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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report describes the results of 224 Stage 12 Archaeological Property Assessment
of 968 St. David Street North 6581 Highway 6 NorthLot 18, Concession 16,
(Geographical Township of Nichol), Town of Fergus, Wellington Coucaynducted by
AMICK Consultants LimitedThis assessment was undertaken as a requirement under the
Planning Act (RSO 1990) anhs conducted und@rofessional Archaeologikicense
#P038issued taviarilyn Corniesby theMinister of Citizenship and Multiculturalism (MCM)
for the Province of OntaridAll work was conducted in conformity with Ontario Ministry of
Tourism and CultureM TC) Standards and Guidelines for Consultant ArchaeoloféisC
2011) and th®©ntario Heritage AcfRSO 1990a).

The entirety of the study area is approximaB8y71hectares (ha) in area and includes

within it ploughable lands and two farm complexes. The farm complex in the northern
portion of the study area consists a house, a garage, a barn, two silos, a shed, and an
outbuilding. The farm complex in the southern portion of the study area consists of aahouse,
barn, a silo, a shed, and three outbuildifidgee study area is bounded on the north by
farmland, on the east bgrmland on the southbfy ar ml and, meadow ar ea,
Jody 0s asdoatheovedt b$t. David Street NortrAMICK Consultants Limied was
engaged by the proponent to undertake a StaArthaeological Property Assessment

lands potentially affected by the proposed undertaking and was granted permission to carry
out archaeological fieldwork. Following the criteria outlinedW@MS (2011) for

determining archaeological potential, portions of the study area were determined as having
archaeological potential for Romntact and Postontact archaeological resources.
Consequently, this report is being prepared in advance of the gigmoicess for this

property.

The entirety of the study area was subjegrtiperty inspectiomndphotographic
documentatiorroncurrently with the Stage 2 Property Assessminth consisted ofiigh
intensity test pit methodology at a fimeetre interval between individual test pits and high
intensity pedestrian survey at an interval of 5 metres between individual trans@2ts on
August, 14 September, 11 & 18 OctoB6éR4. All records, documentation, field notes,
photographsand artifacts (as applicable) related to the conduct and findings of these
investigations are held #te corporate office of AMICK Consultants Limited until such time
that they can be transferred to an agency or institajgmoved byhe MCM on behalf of

the government and citizens of Ontario.

As a result of the property Assessment of the study aredistoec site the 24-656H1
(AkHc-30) Site was identified. Based on the characteristics of these sites and the analysis of
artifacts, the following recommendations are made:

1. The Cultural Heritage Value or Interest (CHVI) of t(t656H1(AKkHG30) Site
has not been completely documented. There is potential for further CHVI for this
location. The24-656H1(AkHc30) Site requires Stage 3 S#pecific Assessment
to gather further data to determine if Stage 4 Mitigation of Development Impacts
will be required.

AMICK Consultants Limited Pageii



2024-656. 968 St. David Street Nort& 6581 Highway 6 North MCM Fi#eP03814832024
Stage 12 Archaeological PropertyAssessmentRevised 25 February 2025

2.

A Stage 3 Sitgpecific assessment of (& 656H1(AkHc30) Site must be
completed for this site iaccordance with the Standards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologist8ATC 2011). The Stage 3 Sispecific assessment will
consist of the excavation of 1 by 1 metre square test unit$day & metre

square grid; the grid squares will be referred to by the intersection coordinates of
their southwest corner. Each test unit will be excavated stratigraphically by hand
into the first 5 centimetres of subsoil. Each unit will be examined for strptigra
cultural features, or evidence of fill, and all baias screened through wire mesh

of 6-millimetrewidth. All artifacts will be retained and recorded by the
corresponding grid unit designation and will be held at the corporate office of
AMICK Consultants Limited until such time that they can be transferred to an
agency or institution approved by th@t@rio MCM (MCM) on behalf of the
government and citizens of Ontario.

