped per Branch requirements[footnoteRef:11].  [11:  Defining Archaeological Site Boundaries & Protection Status: https://www2.gov.bc.ca/assets/gov/farming-natural-resources-and-industry/natural-resource-use/archaeology/forms-publications/defining_archaeological_site_boundaries_protection_status.pdf ] 

Notes will document information provided by First Nations and observations to support the rationale behind in-field decisions regarding survey coverage, subsurface testing methods, and preliminary management recommendations for sites. 
Polygons of negative subsurface test locations and areas of potential will be created for submission to the Branch. Notes will sufficiently describe sites to include necessary information to complete a site form[footnoteRef:12] to Provincial standards. [12:  Notes and photos are required by repositories and may be recalled by the Branch] 

Additional comments:      
[bookmark: _Toc28962405][bookmark: _Toc28968079]SURVEY COVERAGE
The study area will be surveyed for archaeological features (e.g., cultural depressions, trees with modifications that may pre-date AD 1846), and areas exhibiting potential for archaeological resources (e.g., landforms and exposures). Surveyed terrain will be mapped in relation to the development footprint and described in the report. 
Survey coverage will minimally address areas of anticipated archaeological potential identified by the AOA study (where they exist) and may be modified based on in-field observations. Areas of potential that are not surveyed will be mapped and rationale provided for why the area was not assessed and why it was evaluated to contain potential. 
Select all that apply:
|_|  Traverses or transects with crew members spaced at 10 m intervals or less in areas of high potential; at less than 25 m intervals in areas of moderate potential; at 10-40 m intervals in areas of low archaeological potential. Additional details regarding approach:      
|_|  The entire development will be surveyed with crew members spaced in less than 5 m intervals. Additional details regarding approach:      
|_|  Areas with high potential for surface artifacts will be surveyed with crew members spaced at 1-5 m intervals. Additional details regarding approach:      
|_|  Areas with terrain that has low potential for archaeological resources other than CMTs will be surveyed with crew members spaced at 5-50 m intervals. Additional details regarding approach:      
|_|  Areas of low archaeological potential may not be surveyed or will be surveyed en route to areas of high archaeological potential. Additional details regarding approach:      
|_|  Other (provide details and rationale):      
Additional comments:      :	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Explain why proposed survey coverage is appropriate (e.g., located in cultivated land?)
[bookmark: _Toc28962406][bookmark: _Toc28968080]SUBSURFACE TESTING[footnoteRef:13] [13:  Including mechanical augers] 

All Areas of Potential (AOPs) and negative Subsurface Test Locations (STLs) will be mapped and shapefiles will be provided to the Branch, per the Mapping and Shapefile Requirements (i.e., shown as polygons with the number of tests, or each individual test shown).
[bookmark: _Hlk536466238]Stratigraphic and subsurface descriptions will be recorded in the field and summarized in the report(s). Special attention will be paid to significant results, variations, and/or changes.	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Samples are available from the Branch. Subsurface descriptions should be representative; the stratigraphy of each test does not have to be recorded
Reports will describe why the Field Director determined the sediments are culturally sterile. When the depth of culturally sterile deposits in the test was not determined, a rationale must be provided in the report. 	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Consider sampling with augers, etc., when cultural deposits may exceed beyond the reach of the shovel.
The effectiveness of testing at each STL will be determined by a quantitative and/or qualitative evaluation of research. Assumptions about the type, size and artifact density of potential target sites will be described in this evaluation.
While the Branch recommends subsurface testing Areas of Potential (AOPs), when AOPs are avoided by development and thereby not subjected to testing, reports will describe observations (e.g., microtopography, nearby drainages, vegetation); indicate how these characteristics affected the evaluation of potential; and provide management recommendations to avoid impacts to the AOPs until they can be fully assessed. 	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Subsurface testing will confirm the presence and extent of archaeological resources in potential conflict with development, thereby informing the Provincial Heritage Register and confirming an assessment’s evaluation of factors leading to the potential for archaeological sites and subsequent land use decisions.  
Select as appropriate:
☐  Tests will minimally measure 0.123 m2 (e.g., 35 cm a side shovel test). Sediments will be screened through ¼” mesh or smaller. Tests will be excavated until culturally sterile sediments are confirmed (e.g., glacial till). Additional details regarding approach:      
☐  Soils believed to contain cultural materials will remain within the site boundary[footnoteRef:14] and described in the site form and report. Additional details regarding approach:       [14:  Cultural deposits must be kept within site boundary and permit area] 

