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1. INTRODUCTION 
 

The Katzie, Kwantlen, Matsqui and Semiahmoo First Nations are the primary First 
Nations groups within the Township of Langley and have called this place home since 
time immemorial. First people have a profound physical, emotional, and spiritual 
connection to their traditional territories and a strong desire to protect their cultural 
heritage.  
 
The intent of this Chance Find Procedure is to provide the public with general guidelines 
for the appropriate response to the discovery of known or suspected archaeological 
materials, including human remains. While Chance Find Procedures are valuable, they 
are not a substitute for prior assessment and evaluation of archaeological resources. 
This procedure is consistent with the Council Policy – Archaeological Site Protection. 
 
A detailed step-by-step Chance Find Procedure is provided below. Table 1 includes a list 
of key contacts and telephone numbers. Basic archaeological site identification criteria 
are provided in Appendix A. 
 

 
2. GENERAL GUIDELINES FOR MANAGING ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND 

HUMAN REMAINS CHANCE FINDS 
 
2.1 Artifacts and Archaeological Features  
 

STEP 1: If suspected archaeological materials or features (either intact or disturbed) are 
encountered, stop construction in the immediate vicinity. 
 
STEP 2: Contact the Archaeology Branch for further guidance: 
Paula Thorogood, Manager  Phone: 250-953-3300 
(Main)     Phone: 250-953-3334 
 
STEP 3: The Archaeology Branch representative will advise on further action. 

 
2.2 Human Remains 

Should suspected human remains be identified during project-related activities, the 
following responses are required. 

 
STEP 1: Immediately stop construction in the vicinity of the remains. Do not move soil 
from the vicinity of the remains, including adjacent spoil material. 
 
STEP 2: Contact the Archaeology Branch for further guidance: 
Paula Thorogood, Manager  Phone: 250-953-3300 
(Main)     Phone: 250-953-3334 
 



ARCHAEOLOGICAL CHANCE FIND GUIDELINES FOR RESIDENTS 
Page 2 
 
 

 

TABLE 1 – CONTACT NAMES AND TELEPHONE NUMBERS 
Archaeology Branch 
Paula Thorogood, Manager Phone: Phone: 250-953-3300 
(Main) Phone: 250-953-3334 

Katzie First Nation 
General Phone: 604-465-8961 

Kwantlen First Nation  

General Phone: (604) 888-2488 

Matsqui First Nation  

General Phone: (604) 826-6145 

Semiahmoo First Nation  

General Phone: (604) 536-3101 

 
 

tel:6044658961
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APPENDIX A: BASIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION 
Typical criteria that may signal the presence of an archaeological site are described and 
illustrated in the sections below. This list is not exhaustive, but it includes the most common site 
indictors (features and artifact types) that may be encountered in the Township of Langley. The 
terminology used in the sections that follow reflect a framework and naming conventions used 
by archaeologists working in southwestern British Columbia and may not fully align with the 
world view of Indigenous communities. 

1. SITE TYPES 
Archaeological sites described in this document are grouped into eight general categories with 
defining features illustrated and explained. 

1.1 Site Type – Village/Camp 
A number of well documented First Nations village and campsites are found in the vicinity of the 
Township of Langley (e.g., Katzie IR 2). These sites are typically associated with slough 
channels and the confluence of tributary watercourses and the Fraser River. Common site 
features are described below. 

Feature – Dark Earth 
Cultural accumulations of charcoal, ash, and other debris. Dark earth sites result from repeated 
burning events (e.g., vegetation clearing, food processing) and the successive deposition of 
food remains and general refuse. The BC Archaeology Branch refers to these as non-shell 
middens. Dark earth sites may contain human remains and trace amounts of crushed shell.  
Look for: dense accumulations of carbon-rich matrix, possibly mixed with fire-cracked 
rock, food remains (i.e., fish bones) and traces of shell (Photograph 1). 

 
Photograph 1 – Dark earth site, Vancouver Island (© Andrew Mason).   
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Feature – House Platform/Depression 
Traditional First Nations’ homes in the Township of Langley consisted of either a shed roof 
structure or a semi-subterranean pithouse. Both house forms involved a certain amount of 
ground modification that leaves an archaeological signature. Shed roof houses likely required 
ground levelling to create a platform, and over time, accumulations of cultural material around 
their perimeter may have left a discernable “midden ridge” (Photograph 2). Pithouses, as 
suggested by the name, required the excavation of a large area where a semi- subterranean 
dwelling was constructed and subsequently covered over with timbers and insulating soil 
(Photograph 3). 