The Stage 3 Skgpecific Assessment of thé656H1(AkHG30) Site must

include further archival researdo establish the details of the occupation and

land use history of the rural township lot of which the study area was a part.
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1.0 PRrROJECT CONTEXT

1.1 DEVELOPMENT CONTEXT

This report describes the results of the 2024 Ste@gy@rchaeological Property Assessment

of 968 St. David Street Nortt 6581 Highway 6 NorthLot 18, Concession 16,

(Geographical Township of Nichol), Town of Fergus, Wellington County, conducted by
AMICK Consultants Limited. This assessment was undertaken as a requirement under the
Planning Act (RSO 1990) anhs conducted under Professional Archaeologist License
#P038 issued to Marilyn Cornies by the Minister of Citizenship and Multiculturalism (MCM)
for the Province of Ontario. All work was conductecanformity with Ontario Ministry of
Tourism and Culture (MTC$tandards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologi<

2011) and th®©ntario Heritage AcfRSO 1990a).

The entirety of the study area is approximately 38.71 hectares (ha) in area and includes
within it ploughable lands and two farm complexes. The farm complex in the northern

portion of the study area consists a house, a garage, a barn, two silos, acshad, an
outbuilding. The farm complex in the southern portion of the study area consists of a house, a
barn, a silo, a shed, and three outbuildings. The study area is bounded on the north by
farmland, on the east by farmland, on the south by farmland, memadoe@a, and Ji ggi
Jodyos Seafood and on the west by St. David
engaged by the proponent to undertake a Stey@rthaeological Property Assessment of

lands potentially affected by the proposed undertaking andjsaased permission to carry

out archaeological fieldwork. Following the criteria outlined by MCMS (2011) for

determining archaeological potential, portions of the study area were determined as having
archaeological potential for Romntact and Postontact archaeological resources.

Consequently, this report is being prepared in advance of the planning process for this

property.

r

The entirety of the study area was subject to property inspection and photographic
documentation concurrently with the Stage 2 Property Assessment which consisted of high
intensity test pit methodology at a fimeetre interval between individual test patsd high
intensity pedestrian survey at an interval of 5 metres between individual transects on 02
August, 14 September, 11 & 18 October 2024. All records, documentation, field notes,
photographs, and artifacts (as applicable) related to the conduchdimgj§ of these
investigations are held at the corporate office of AMICK Consultants Limited until such time
that they can be transferred to an agency or institution approved by the MCM on behalf of
the government and citizens of Ontario.

The proposed development of the study area includes a mix of low and medium density
residential dwellings for a total of 710941 units that includes FJL6 mixeduse dwellings.
Additional uses include a stormwataanagement facility, parkland, open space, six roads,
and environmental protection ardapreliminary plan of the proposed development has been
submitted together with this reportMCM S for review and reprodudewithin this report as
Map 4.
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12 HISTORICAL CONTEXT
1.2.1 PRE-CONTACTLAND-USE OUTLINE

Table 1 illustrates the chronological development of cultures within southern Ontario prior to
the arrival of European cultures to the area at the beginning of theefifury. This general
cultural outline is based on archaeological data and represents a synthesis and summary of
research over a long period of time. It is necessarily generalizing and is not necessarily
representative of the point of view of all researshor stakeholders. It is offered here as a
rough guideline and as a very broad outline to illustrate the relationships of broad cultural
groups and time periods.

TABLE 1 PRE-CONTACT CULTURAL CHRONOLOGY FOR SOUTHERN ONTARIO
Years ago Period Southern Ontario
250 Terminal Woodland Ontario and St. Lawrence Iroquois Cultures
1000 Initial Woodland Princess Point, Saugeen, Point Peninsula, and Meadoy
2000 Cultures
3000
4000 Archaic Laurentian Culture
5000
6000
7000
8000 Pako Plano and Clovis Cultures
9000
10000
11000
(Wright 1972)

What follows is an outline of Aboriginal occupation in the area during th€Bn¢act Era
from the earliest known period, about 9000 B.C. up to approximately 1650 AD.