☐  STLs will be tested at 5 m intervals or less. The field director will provide a rationale in instances where a different interval of testing is employed. Additional details regarding approach:      
☐  Soil probes may be used to confirm the presence of cultural deposits (e.g., midden; stratigraphy within cultural depressions). However, only mechanical augers or shovel testing can be used to demonstrate cultural deposits are not present to support site boundary definition. Additional details regarding approach:      
☐  Mechanical augers may be employed. Describe approach:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: e.g., 40 cm augers, all sediments will be screened
☐  Other methods will be followed. Describe:      
Additional comments:      :	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: To support discussion regarding subsurface testing not otherwise presented in this section
[bookmark: _Toc28962407][bookmark: _Toc28968081]Machine-Assisted Inspections
Would you like to include provision for mechanical excavation (i.e., backhoes)?
☐	No (delete rest of the text in this section and proceed to next section) 	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: If ‘No’ is selected, you may delete rest of text in this section and proceed to next section
☐	Yes (see below). 
Machine-assisted inspection will comply with appropriate WorkSafe BC Requirements. 
Machine-assisted inspections will be directed by a qualified archaeologist (i.e., field director).
In the event ancestral remains are identified, methods are described in Section 6.
Select as appropriate:
☐  Toothed buckets may be used to remove obstructions (pavement, boulders, etc.) prior to reaching potentially culture-bearing sediments. Additional details regarding approach:      
☐  Potentially culture-bearing sediments will be removed with a finishing bucket, in maximum       cm vertical lifts, to allow the archaeologist to observe any exposed features or intact deposits and collect artifact provenience in the most precise manner possible. The horizontal extent of lifts will not exceed 3 m. Additional details regarding approach:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: e.g., 10 cm
☐  The Field Director may use discretion to determine the amount of material to be processed; the report will include a summary of methods and the rationale behind in-field decisions. Additional details regarding approach:      
☐  In the event intact archaeological deposits or features are identified, mechanical excavation will cease and excavation will proceed by hand or other methods in consultation with the Branch. Additional details regarding approach:      
☐  When archaeological deposits are identified,       of sediments will be excavated by hand. Additional details regarding approach:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: choose % or m3
☐  When greater than       m3 of archaeological deposits are identified, the Branch and First Nations will be contacted. Work may not proceed without Branch approval. Rationale and additional details regarding approach:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Provide volume, and describe rationale at pertains to this assessment
☐  Mechanically-displaced deposits will be inspected for cultural material (e.g., screening). Describe methods:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Consider severity of disturbance, if any.	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: e.g., % screened vs. raked
☐  Alternate methods. Provide detail:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Example: methods for geotechnical testing
☐  This section requires further discussion not outlined elsewhere in this section of the application. Describe:       
[bookmark: _Toc28962408][bookmark: _Toc28968082]Winter Assessments 
Will winter assessment be employed?
☐  No (delete rest of the text in this section and proceed to next subsection) 	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: If ‘No’ is selected, you may delete rest of text in this section and proceed to next section
☐  Yes. Choose as appropriate:
☐	Where test locations were initially visited under snow and frost-free conditions and evaluated to contain archaeological potential for subsurface archaeological resources. Methods may include evaluative units and systematic data recovery using artificial heating or other methods approved by the Branch to create snow and frost-free conditions.
☐	Winter survey may occur in areas evaluated to contain low potential for all archaeological resources, except culturally modified trees.
☐	This project is located within the Fort Nelson and/or Peace Natural Resource Districts (i.e., the Northeast Natural Resource Region).
☐	Other:       
Testing strategies (and confidence in testing) will consider the degree in which microtopography was discernable. 
Select as Appropriate: 
☐  Snow will be removed as necessary, exposing the ground.
☐  Tools (e.g., concrete saws) may be employed to cut frozen ground.
☐  Subsurface tests will be excavated by shovel and/or pick-axe, etc.
☐  Subsurface test soils will be collected and bagged individually by test unit.
☐  Subsurface tests will be numbered and mapped; soils will be kept separate.
☐  Provisions will be made to transport the soils to facilities for screening.
☐  Sediments will be thawed and screened through ¼” mesh.
☐  Remaining cleaned clasts from the collection screen will be removed and visually inspected.
☐  Evaluative units may be excavated when the ground is heated, using excavation methods as discussed elsewhere in this application.
☐  If topography is difficult to discern, systematic testing will be employed and the methods employed will be outlined in the interim reports. Testing at smaller intervals may be required.
☐  Other. Describe:      
Additional comments:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: e.g., are there situations where winter assessments will be inappropriate? Are other methods proposed to thaw sediments?
[bookmark: _Toc28962409][bookmark: _Toc28968083]ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION
This application requires further discussion regarding archaeological methods not outlined in this template. Describe:       
[bookmark: _Toc28962410][bookmark: _Toc33172670]SITE RECORDING AND EVALUATION 
Sites will be mapped using measuring tape, compass, GPS, total station, or similar. Archaeological features (e.g., cultural depressions) will be measured, mapped, and photographed. Sites and significant artifacts will be photographed in the field and detailed in a photo log. 	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: High resolution photos are preferred
Proposed site boundaries will comply with Branch policy[footnoteRef:15] (observed, natural, etc.) Any variances will be discussed with Branch staff prior to the completion of fieldwork.  [15:  https://www2.gov.bc.ca/assets/gov/farming-natural-resources-and-industry/natural-resource-use/archaeology/forms-publications/defining_archaeological_site_boundaries_protection_status.pdf ] 