Photograph 2 – House 
platform, Vancouver 
Island. Note the artificially 
levelled platform and 
backing ridge of 
archaeological deposits 
(© Andrew Mason). 
 

 
Photograph 3 – Pithouse 
feature in the Fraser 
Valley (© Melody Reich). 
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Feature – Post Mold 
Post mold features (Photograph 4) are the archaeological signature of structural supports for 
dwellings, fish drying racks, etc., and represent soil-filled voids that are left when the wooden 
supports deteriorate with the passage of time. Features of this type are typically found in cut 
bank exposures (e.g., ditches, excavation walls) and are often associated with other 
archaeological features and objects (e.g., house floors, hearths, etc.). 

 
Photograph 4 – Three post mold features extending into sterile gravel deposits exposed 
in an excavation wall profile, Fraser Valley (© Andrew Mason). 
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Feature – Hearth / Steaming Pit 
Hearth features (Photograph 5) are typically the remains of cooking fires, and consist of 
concentrations of charcoal, ash, and fire-reddened soil. These features may contain small bone 
fragments and heat-fractured stone (Photograph 6) or small, uniform-sized pebbles that were 
heated and used to boil water (Photograph 7). Hearth features found in large, circular pits may 
represent steaming pits for processing foods (e.g., bulbs). Hearth and steaming pit features are 
typically found near village sites or camps and may be found in clusters.  
Look for: concentrations of charcoal and fractured pebbles with signs of having been 
burnt in a fire. 

Photograph 5 – Cross 
section of a hearth 
feature composed of 
charcoal and ash with 
fire-cracked rock, 
Crescent Beach (© 
Melody Reich). 
 

 
Photograph 6 – Fire-
cracked rock, Vancouver 
Island. Note the angular 
nature of the breakage 
pattern and evidence of 
exposure to fire (© 
Andrew Mason). 
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Photograph 7 – Pebbles, 
likely heated and used to 
boil water, recovered from 
hearth feature, Fraser 
Valley (© Andrew Mason). 
 

 
 
Feature – Cache Pit 

Cache pits were used to store a variety of resources for future use and are often found near 
settlement or resource camp locations (Photograph 8).  
Look for: small circular depressions in well-drained terrain. 

 
Photograph 8 – Cache pit depression, North Coast, BC (© Melody Reich).    
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1.2 Site Type – Isolated Find 
Isolated artifact finds may be encountered anywhere in the Township of Langley. These 
represent a wide range of artifact types that served a variety of functions. Some may have been 
left in place intentionally, then not returned to, and others may have been lost inadvertently or 
through use (e.g., a spear point that missed its target and could not be recovered). The most 
common objects will be made of stone and they are difficult to identify in Township of Langley 
due to ground cover and land development. This challenge is compounded by the fact that they 
are found in isolation. This chance find procedure document includes a number of images of 
artifact types, several of which could be encountered as an “isolated find.” Photographs 9 and 
10 illustrate artifact types that are often recognized by the public and brought to museums.  
Look for: formed objects of stone, bone, antler, or shell that do not appear natural or are 
composed of a raw material (e.g., stone) that is not common or native to the Township of 
Langley. 

Photograph 9 – Leaf-
shaped projectile point 
recovered in the Fraser 
Canyon (© Grant Takasaki). 
 

 
Photograph 10 – Nephrite 
(BC jade) adze blade from 
Vancouver Island (© 
Andrew Mason). 
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1.3 Site Type – Forest Resource Utilization 
It is widely recognized that Indigenous peoples utilized forest resources as a source of food and 
medicine, for lumber, and fibre. Most evidence of forest resource use does not survive in the 
archaeological record. One exception is culturally modified trees (CMTs) which are trees that 
have been altered by Indigenous people as part of their traditional use of the forest. There are 
two primary types of CMT: bark-stripped trees and aboriginally logged trees. Bark-stripped trees 
in the Fraser Valley are typically western red cedar trees that have had strips of bark removed 
for processing and manufacture into a wide range of objects (e.g., baskets, mats, clothing, bark 
boards) (Photographs 11 to 15). Aboriginally logged trees may include trees that have had 
planks removed, sections removed, test holes cut to check for heartwood soundness, or simply 
the stump that was left behind after a log was harvested (Photographs 16 to 19). Each of these 
CMTs have unique characteristics that attest to their First Nations origin. 
Many of the cultural practices that result in CMTs continue today, and it is not uncommon to 
encounter CMTs in forested areas of Metro Vancouver (e.g., Stanley Park, Pacific Spirit Park, 
and Grouse Mountain Regional Park) and the Fraser Valley. Given the history of land use, 
including deforestation, CMTs protected by the Heritage Conservation Act are likely rare in the 
Township of Langley, but may exist today in pockets of remaining old growth or as stumps or 
processed logs lying on the forest floor.  
Look for: standing trees with strips of bark removed on one or more sides, obvious tool 
(cut) marks, recesses chopped into trees and standing trees or logs with removed 
planks. 