1211 PALEO PERIOD (APPROXIMATELY 9000-7500B.C.)

North of Lake Ontario, evidence suggests that early occupation began around 9000 B.C.
People probably began to move into this area as the glaciers retreated and glacial lake levels
began to recede. The early occupation of the area probably occurreguimction with
environmental conditions that would be comparable to moderAglz conditions. Due to

the great antiquity of these sites, and the relatively small populations likely involved,
evidence of these early inhabitants is sparse and genematigdito tools produced from

stone or to byproducts of the manufacture of these implements.

1.2.1.2 ARCHAIC PERIOD (APPROXIMATELY 800G:1000B.C.)

By about 8000 B.C. the gradual transition from a post glacial telikdr@&nvironment to an
essentially modern environment was largely complete. Prior to European clearance of the
landscape for timber and cultivation, the area was characterized by Toregtrchaic

Period is the longest and the most apparently stable of the cultural periods identified through
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archaeology. The Archaic Period is divided into the Early, Middle and Lat®&tibds,

each represented by specific styles in projectile point manufacture. Many more sites of this
period are found throughout Ontario, than of thee®RBkriod. This is probably a reflection

of two factors: the longer period of time reflected in these sites, and a greater population
density. The greater population was likely the result of a more diversified subsistence
strategy carried out in an environm®ffering a greatevariety of abundant resources (Smith
2002:5859).

Current interpretations suggest that the Archaic Period populations followed a seasonal cycle
of resource exploitation. Although similar in concept to the practices speculated for the big
game hunters of the RaiPeriod, the Archaic populations utilized a much broader range of
resources, particularly with respect to plants. It is suggested that in the spring and early
summer, bands would gather at the mouths of rivers and at rapids to take advantage of fish
spawnng runs. Later in the summer and into fldéseason, smaller groups would move to

areas of wetlands to harvest nuts and wild rice. During the winter, they would break into yet
smaller groups probably based on the nuclear family and perhaps some additional relatives to
move into the interior fonunting. The result of such practices would be to create a

distribution of sites across much of the landscape (Smith 2002059

The material culture of this period is much more extensive than that of te Rt

Nations Stylistic changes between SBbriods and cultural groups are apparent, although

the overall quality in production of chipped lithic tools seems to decline. This period sees the
introduction of ground stone technology in the form of celts (axes and)adzanos and

metates for grinding nuts and fibres, and decorative items like gorgets, pendants, birdstones,
and bannerstones. Bone tools are also evident fititne period. Their presence may be a
result of better preservation from these more recent sites rather than a lack of such items in
earlier occupations. In addition, copper and exotic chert types appear during the period and
are indicative of extensiveading (Smith 2002: 589).

1.2.1.3 WOODLAND PERIOD (APPROXIMATELY 1000B.C.-1650A.D.)

The primary difference in archaeological assemblages that differentiates the beginning of the
Woodland Period from the Archaic Period is the introduction of ceramics to Ontario
populations. This division is probably not a reflection of any substantiveraltthanges, as

the earliest sites of this period seem to be in all other respects a continuation of the Archaic
mode of life with ceramics added as a novel technology. The seasonally based system of
resource exploitation and associated population mplpiétsists for at least 1500 years into

the Woodland Period (Smith 2002:-62).

The Early Woodland SuPeriod dates from about 10400 B.C. Many of the artifacts from

this time are similar to the late Archaic and suggest a direct cultural continuity between these
two temporal divisions. The introduction of pottery represents ancigntiew technology

that was probably acquired through contact with more southerly populations from which it
likely originates (Smith 2002:62).
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The Middle Woodland SuPeriod dates from about 400 B-800 A.D. Within the region
including the study area, a compl.@xPeimet ged

Peninsula pottery reflects a greater sophistication in pottery manufacture compared with the
earlier industry. The paste and temper of the new pottery is finer and new decorative

techniques such as dentate and psew@tiop stamping appear. Thésea noted

Hopewellian influence in southern Ontario populations at this time. Hopewakintes

from south of the Great Lakes include a widespread trade in exotic materials and the

presence of distinct Hopewell style artifacts such as platform pipes, copper or silver panpipe
covers and sharkoés teet h. Th dicipptedpnaltradé i ons of
network that extended well beyond the Great Lakes Region.