Select as Appropriate: 
☐  When site extent is evaluated through subsurface testing, tests may be spaced 1-5 m apart on a grid, as appropriate. Additional testing may occur at the field director’s discretion. Testing will continue until 15 m of negative tests are reached in each direction (e.g., cardinal or ordinal), unless other methods are approved. Additional details regarding approach:      
☐  For larger sites, “back testing” may be applied. The specific methods will be described in the report. Additional details regarding approach:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Back testing may be described in this way:
Site boundaries will be defined by excavating tests 10-15 m away from the original discovery. If each of these tests also uncovers archaeological remains, subsurface tests may be excavated in an additional 10-15 m interval and the process is repeated. If additional tests fail to reveal archaeological resources, tests will be placed closer to the last positive test.
☐  Where the site is comprised of one positive test, a minimum of four additional subsurface tests will be placed 1 m around the test. Additional details regarding approach:      
☐  Other. Describe:      
Additional comments:      
[bookmark: _Toc28962411][bookmark: _Toc28968085]CMT SURVEY
Are CMTs anticipated?
☐	No. Provide rationale:       	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: If selected, the next bullet and accompanying text may be deleted.
☐	Yes. Following Bulletin 27[footnoteRef:16], CMT sites will be recorded and samples will be analysed in accordance with Branch standards[footnoteRef:17]. Rationale and details regarding a sampling strategy[footnoteRef:18] will be discussed in reports. The type and location of CMTs presumed to post-date AD 1846 will be recorded (i.e., a sample recorded to Level 1 standards).  [16:  https://www2.gov.bc.ca/assets/gov/farming-natural-resources-and-industry/natural-resource-use/archaeology/forms-publications/bulletin_27_cmt_guidelines.pdf ]  [17:  Defining Archaeological Site Boundaries; CMT Handbook]  [18:  I.e., Muir and Moon 2000] 

Additional comments:      
ROCK ART
If rock art is identified, it will be fully recorded (e.g., multiple overlapping photographs, sketches), whilst minimising damage, per Bulletin 26[footnoteRef:19]. [19:  https://www2.gov.bc.ca/gov/content/industry/natural-resource-use/archaeology/guidance-policy-tools/bulletins ] 

Additional comments:       
WET SITES
Are wet sites anticipated?
|_|	No. Provide rationale:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: If selected the next bullet and accompanying text may be deleted.
|_|	Yes. Describe specific methods:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Consider survey methods and site discovery methods for intertidal or subtidal components.
Describe how location and materials will be stabilised.
Consider: will cores be employed to identify wet sites? Is another repository required?

Helpful Reference:
Bernick, K., 2019, Waterlogged: Examples and Procedures for Northwest Coast Archaeologists Washington State University Press, Pullman, WA

Note: “methods will be determined” is insufficient.
If specialists are named, they must agree to be included in the permit application
Additional comments:      
[bookmark: _Toc28968088]EVALUATIVE EXCAVATION
Describe under what circumstances evaluative units will be excavated:       	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Consider: how many EUs may be excavated? How will First Nations and the Branch be engaged in advance of significant mitigation strategies?
Select as appropriate:
☐  Evaluative units may be excavated in stratigraphic layers or arbitrary levels (5‑10 cm). Features will be excavated by stratigraphic layer. Within thicker layers, 5-10 cm arbitrary levels will be excavated as appropriate.
☐  3D provenience for features and artifacts found in situ will be recorded and cultural materials collected. For each unit, an illustrative representation to scale for two adjacent walls and floor plans will be prepared and labelled as appropriate. Photographs will be taken at the completion of each layer. Stratigraphy will be recorded. 
☐  Other. Describe:       
[bookmark: _Toc28962415][bookmark: _Toc28968089]SITE FLAGGING
Will boundaries be flagged?
|_|  No. Provide rationale:      
|_|  Yes. Describe approach:      
Additional comments:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Consider: could site boundaries be determined after fieldwork is complete?
[bookmark: _Toc28962416][bookmark: _Toc28968090]ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION
This application requires further discussion regarding methods not outlined in this section. Describe:       
[bookmark: _Toc28962417][bookmark: _Toc33172671]COLLECTION AND ANALYSIS 
[bookmark: _Hlk28942629]Collection of materials from an archaeological site will be handled with sufficient care during excavation, recording, transport, cleaning, analysis and storage to ensure no additional damage or negative impacts occur to the collections during these processes per Bulletin 26. 
The permit holder is responsible to ensure analysts are qualified. Analysts must be named in the report(s). 
All collected materials from an archaeological context (e.g., artifacts, fauna) will be collected, analysed, reported, and curated with the designated repository/repositories. Artifact collection and/or sampling strategies will consider First Nation comments where possible[footnoteRef:20].	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Repositories have communicated to the Branch that too often material is described in reports, but a catalogue is not created [20:  i.e., First Nations with overlapping territories may have different perspectives whether artifacts should be collected or left in situ] 

[bookmark: _Hlk24722201]Artifacts and samples will only be sent out of the Province (even to other offices within the archaeological firm) following engagement with First Nations and approval from the Branch. The request to send artifacts out of the Province will include an artifact catalogue, photographs of tools and/or diagnostics, the reason for export, the destination and the length of time they will be out of Province.
All artifact assemblages will be analyzed with the intent of defining site function, activity areas and cultural chronology if possible[footnoteRef:21]. All formed tools will be measured and illustrated or photographed, with technological attributes noted. 	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Cores, expediently-retouched flakes, and utilised flakes may be sampled. [21:  E.g., Clark 2010; Mitchell 1971] 