 
Photograph 11 – Western red cedar CMTs with rectangular bark board removal scars (© 
Shauna Kirby).   
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Photograph 12 – Western red cedar CMT 
with rectangular bark board removal scar 
(© Shauna Kirby). 

 

 
Photograph 13 – Recent taper bark-strip 
western red cedar CMT in Pacific Spirit 
Regional Park (not subject to protection 
under the Heritage Conservation Act). 
Note the lack of healing lobe development 
and the well-defined scar margins (© 
Andrew Mason). 
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Photograph 14 – Taper bark-strip western 
red cedar CMT. Note the eroded base and 
healing lobe growth parallel to the scar 
face (© Shauna Kirby).   

 

 
Photograph 15: Taper bark-strip western 
red cedar CMT. Note the missing base and 
advanced healing lobe growth over the 
scar face (© Shauna Kirby). 

 

 
  



APPENDIX A: BASIC ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION 
Page 12 

 

Photograph 16 – Aboriginally logged 
western red cedar CMT with a plank 
removal scar (© Shauna Kirby). 

 

 
Photograph 17 – Aboriginally logged 
western red cedar CMT stump (© Grant 
Takasaki) 
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Photograph 18 – Western red cedar CMT 
with a “test hole” chopped to determine 
heartwood soundness, Vancouver Island 
(© Heather Pratt). 
 

 

 
Photograph 19 – Detail of recent western red cedar CMT (kindling tree) in Pacific Spirit 
Regional Park (not subject to protection under the Heritage Conservation Act). Cultural 
modification is limited to repeated axe cuts to break off wood fragments for use as 
kindling (© Andrew Mason).  
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1.4 Site Type – Fish Weir 
Historically, Coast Salish people employed sustainable fishing practices that both protected the 
environment and met community food requirements.  
Fish weirs are known to exist in the North Arm of the Fraser River, Burrard Inlet and likely 
elsewhere along the lower Fraser River and its tributaries. Weir features typically comprise a 
complex of stakes and posts and were originally interlaced with branches or mats in a form that 
captures fish on a falling tide. The Canadian government banned this practice in favour of the 
current boat-based commercial fishery. 
Nineteenth and twentieth century industrial activities, particularly log booming and dredging on 
the Fraser River, have likely destroyed or obscured many of these features. The weir example 
illustrated in Photograph 20 was brought to the attention of the University of British Columbia 
Laboratory of Archaeology in 1989 and subsequently visited and photographed. Shifting 
sediments in the river channel have since obscured the feature and no trace is currently visible, 
although it will likely become exposed again in future under the right circumstances. There are 
likely other features of this nature currently obscured by sediments but with the potential to re-
emerge under the right conditions.  
Look for: linear alignment of stakes or stake fragments adjacent to riverbanks or on bars, 
possibly forming a “V” or “U” shape. When in use, stakes associated with weirs would 
be well above grade (e.g., 1 m), but have likely been broken off by river traffic or 
industrial uses (e.g., log booming), leaving only the lowermost portion of the stakes in 
place. The base of the stakes may have been sharpened to a point prior to insertion in 
sediments. 

 
Photograph 20 – “V-shaped” fish weir remnants in the North Arm of the Fraser River. 
Point Grey can be seen in the distance (© Andrew Mason).    
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1.5 Site Type – Wet Site 
Locations containing organic artifacts (i.e., wood, bark, or plant fibre objects) or food remains 
that are preserved due to their presence in an anaerobic (oxygen free) environment (e.g., 
wetlands, river silts). Intact wet site deposits have been identified in the Metro Vancouver area 
beneath as much as 3 m of fill. A fragmentary basket was recovered from Nathan Creek in 1935 
and is in the collection of the Langley Centennial Museum.  
Look for: fragmentary baskets, rope, carved wood implements (e.g., digging sticks), and 
similar objects eroding from beach silts and/or clay deposits (Photographs 21 to 23). 