The Late Woodland SuBeriod dates from about 50®50 A.D. The Late Woodland
includes four separate phases: Princess Point, Early Ontario Iroquoian, Middle Ontario
Iroquoian and Late Ontario Iroquoian.

The Princess Point phase dates to approximateh1800 A.D. Pottery of this phase is
distinguished from earlier technology in that it is produced by the paddle method instead of
coil and the decoration is characterized by the cord wrapped stick techaraenic

smoking pipes appear at this time in noticeable quantities. Princess Point sites cluster along
major stream valleys and wetland areas. Maize cultivation is introduced by these people to
Ontario. These people were not fully committed to horticaland seemed to be

experimenting with maize production. They generally adhere to the seasonal pattern of
occupation practiced by earlier occupations, perhaps staying at certain locales repeatedly and
for a larger portion of each year (Smith 2002:6&5.

The Early Ontario Iroquoian stage dates to approximatelyl®50 A.D. This stage marks

the beginning of a cultural development that led to the historically documented Ontario
Iroquoian groups that were first contacted by Europeans during the early P&0@s,

Neutral, and Huron). At this stage formal sesadentary villages emerge. The Early stage of
this cultural development is divided into two cultural groups in southern Ontario. The areas
occupied by each being roughly divided by the Niagara Escatpirethe west were

located the Glen Meyer populations, and to the east were situated the Pickering people
(Smith 2002: 67).

The Middle Ontario Iroquoian stage dates to approximately-1300 A.D. This stage is
divided into two sulstages. The first is the Uren sstage lasting from approximately 1300
1350 A.D. The second of the two sstages is known as the Middleport ssilige lasting

from roughly 13561400 A.D. Villages tend to be larger throughout this stage than formerly
(Smith 2002: 67).

The Late Ontario Iroquoian stage dates to approximately-1880 A.D. During this time
the cultural divisions identified by early European explorers are under development and the
geographic distribution of these groups within southern Ontario begingiefihed.
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122 PosT-CONTACTLAND USE OUTLINE

In 1837 by Act of Parliament the new District of Wellington was formed arwiethouse

and jail in the town of Guelph were authorized. The District was named after England's Duke
of Wellington and initially included the counties of Wellington, Waterloo, Grey and parts of
Dufferin (Wikipedia 2017).

By January 1854, Wellington County became an individual entity. At the time, it included

the Townships and Towns of Amaranth, Arthur, Eramosa, Erin, Guelph, Guelph (Town),
Garafraxa, Maryborough, Nichol, Peel, Pilkington, and Puslinch. Other municipaléres

added between 1857 and 1881. Guelph separated in 1879 and was incorporated as a City; it
lost representation on the County Council. Orangeville and Garafraxa East were annexed by
Dufferin County (Wikipedia 2017).

Map 2 is a facsimile segment frohiistorical County Map of Wellington County (Leslie

1861) Map 2 illustrates the location of the study area and environs assaf TBenorthern

portion of the study area (part of lot 17) is shown to belong to John Watt, and the southern
portion of the study area (part of lot 18) is shown to belong to Alex LNleestructures are

shown to be within the study ar@ais demonstrates that the original property of which the
study area is a part was settled by the time Heaatlas data was compiled. Accordingly, it

has been determined that there is potential for archaeological deposits relatedRostarly
contactsettlement within the study area. In addition, a settlement road is depicted as adjacent
to the study area to theest This road is the curret. David Street North.

Map 3 is a facsimile segment of the TownshipNa€hol map reproduced fromhe
lllustratedHistorical Atlas of Waterloo and Wellington Count{@Salker & Miles 1877).