Faunal remains will be analysed to the most specific taxa possible by a trained individual with access to an appropriate comparative collection or reference materials. Faunal elements will be identified by taxa, element, and side if possible, and any relevant cultural modifications or natural taphonomic processes noted, with the aim of answering questions on site formation processes, subsistence strategies, environment, season of occupation, etc.
If materials are not collected, they will be recorded in detail and photographed in the field. 
[bookmark: _Toc28962418][bookmark: _Toc28968092]COLLECTION OF MATERIAL AND SAMPLING
With regards to collection of materials, select as appropriate:	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Consider: will different areas of the permit be subject to different approaches?
☐  All materials from an archaeological context (e.g., artifacts, fauna) will be collected. Additional details regarding approach:      
☐  For large lithic scatters (>100 artifacts), sampling may be employed in consultation with the Branch; diagnostic artifacts will be collected, as well as artifacts at risk from proposed development or unauthorized collection. Rationale:       	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Consider scientific value (e.g., undisturbed).
☐  Formed or expedient tools, diagnostic artifacts, and artifacts which may provide opportunities for additional analysis (e.g., XRF; residue analysis) will be collected. At the request of First Nations, other artifacts may be left within the site, in a location unlikely to be harmed by unauthorised collection. Artifacts left in the field will be described, assigned basic analysis, and photographed. The location where artifacts are reburied will be recorded on maps and described in the report. Photographs will be of a sufficient quality to confirm an artifact’s cultural origin. Photos must be date stamped. If the site consists of non-diagnostic debitage, a selection of artifacts should be photographed as evidence of cultural modification prior to reburial.  Describe the reburial approach and rationale:      
☐  All artifacts removed from evaluative units will be collected. Additional details regarding approach:      
Additional comments regarding collection of materials:       

With regards to analysis of sampled material, select as appropriate:
☐  Micro debitage may be present. Describe how it will be identified and assessed:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: e.g., will a specific sample be screened for micro debitgage?
☐  FAR (Fire Altered Rock) may be present. Describe approach for collection and analysis:       	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: As appropriate to your study, consider:
Weight, count, size, type, ratio vs. sediment (e.g., XX g of FCR was identified in 1m3 at EU3, etc.) This will help provide meaningful data and speak to the activities that yielded that particular type of FAR. 

Consider:
The study of FCR and its research potential: 
FCR fracture types
Experimental analysis correlated with activities 
☐  Midden deposits are anticipated. Describe how vertebrates and invertebrates will be sampled:       
☐  Other. Describe:      
Additional comments regarding collection and analysis of sampled material:       

With regards to additional sampling strategies, select as appropriate:	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Consider: will different areas of the permit be subject to different approaches?
☐  If intact deposits are encountered, appropriate samples (e.g., radiocarbon, column, bulk samples) will be taken. The provenience of all samples will be recorded. Samples will be labeled appropriately. Description of methods and analysis will be provided in the report. Additional details regarding approach:      
☐  Where wet sites are encountered, monolith and/or specialist samples may be taken and processed if the site cannot be avoided. Additional details regarding approach:      
☐  Where wet screening is appropriate, all displaced deposits will be screened through an appropriate sized screen (e.g., 1/4” or smaller). Sediments will be placed in the screen and washed through using a hand-held hose with a variable control nozzle. Contextual information will be maintained to ensure that levels, layers, and features are separated within evaluative units or shovel tests and cultural material recovered in the screens will be bagged by level, layer, and unit/test. Additional details regarding approach:      
☐  When column samples are taken, the volume from each stratigraphic component should be 1 L unless otherwise specified in the report. The samples will be dried and screened through nested geologic screens. The contents of the screens will be sorted and weighed to the nearest 0.01 g. Additional details regarding approach:      
☐  Samples will be processed by a qualified individual[footnoteRef:22] before the report deliverables are due. Samples will be analysed in the lab using methods appropriate for geological, palaeobotanical, zooarchaeological, or micro debitage analysis, which will be described in the final report. Additional details regarding approach:       [22:  Per Bulletin 26] 

☐  When samples are not processed, they will be stabilized for long-term storage, and their lack of analysis rationalised in the associated report(s). Additional details regarding approach:      
☐  Other. Describe:      
Additional comments regarding additional sampling strategies:       
[bookmark: _Toc28962420][bookmark: _Toc28968093]ANALYSIS
Select as appropriate for analysis:
☐  Raw material sourcing analysis will be completed, where appropriate.  Additional details regarding approach:      
☐  The lab results from radiocarbon analysis will be appended to the report and site record(s) with calibrated and conventional/standard dates. Results will be submitted to the Canadian Archaeological Radiocarbon Database (CARD[footnoteRef:23]). Additional details regarding approach:       [23:  https://www.canadianarchaeology.ca/ ] 

☐  Other. Describe:      
Additional comments regarding analysis:      
[bookmark: _Toc28962421][bookmark: _Toc28968094]SIGNIFICANCE AND IMPACTS
[bookmark: _Toc28962422][bookmark: _Toc28968095]Significance Evaluation 
Site significance will be evaluated following Section 3.5.2.2 and Appendix D of the Guidelines[footnoteRef:24], and, where CMTs have been identified, the Significance and Management of CMTs[footnoteRef:25].  [24:  https://www2.gov.bc.ca/assets/gov/farming-natural-resources-and-industry/natural-resource-use/archaeology/forms-publications/archaeological_impact_assessment_guidelines.pdf ]  [25:  Eldridge 1997] 

Additional comments:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: e.g., is the applicant aware of any First Nation policies which speak to evaluation?
[bookmark: _Toc28962423][bookmark: _Toc28968096]Assessing Impacts
Assessing impacts to archaeological sites will follow Section 3.5.2.3 and Appendix F of the Guidelines.
Additional comments:      
[bookmark: _Toc28962424][bookmark: _Toc28968097]ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION
This application requires further discussion regarding archaeological methods not outlined in this template. Describe:       
[bookmark: _Toc28962425][bookmark: _Hlk536611649][bookmark: _Toc33172672]ANCESTRAL REMAINS AND BURIAL PLACES
When partial or complete ancestral remains, grave goods, and/or burial features (e.g., cairns and mounds) are identified in the field, all nearby ground disturbance will cease. Affected First Nations, the Branch, and other concerned parties will be immediately informed, and next steps will be determined. 
Archaeologists will consult with First Nations prior to fieldwork to determine protocols in the event ancestral remains are anticipated.	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Scope of project may suggest applicants engage with First Nations and proponents prior to developing this application. Methods can then be inserted into this document.