Artifact – Basket 
Photograph 21 – 
Waterlogged basket 
recovered from Delta (© 
Andrew Mason). 
 

 

Artifact – Cordage 
Photograph 22 – 
Waterlogged cordage 
(rope) fragment from the 
Fraser Valley (© Andrew 
Mason). 
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Artifact – Stake 

 
Photograph 23 – Waterlogged stake remnant recovered from the South Arm of the Fraser 
River in Delta. Note the sharpened tip to the right of the scale bar. Roughly 15 cm 
of the stake was found protruding from river silts (© Andrew Mason). 

1.6 Site Type – Burial 
Based on oral testimony and archaeological evidence, the treatment of deceased First Nations 
community members has changed through time. It has included in-ground burial, typically in 
midden sites, cairn or mound burials, tree burials, and mortuary houses. Each of these practices 
leaves a different archaeological signature and the remains may be found “intact” or as isolated 
bone elements (e.g., blow down from tree burials or other disturbed burial features). Burial sites 
are extremely sensitive and need to be treated with care and respect.  
Look for: articulated or isolated bones or bone fragments, concentrations of natural 
cobbles or anomalous soil mounds of various sizes either with, or without, exposed 
cobbles.  
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1.7 Site Type – Rock Art 
Rock art sites consist of images either drawn on a surface with a black or red pigment 
(pictograph) or pecked into a surface (petroglyph) (Photographs 24 and 25). There are no 
previously recorded rock art sites in the Township of Langley. Petroglyphs are known to exist in 
the Fraser Valley in low numbers. Pictographs are found along Pitt Lake. 

Photograph 
24 – Red 
ochre 
pictograph 
image, 
Sunshine 
Coast (© 
Andrew 
Mason). 
 

 
Photograph 
25 – 
Intertidal 
boulder 
with 
petroglyph 
image, 
Stanley 
Park (© 
Andrew 
Mason). 
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1.8 Site Type – Historical 
Most historical sites are not automatically protected by the Heritage Conservation Act. However, 
some artifacts and features, including sites that pre-date AD 1846 and shipwrecks or plane 
wrecks that are greater than two years in age, are automatically protected by the Heritage 
Conservation Act (Photographs 26 to 28). Within the Township of Langley, Fort Langley I (Derby 
Reach Regional Park), Fort Langley II (Fort Langley National Historic Site) and associated 
Hudson’s Bay Company agricultural lands, which pre-date 1846, are included in this category. 
Indigenous sites containing trade good are also considered historical sites. Protected wrecks 
are typically found along waterways and have been found in historically filled shoreline areas.  
Look for: trade goods (e.g., glass seed beads), historical artifacts (e.g., bottles, ceramic 
sherds, metal objects, etc.), ship or aircraft remains, including isolated artifacts or 
structural elements. Wreck sites are mostly found in densely forested areas (aircraft) or 
riverine environments (shipwrecks), either on the edge of the shore or underwater. 

 
Photograph 26: Eroding face of Fort Langley I (1827 to 1839). Plastic eroding from near 
the sod layer marks the edge of a backfilled palisade trench feature that was excavated 
by archaeologists previously (© Andrew Mason). 
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Photograph 
27: Stern of 
early 20th 
century 
vessel 
found 
partially 
overgrown 
in a 
protected 
intertidal 
area in the 
Fraser River 
estuary (© 
Charles 
Moore). 
 

 
Photograph 
28: WWII-era 
vessel 
abandoned 
in Deas 
Slough circa 
1960 (© 
Charles 
Moore). 
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2. ARTIFACTS 
The sites described in the preceding sections may include a wide range of artifact types 
composed of a variety of raw materials. To assist Township of Langley personnel with the 
identification of artifacts that may be encountered during projects, the following sections provide 
additional examples. While this list is not exhaustive, it provides an overview of the types of 
objects that could be expected to be encountered, the various types of raw materials, and 
manufacturing processes. 

2.1 Artifacts – Chipped Stone 
The most common artifacts found in the Township of Langley will be manufactured from stone 
and formed by chipping – the purposeful removal of flakes to form a desired object (e.g., 
projectile point) (Photographs 29 to 31). This manufacturing process results in the finished 
project (the “tool”) and a large amount of waste rock (flakes or debris). A large proportion (more 
than 95%) of stone tool sites are composed of these waste flakes. Look for: obviously formed 
chipped stone objects or stone flakes fashioned from fine-grained stone. Chipped stone 
tools and waste flakes will often exhibit a systematic or non-natural appearing flaking 
pattern on one or more surface. Flake edges may be extremely sharp. 