Map 3 illustrates the location of the study area and environs as of 187 horfthern portion

of thestudy aredpart of lot 17)is shown to belong t@&/. Tundale, and the southern portion

of the study area (part of lot 18) is shown to belong to G. Laagtructuresre shown to

be within the study ared@his demonstrates that the original property of which the study area
is a part was settled by the time that the atlas data was comfpidedrdingly, it has been
determined that there is potential for archagizal deposits related to eafpstcontact
settlement within the study arda.addition, a settlement road is depicted as adjacent to the
study area to the west. This road is the current St. David Street North.

A conceptual subdivision plaof the study area is included within this report as Map
Current conditions encountered during the StagePtoperty Assessment are illustrated in
Maps5 & 6.

1.23 SUMMARY OF HISTORICAL CONTEXT

The brief overview of readily available documentary evidence indicates that the study area is
situated within an area that was close to historic transportation routes and in an area well
populated during the nineteenth century and therefore has potensékt relating to early
Postcontact settlement in the region. However, it also appears that while the area was
moving toward urban development by the fourth quarter of tRecé8tury, it was still

AMICK Consultants Limited Pageb



2024-656. 968 St. David Street Nort& 6581 Highway 6 North MCM Fi#eP03814832024
Stage 12 Archaeological PropertyAssessmentRevised 25 February 2025

predominantly rural in character and the likelihood of locating significantdeosact
archaeological deposits of cultural heritage value or interest (CHVI) on a very small parcel of
the original township lot is not likely. Background research indidaeproperty has

potential for significant archaeological resources of Native origins based on proximity to a
natural source of potable water in the pAstunnamed water course is located

approximately 120 metres south of the study area.

1.3 ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONTEXT

The study area is locatéu Fergusand isThe study area is bounded on the north by
farml and, on the east by farmland, on the so
Jodyds Seafood and on the west by St. Davi d

The study area containgboughable lands and two farm complexes. The farm complex in

the northern portion of the study area consists a house, a garage, a barn, two silos, a shed, and
an outbuilding. The farm complex in the southern portion of the study area consists of a

house, darn, a silo, a shed, and three outbuildidgsunnamed water course is located
approximately 120 meters south of the study area. Alyavg wet area is present in the
northeastern corner of the study area.

1.3.1 PHYSIOGRAPHIC REGION

The study area is situated within the Guelph Drumlin Field physiographic region. For the
most part, these hills are of the broad oval type with slopes less steep than the Peterborough
drumlins. The till in these drumlins is loamy and calcerous and wasdenostly from

dolostone of the Amabel Foundation. In addition, it contains fragments of the underlying red
shale which is exposed below the escarpment. It is a pale brown in colour. The till is rather
stony with large surface boulders being more momein some localities than others

(Chapman and Putnam 1984: 1B38).

1.3.2 SURFACE WATER

An unnamed water course is located approximately 120 metres south of the study area.
Additionally, the northeastern corner of the study area consists of permdoenljyng wet
areas.

1.3.3 LITHIC SOURCES
The study area isot located in close proximity to any lithic sources.
1.34 REGISTERED ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES
The Archaeological Sites Database administered biltB&1S indicates that there atleree
(3) previously documented sitagthin 1 kilometreof the study area. However, it must be

noted that thisssumeshe accuracy of information compiled from numerous researchers
using different methodologies over many years. AMICK Consultants Limited assumes no
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responsibility for the accuracy of site descriptions, interpretations such as cultural affiliation,
or location information derived from the Archaeological Sites Database administered by
MCMS. In addition, it must also be noted that a lack of formerly documented sites does not
indicate that there are no sites present as the documentation of any archaeological site is
contingent upon prior research having been conducted within the study area.