Prior to submitting the application, determine whether First Nations want remains reburied within the site or a different course of action. Consider what the Field Directors need to know when conducting work, and what you’ve heard from First Nations and put it in the application – example: can ancestral remains be photographed? Will methods be consistent throughout the permit area? Does your firm have a specialist to attend the site so the remains do not leave traditional territory?
Where human remains of suspected forensic interest are encountered, local law enforcement and/or the Coroners Service of BC will be notified. 
[bookmark: _Hlk24722227]Ancestral remains will not be subjected to destructive testing nor out-of-Province analysis without First Nation engagement and approval from the Branch.
Select as appropriate:
☐  This management plan is based on discussion with affected First Nations. Additional comments:      
[bookmark: _Hlk166382]☐  Where burial features are believed to be present, the field director will describe the basis for their identification and cite the appropriate classification scheme(s)[footnoteRef:26]. In addition to standard archaeological site recording, ancestral remains and burial features will be recorded to include, at minimum: horizontal and vertical extent, orientation and position, inventory of skeletal remains and grave inclusions, and integrity. Additional comments:       [26:  E.g., Mathews 2006] 

☐  Where possible, basic osteological data will be recorded (e.g., minimum number of individuals, sex, age, stature, and any evidence of trauma, disease and cultural modification). Additional comments:      
☐  In consultation with all involved parties, efforts will be made to rebury the remains and associated grave goods following First Nations protocols, within the permit area, preferably within the archaeological site, in an area unlikely to be disturbed in the future. Additional comments:      
☐  The reburial location is within or near the original archaeological site; it will be mapped and recorded on the site form under that Borden number. Additional comments:      
☐  The proposed reburial location is not anticipated to be near the original archaeological site. Describe:      
☐  If ancestral remains cannot be avoided in situ and consultation between First Nations, the Branch and other concerned parties determines that relocation or reburial is the most appropriate option, the remains will be respectfully recovered by an archaeologist with osteological expertise and placed in secure storage (i.e., the consultant’s office unless otherwise specified below) with associated grave goods until ready for final disposition. Additional comments:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: e.g., are there specific First Nations protocols to mention?
☐  Fragmentary or isolated ancestral remains identified during post-field analysis will be kept in secure storage pending final disposition. Additional comments:      
☐  A location other than the consultant’s office will be used as secure storage when ancestral remains are identified and cannot be immediately reinterred. Specify:       
☐  Other. Describe:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: e.g., will known First Nations policies and protocols be implemented?
Can ancestral remains leave a traditional territory? Cross water? This is an excellent place to describe methods not addressed above.
Additional comments:      
[bookmark: _Toc28962426][bookmark: _Toc33172673]REPOSITORY AND CURATION
☐  The repository has been contacted and agrees to accept materials collected under the authority of this permit. 	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Arrange prior to submitting application
Table 5. Repository Information
	[bookmark: _Hlk426582]Contact Name:         
	Repository:       

	Address:       

	Phone:        
	Email or Fax:        


☐  More than one repository will be used. Rationale and contact information:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: If more than one repository will be used, copy the table above as required. 
Materials to accompany the archaeological collection include:
submission letter with box inventory;
artifacts and digital catalogue;
· catalogue numbers will be provided by the Province
· The Province must be advised of the final catalogue number when cataloguing is complete
field notes (original and/or digital copies, including maps and sketches);
photographs and photo log (copies of prints, if any, and digital); and 
final permit report, with interims and specialised analyses appended (hardcopy and digital copy).
Cultural materials and supporting documentation must be transferred to the designated repository per their standards for packing and transport. The Branch must be provided confirmation that the repository has accepted artifacts, samples, and records prior to the expiration of the reporting period of this permit.  
Additional comments:       
[bookmark: _Toc28962427][bookmark: _Toc33172674]PERMIT DELIVERABLES
Reports, maps, and site records will comply with Branch standards[footnoteRef:27]. The permit report and site form(s) will identify the repository. Site information described in reports must precisely match the site records (e.g., boundaries, recovered materials).	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: There should be no discrepancies between the site record and reports.  [27:  E.g., Mapping and Shapefile Requirements; Bulletins 7 and 10] 

[bookmark: _Hlk1558801]Permit report citations in the References sections of reports will include the relevant HCA permit number. Reports will include a distribution list.
[bookmark: _Hlk361243]Permit deliverables include: 
Site records, including site forms, artifact catalogues, and other documentation;
PDF[footnoteRef:28] and hard copy of Final Report: [28:  Electronic versions of reports should be uploaded directly to APTS] 

