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I ackoowledge receipt of your letter of Octaber 1 2, 2004, regarding your Tequest
far an amendment to Site Alterurjon Permat 2003122, The amendment would
ennhle the contiection of fvur additional wells ta the existing pipe system through
the excavation of four spur treaches to complens book-ups io the exisiing
alectrical cable and waterling, A permit amendoent iz required to sothoriza
alterations to archasological sita DiRw 2 from trench excavations. The October
§2% Jatier ia it rewpotise to & lester of February 27, 2004, from Rene Racette of
Woodward & Company, and w letter of March 10, 2004, from Robert Moralas of
the Hol"qumi o Treaty Group.

In response 1o {ha correspondomes cited sbove, I note thet:

s 1p their responses to the requested amendment the Penclelout Elders,

P enelaknt Tribe, Chamaipus Firet Naton and Hul*qumi'nom Treaty Group
have indicated their strang opposition to granting he pmendunent based on
culnaral and spiritusl belists.

s TFreoun these vesponses, it ia evident fhat archaectogical xite DfRu 2 i6 of
cultyra] significance to these First Nations.

»  The Heritage Conservarion Act (HCA} defines heritage valuc as the
historical, cnltural (emphbasis added), sesthetic, goieptific or edusational
worth or nsefulness of 2 site or object.

+ Archacological site DiRu 2 ja dremied to have culrural warth bo these First
Mations.

s Under the HCA, site conservation measures include asy activity
undertakes to protect, preserve or enhance the calture! worth of 2 site. The
HCA mahlmth:pruenm&unnflhﬂmlhanlwcnhut’uitui.nu.mnnbﬁuf
ways, inchuding no distarhance, ritigated dishobance and
pckmovled genyent with s commemoratve plague.

—
Mhlstry of Seatatanhie tﬂlﬂﬂﬂt_wm mﬂngw ot wnn'w“ s
Resource Managpsinant . Ragutry Bom tn Py i hve
Serviod Yicwris BC VIW 0hid Yictaria BT VEZ 1P

Phooe L2504) 952-501]
Fax; {150 P5l1-41%8



2

+ The nature and extent of the preservation of the cultural worth of o site
mey be balanced against other socictal interests such ag the development
andl operation of the seblefin hatchery.,

v Although Sablefin Hatcheries Ltd. hoa stated 8 preference for arying the
connecting pipes to the four addivenal wells, it scknowledges that the
plpes carrying the dischearge could stey on the ground surface.

s  Sablefin would prefer (o bury the pipes as this altetnative is viewsad as
more aesthetically pleasing and wonld elso svoid the potentin} for
vandelistm. However, conziderstion of these issues is beyond the statatory
authority of ibe decision meker wnder the HTA.

s Burying the pipes would require trench axcavelions 10 & depih of
spproximately 35 cm. Previous agriculhaal setivities bave disturbed the
pite to a depth of epproximately 30 am, although in some arées disturbed
deposits heve been identifled to spproximately 50 cm. Therefore, 5¢m or
mpee of intact atchaeological deposits may be present in Uiia wea.

+ Menjtoring of previous trench excavations hay encounibered encient human
remaing, aa well a3 archaeologicnl deposits in both disturied and
undisturbad contexts.

s  Oranting the requested ameadment could adversely affect the ¢ultural
worth of the sits through the disturbance of additional ancient huunen
remuins, and could slso nagatively impact mdistobed archacolagical
depasits by destroying the contextaal relationahips betweeen srifacts,
foatures atvd other archeeclogical remnina.

v Denying the requested amendiaeat would have the effuct of proaerving the
cultvra) worth of tho site and the {ntegrity of any intacl archaeological
deposits. The hatchery davelopment could sill procesd through the
ptecetnent of tha dischergs pipes on the ground sarfecs,

For the shove reasons, and in acoordance with ssction 1202Hb) of the HTA, [ am
dmyhgwwmqummmmﬂthispunmuihwemm}ud:dthﬂmm
amendment would be inconsistent with the heritage protection of the property.

Sincerely,
gy
Ray A. Kenny, Mrnager
Archseological Planning & Assessment Saction

pe: I Hutcheroft
R Raceite v
E. Muoralea

W. Johnmy