Artifact – Flakes 

 
Photograph 29 – Unmodified “waste” flakes (© Golder).    
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Artifact – Projectile Points 
Photograph 
30 – 
Projectile 
points and 
projectile 
point 
fragments 
(© Golder). 
 

 
Photograph 
31 – 
Scraping 
tool (© 
Golder). 
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2.2 Artifacts – Ground Stone 
Some stone artifacts were manufactured by grinding rather than chipping (Photographs 32 to 
34). These objects are typically made from slate or a related material. Given the greater fragility 
of the raw material, ground stone artifacts are often fragmentary. 

 
Photograph 32 – Ground slate knife fragment (© Golder). 

 
Photograph 33 – Ground slate projectile points and projectile point fragments (© Golder).  
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Photograph 34 – Sandstone abrader 
fragment (i.e., whetstone) (© Andrew 
Mason) 

 

2.3  Artifacts – Pecked Stone 
Pecked stone artifacts are generally manufactured from a highly durable raw material and in 
some cases reflect a significant investment in labour to manufacture them (Photographs 35 to 
38). Other examples, such as the hammerstone (Photograph 35) below, are expedient tools that 
would have been discarded after use.  
Look for: obvious modification/shaping through the application of a harder implement 
(e.g., hammerstone), pitting or pecking damage as illustrated in the hammerstone shown 
below (Photograph 35). 

Artifact – Hammerstone 
Photograph 35 – Hammerstone with 
pitting/pecking damage at both ends (© 
Andrew Mason). 
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Artifact – Hand Maul 
Hand mauls, or stone hammers, are found in Fraser Valley archaeological sites dating from the 
past 5,500 years and likely represent a coveted tool given the great many hours that would have 
been required to manufacture each piece. The form of hand mauls tends to vary through time 
and can range from a basic flat top to more elaborate phallic forms (Photograph 36). It is not 
uncommon to recover fragmentary hand mauls from sites. 

Photograph 36 – Phallic form hand maul 
(© Golder) 

 

Artifact – Net Weight 
Cobbles with their midsection pecked away to facilitate the attachment of a line were used as 
net weights (Photograph 37). 

Photograph 37 – Pecked stone net 
weights (© Golder) 
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Artifact – Bowl 
Pecked stone bowls are occasionally found in archaeological sites or as isolated finds. Similar 
to hand mauls, they represent a significant investment in labour to create and would likely have 
been handed down from person to person and generation to generation. Some examples are 
plain (Photograph 38), whereas others may be highly complex with figures pecked in relief. 

 
Photograph 38 – Pecked stone bowl (© Golder). 
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2.4 Artifacts – Bone and Antler 
First Nations in the Township of Langley area made extensive use of bone and antler for the 
manufacture of both expedient and curated objects (Photographs 39 to 44).  

Look for: bone and antler artifacts exhibiting obvious modification (e.g., cutting, shaping, 
and incision). 

Photograph 39 – Bone bipoints (© Golder). 
 

 

 
Photograph 40 – Bone awls (© Golder).   
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Photograph 41 – Antler tine wedges (© Golder). 

Photograph 42 – Barbed harpoon (© 
Golder). 
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Photograph 
43 – 
Toggling 
harpoon 
valves (© 
Golder). 
 

 
Photograph 
44 – Incised 
bone 
decorative 
piece, likely 
representing 
a seal (© 
Golder) 
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2.5 Artifacts – Miscellaneous 
Ochre, also known as hematite, is a naturally occurring pigment, which has significant spiritual 
importance for First Nations. Similar to human remains, the presence of ochre (Photograph 45) 
or ochre-covered artifacts (Photograph 46) is extremely sensitive, needs to be treated with extra 
care and respect, and may require special handling by cultural specialists. 
Look for: nodules of reddish orange-brown pigment and objects that appear to have 
been painted (matte-finish). 

Photograph 
45 – Ochre 
nodules 
recovered 
from First 
Nations 
village site in 
the Fraser 
Valley (© 
Andrew 
Mason). 
 

 
Photograph 
46 – Natural 
pebbles 
coated in 
pigment, 
including 
ochre, 
recovered 
from First 
Nations 
village site in 
the Fraser 
Valley (© 
Andrew 
Mason). 
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