· Interims (when applicable) will be appended to the electronic version – the hardcopy will not include interims;
· Specialised analyses (e.g., radiocarbon dating) will be appended to the electronic and hardcopy versions of reports; 
· Summary of Notices of Intent (when applicable) will be appended to the electronic and hardcopy versions of reports
Shapefiles (as polygons): 
· study areas; 
· negative subsurface test locations; and 
· areas of potential not subjected to subsurface testing.
Confirmation of acceptance from the repository.
[bookmark: _Toc28962428][bookmark: _Toc28968101]SITE RECORDS
[bookmark: _Hlk361379]Site forms and all related documentation (e.g., maps, artifact catalogues) will comply with Branch requirements[footnoteRef:29]. Site forms will be submitted within 6 weeks of the completion of site investigations.  [29:  E.g., Site Form Guide - https://www2.gov.bc.ca/assets/gov/farming-natural-resources-and-industry/natural-resource-use/archaeology/forms-publications/archaeological_site_inventory_form_guide.pdf ] 

Additional comments:      
[bookmark: _Toc28962429][bookmark: _Toc28968102]REPORTS
Management summaries and recommendations will clearly outline the proponent’s responsibilities under the HCA. Interim Reports may be submitted under this permit.	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: “No further work” is inappropriate. Instead, something like “while no archaeological resources were identified following this study, should an archaeological site be identified, work must stop and the Branch contacted for further direction. A site alteration permit is required prior to any alterations to a site”
Resources not automatically protected under the HCA may be discussed, in order to inform the proponent that additional management measures may be discussed with affected First Nations. 
Reports shall contain detailed descriptions of every part of each proposed development area assessed, in terms of the criteria used to evaluate archaeological potential. This includes all proposed development areas that are inspected in the field, as well as those development areas reviewed solely through map and document review if the permit would have authorized field inspection of those developments. 
Reports will describe test locations in terms of size, stratigraphy, setting, and number of tests placed. The report will include an evaluation of research including an evaluation of the level of confidence that can be placed in the results of the assessment. 
Reports will describe areas of low potential as assessed by an AOA model or desktop review. Rationales may include a summary of the model parameters, and supporting evidence (terrain maps, forest cover information, air photos, etc.).  
Photographs of diagnostic artifacts, formed tools, and rock art will be included in the site record and permit report. Where sensitive information has been collected, the site record and report may be redacted prior to distribution via the Remote Access to Archaeological Data (RAAD) the Provincial Archaeological Report Library (PARL).	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: i.e., following discussion with First Nation communities
A summary description of each site recorded or revisited will be included in the report, including a synthesis of previous archaeological work relating to the site.

Additional comments:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Consider: are you proposing to use one report for concurrent permits?
[bookmark: _Toc28962430][bookmark: _Toc28968103]SCHEDULE OF DELIVERABLES
Is the report due within two years of the anticipated permit issuance?
☐	Yes (delete rest of this section and proceed to the next section). 
Should the permit be amended to extend beyond two years, the permit holder is required to provide shapefiles and a summary report annually to the Branch.

☐	No. As the inability to access information from long-term projects impacts the efficiency and effectiveness of resource management decisions for the project and archaeological activities in the general area of these studies, the following deliverables will be submitted throughout the course of the permit:
Table 6. Schedule for Multi-Year Studies[footnoteRef:30] [30:  The pending replacement to Bulletin 13 outlines the schedule of deliverables for amended permits include an extension beyond two years. ] 

	[bookmark: _Hlk28951044]Deliverable
	Timelines (Choose as appropriate)

	
	Default
	Other (Specify)

	Site records	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: i.e., site form, catalogues, photographs, spatial data, etc.
	☐  Within six weeks of the completion of site investigations
	☐       

	Interim reports
	☐  As required to provide management recommendations to the proponent, including areas where no archaeological resources were found but development is proceeding
	☐       

	Shapefiles[footnoteRef:31] [31:  Study areas, negative subsurface test locations, areas of potential] 

	☐  Annually, on the anniversary of permit issuance
	☐       

	Summary reports	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Summary reports are not intended to be onerous. The permit holder will provide permission to the Branch to distribute the report to inform work conducted near the permitted study area. The report may be reviewed by the Archaeology Branch; however, these reports do not replace reporting procedures where a resource management decision is required. The summary report may be a letter report similar to the management summary for a final report.
	☐  Annually, on the anniversary of permit issuance
	☐       


A summary report provides:
Project description(s) and location(s);
Summary of surveyed areas;
Brief description of sites identified or revisited within the study area, including:
· Site function; 
· Site dimensions; 
· Artifacts and faunal remains (e.g., nature, density, counts); 
· Significant artifacts or features; 
· Whether ancestral remains were identified and their present status (i.e., have they been reburied?); and
Other important information.
Additional comments:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Consider: are you proposing to use one report for concurrent permits?
[bookmark: _Toc28962431][bookmark: _Toc33172675]APPLICANT
Applicant’s current resume must be on file with the Archaeology Branch prior to review of this application. 	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: New or updates resumes may be uploaded via APTS at the time of submission
Choose as appropriate:	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Unchecked options may be deleted
☐	This is the applicant’s first permit issued under the HCA.
[bookmark: _Hlk24722374]The permit-holder will not be eligible to hold additional permits until the terms and conditions of this permit are met to the satisfaction of the Archaeology Branch.
The permit holder is expected to undertake the majority of fieldwork and reporting (including site records) in order to demonstrate their abilities under this permit.
For multi-assessment permits, no more than 15 developments can be assessed. This may be extended following acceptance of site forms and interim reports. The Branch will provide written authorisation to the permit holder.  
☐	The applicant has successfully completed the following permits (n≤3):      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Provide permit and/or application numbers:
[bookmark: _Hlk24722543]The Branch may apply additional conditions to the permit based on the scope of the assessment and results of previous permitted work. 
☐	The applicant has held and successfully completed more than three permits issued under the HCA.
Additional comments:      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Consider: is the permit holder sufficiently experienced to successfully complete this permit? 
What steps might the applicant take to mitigate experience gaps (e.g., access to an osteologist; scheduled meetings with elders for a territory the applicant has never worked in)
If this is outside the usual scope of projects for the applicant, this is an opportunity to explain how you will address possible capacity issues.
[bookmark: _Toc28962432][bookmark: _Toc33172676]NOTICES[footnoteRef:32] [32:  Additional information available in Bulletin 3 - https://www2.gov.bc.ca/gov/content/industry/natural-resource-use/archaeology/guidance-policy-tools/bulletins] 

[bookmark: _Toc28962433][bookmark: _Toc28968106]COPYRIGHT
At the time of report production, the owner(s) of the report copyright will be asked to grant a non-exclusive license to the Province of British Columbia for the purpose of copying and distributing the report. The original copyright owner will retain copyright ownership. The granting of this license will facilitate access to the archaeological data contained within the report and will therefore contribute to the protection of heritage resources throughout the Province. 
Copyright owners who refuse to grant a license to the Province may be restricted from accessing other licensed works on PARL and photocopying reports. Individuals working on behalf of a copyright owner who has refused to grant a license to the Province may also be restricted from accessing Branch records. Refusing to grant a license does not affect permit eligibility.
[bookmark: _Hlk22656381]The Grant of License will be added to the first page of reports, and reads:
		[bookmark: _Hlk28894654]I ________________________ confirm that I am the copyright owner (or a copyright owner) of this permit report, and for good and valuable consideration I irrevocably grant a non-exclusive license to the Province of British Columbia, for a term equal to the life of the copyright commencing on the date of execution below, to make copies of the reports, including all appendices and photos, and to provide such copies to anyone, at the discretion of the Province, either at no charge or at the cost incurred by the Province in making and distributing the copies. All parties, except the party for whom the report was prepared, acknowledge that any use or interpretation of this report is at the sole risk and liability of the subsequent user(s).
SAMPLE

Executed this ___ day of ____________, 20XX, for Permit Number _____________, by

____________________________________    ____________________________________ 
Signature of Copyright Owner                                 Affiliation






[bookmark: _Toc28962434][bookmark: _Toc28968107]OTHER PERMITS
[bookmark: _Hlk24722611]This application is for a permit, under the Heritage Conservation Act (HCA), to authorize the permit holder to carry out the inspections as described in the permit application. Please note that additional authorizations may be required to ensure compliance with all applicable laws.
[bookmark: _Toc28962435][bookmark: _Toc33172677]REFERENCES	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Add other references as required
Andrefsky, W., Jr. 
1998	Lithics: Macroscopic approaches to analysis. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK.

Archaeology Branch
[bookmark: _Hlk536466814]1998 	British Columbia Archaeological Impact Assessment Guidelines. Electronic document, accessed      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Add date
1999	Found Human Remains. Electronic document, accessed      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Add date
2001	Culturally Modified Trees of British Columbia: A Handbook for the Identification and Recording of Culturally Modified Trees. Electronic document, accessed      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Add date
2017a	Defining Archaeological Site Boundaries and Protection Status. Electronic document, accessed      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Add date
2017b	Mapping and Shapefile Requirements. Electronic document, accessed      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Add date
2017c Information Bulletin Number 27: Cultural Modified Trees Guidelines. Electronic document, accessed      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Add date
2019a Information Bulletin Number 26: Treatment of Archaeological Materials. Electronic document, accessed      	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Add date
2019b	Multi-Assessment Permit Policy. Electronic document, accessed      

Clark, T.
2010	Rewriting Marpole: The Path to Cultural Complexity in the Gulf of Georgia. Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Department of Anthropology, University of Toronto, Toronto, ON.

Eldridge, M.
1997 	The Significance and Management of Culturally Modified Trees. Final Report Prepared for Vancouver Forest Region and CMT Standards Steering Committee. Manuscript on file, Canadian Environmental Agency, Ottawa, ON. Electronic document, accessed      . 	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Add Date

Magne, M.P.R.
1983	Lithics and Livelihood: Stone Tool Technologies of Central and Southern Interior BC. Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Department of Anthropology, University of British Columbia, Vancouver, BC.

Mathews, D.
2006	Burial Cairn Taxonomy and the Mortuary Landscape of Rocky Point, British Columbia. Unpublished M.A. thesis, Department of Anthropology, University of Victoria, Victoria, BC.

Mitchell, D.
1971	Archaeology of the Gulf of Georgia, A Natural Region and its Cultural Types. Syesis Vol. 4, Supplement 1. British Columbia Provincial Museum, Victoria, BC.

Muir, R.J. and H. Moon
2000	Sampling Culturally Modified Tree Sites. British Columbia Ministry of Forests and Range, Aboriginal Affairs Branch. Electronic document, accessed      
[bookmark: _Toc28962436][bookmark: _Toc33172678]CERTIFICATION AND CONSENT[footnoteRef:33] [33:  Refer to Bulletin 3 for more information: https://www2.gov.bc.ca/gov/content/industry/natural-resource-use/archaeology/guidance-policy-tools/bulletins ] 

[bookmark: _Toc28962437][bookmark: _Toc28968110]CLIENT CERTIFICATION
I certify that I have read and concur with the content of this permit application.
Client Certification.
	Date:
     
	Client Name:
     
	Client Affiliation:
     
	Client Signature:
     


[bookmark: _Toc28962438][bookmark: _Toc28968111]CONSENT TO THE USE OF PERSONAL INFORMATION
Permit applicants and their clients must consent to the use of personal information, as names, addresses, telephone numbers, and email addresses are included in permit applications, site inventory forms, and/or permit reports. The collection, management, and distribution of personal information is subject to the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act[footnoteRef:34]. [34:  http://www.bclaws.ca/Recon/document/ID/freeside/96165_00 ] 

I consent to the Archaeology Branch’s use of personal information contained in this application, as well as the personal information contained in the resulting site inventory form and permit report, for contact and verification purposes. I understand this information will be retained in the provincial archaeological site database and permit report. I also understand this information may be disclosed to researchers, consulting archaeologists and other users of the database and permit report. Database users must identify themselves and the purpose of their information request and are precluded from distribution of the information they obtain with unauthorised parties. The permit report will be available on the Provincial Archaeological Report Library (PARL) once it has been accepted as meeting permit terms and conditions.
Permit Applicant Consent to the Use of Personal Information
	Date:
     
	Permit Applicant Name:
     
	Signature:
     


Client Consent to the Use of Personal Information 	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: When client is not a corporation
	Date:
     
	Client Name:
     
	Signature:
     


[bookmark: _Toc28962439][bookmark: _Toc28968112]CLIENT ENDORSEMENT
For applications where there are no recorded archaeological sites, or where assessment is not required by another agency or under a Heritage Conservation Act Ministerial Order:
[bookmark: _Hlk23169211]I acknowledge I have not been ordered to conduct a heritage inspection under S.12 of the Heritage Conservation Act and that I have commissioned an archaeological impact assessment on my own accord to facilitate my proposal to undertake the developments described herein.
Client Endorsement
	Name:       
	Company:       

	Address:       

	Phone:        
	Fax: or Email:       

	Date:     
	Client Signature:     


[bookmark: _Toc28962440][bookmark: _Toc33172679]GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF PERMIT
[bookmark: _Hlk26279523]Additional conditions may be added to the permit, but at the time this template was created, here are the standard conditions applied to heritage Inspection permits issued under Section 12.2 of the Heritage Conservation Act, as administered by the Archaeology Branch: 	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: The Heritage Conservation Act Permitting Process Policy Guide (which will replace Bulletin 13) is intended to provide the list of current standard conditions. Forthcoming as of January 2020.

1. Permits shall be valid for the term stipulated on the front of the permit unless otherwise suspended or cancelled. Extensions to the term of the permit, or other amendments, will be considered upon submission of an application to the Archaeology Branch at least 45 days prior to the expiry date of the permit.	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: Note some agreements with First Nations may require longer lead times.
2. The permit holder shall conduct the inspection as described in the permit application, unless otherwise specified in the permit .	Comment by Thorogood, Paula FLNR:EX: i.e., additional conditions applied by the Branch; amendments
3. A Heritage Inspection Permit issued under the Heritage Conservation Act does not authorize entry onto land or into a building without the permission of the owner or occupier.
4. Upon completion of any excavations, the permit holder shall make reasonable efforts to ensure all sites are restored as nearly as possible to their former condition.
5. [bookmark: _Hlk29309715]The permit holder shall arrange for a secure repository to curate any materials recovered under authority of the permit. The permit holder shall conform to all requirements that may be imposed by the institution or organization named in the permit. Provisions with respect to the "Repository and Curation” section shall remain and continue in full force and effect in perpetuity, even if the permit is inactive or terminated.
6. Heritage objects and associated materials recovered under authority of the permit may not be sold or exchanged for financial gain. Any other transfer of heritage objects, materials and records, or changes to the conditions identified in the permit, may only be carried out with prior consent of the Minister.
7. The permit holder shall utilize any site recording forms, formats or systems required by the Minister. To fulfill this condition, the site form, mapping, and related documentation must comply with Archaeology Branch directives for site record submission. Failure to submit satisfactory site records or reports will be considered an outstanding obligation, thereby affecting the archaeologists’ ability to hold additional permits.
8. The permit-holder shall provide the Archaeology Branch with one (1) bound copy if longer than ten (10) pages and one (1) electronic copy in PDF format of a written report, in accordance with the standards required by the Minister, outlining the work carried out under the terms of the permit. The title page of all reports must indicate the HCA permit number, and name(s) of the copyright owner(s) and, where agreed to, a Grant of License statement completed and signed by the copyright owner(s).
9. The permit holder shall submit spatial information in accordance with the standards required by the Minister of all study areas, areas of potential, and negative subsurface test locations that were the subject of in-field inspections.
10. The Branch may independently conduct quantitative analysis, using assumptions based on expected site type information (site area and artifact density) and test location information (tested area, individual test size, number of tests).
11. Where known, First Nation file numbers will be referenced in permit-related correspondence.
12. The permit holder shall provide affected First Nations with electronic copies of any site records and reports produced under the permit, unless the parties have agreed to alternate arrangements.
13. A person appointed by the Archaeology Branch may at any time inspect any aspect of a project conducted under the terms of this permit. To further their inspection, the appointee may request field data, or conduct excavations within the study area. Unless other arrangements are made, data must be made available to the Archaeology Branch within five (5) business days of their request. Notwithstanding the expiration or earlier termination of the term of the permit this provision will remain and continue in full force and effect.
14. Any other conditions that may be specified in the permit.
image1.emf