1.3.4.1PRE-CONTACTREGISTERED SITES

A summary of registered and/or known archaeological sites withikilarhetre radius of

the study area was gathered from the Archaeological Sites Database, administered by
MCMS. As a result, it was determined timat (O archaeological sites relating directly to Pre
contact habitation/activity had been formally registered within the immediate vicinity of the
study area. However, the lack of formally documented archaeological sites does not mean
that Precontact peopleid not use the area; it more likely reflects a lack of systematic
archaeological research in the immediate viciriiyen in cases where one or more
assessments may have been conducted in close proximity toosguidandscape alteration,

an extensive area of physical archaeological assessment coverage is required throughout the
region to produce a representative sample of all potentially available archaeological data in
order to provide any meaningful evidencetmstruct a pattern of land use and settlement in
the past

1.3.4.2POST-CONTACTREGISTERED SITES

A summary of registered and/or known archaeological sites withikilarbetre radius of

the study area was gathered from the Archaeological Sites Database, administered by
MCMS. As a result, it was determined timat(0) archaeological sites relating directly to
Postcontact habitation/activity had been formally registered within the immediate vicinity of
the study area

1.3.4.3REGISTERED SITES OF UNKNOWN CULTURAL AFFILIATION

A summary of registered and/or known archaeological sites withikilarbetre radius of

the study area was gathered from the Archaeological Sites Database, administered by
MCMS. As a result, it was determined thiatee(3) archaeological sites of unknown cultural
affiliation have been formally registered within the immediate vicinity of the study area. All
previously registered sites of unknown cultural affiliation are briefly described below in
Table2:

TABLE 2 REGISTERED SITES OF UNKNOWN CULTURAL AFFILIATION WITHIN  1KM
Borden # Site Name Time Period Affinity Site Type
AkHc-25 Ford Family

Farmstead 3
AkHc-24 Ford Family
Farmstead 2
AkHc-23 Ford Family
Farmstead 1
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These siteslemonstrate archaeologigaitential for further archaeological resources related
to humanactivity and occupation with respect to the archaeological assessment of the
proposed undertaking.

1.3.5 PREVIOUS ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENTS

Background research shows that two (2) previous studies have taken place within 50m of the
study area. For further information see:

AMICK Consultants Limited. (209). Report on the 2009 Stage?1Archaeological
Assessment of Part of Lot 17, Concession 15, (Geographic Township of Nichol), and
Part of Lots 3, 4, 12, 13, 14, 16 and 17, Registered Plan 87, (Geographic Township of
Nichol), now all in the Township of Centreellihgton, County of Wellington and
being those lands more particularly designated as Parts 1, 2, 3,4, 5,6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11,
12, and 13 as shown on Deposited Plan-@¥R9. The above lands are all of Pins
713830013 and713830014. Port McNicoll, Ontario. Archaeological License
Report on file with MCM, Toronto, Ontario (Amick File # 28B2MCM File #7058
381-2008,P058416-2009).

Stantec (2023. Stage 12 Archaeological Assessment: Proposed Development 2265G5t.
David Street North Part of Lot 19, Concession 16, Geographic Township of Nichol,
now Township of Centre Wellington, Wellington County, Ontawadon Ontario.
Archaeological License Report on file with MCM, Toronto, OntéHwmject#
16141417MMCM File #P256-07372022.

An overview of the location of these assessments can be found in Map 7.

1.3.5.1AMICK CONSULTANTSLIMITED (2009

In 2008, AMICK Consultants Limited conducted a Stag2 Archaeological Property

Assessment dpPart of Lot 17, Concession 15, (Geographic Township of Nichol), and Part of
Lots 3, 4, 12, 13, 14, 16 and 17, Registered Plan 87, (Geographic Township of Nichol), now

all in the Township of Centre Wellington, County of Wellington and Being Those Lands
moreParticularly Designated as Parts 1, 2, 3,4, 5,6, 7, 8,9, 10, 11, 12, and 13 as Shown on
Deposited Plan 618789, The Above Lands are all of Pins 71-883.3 aad 713830014.

This assessment took place south of the current study area, across St. David Street North. The
following is the executive summary of the Stage Archaeological Assessment and the

resulting recommendations:

AThis report describes the results of the Sta@eArchaeological Assessment Paft o
Lot 17, Concession 15, (Geographic Township of Nichol), and Part of Lots 3, 4, 12,
13, 14,16 and 17, Registered Plan 87, (Geographic Township of Nichol), now all in
the Township o€entre Wellington, County of Wellington and Being Those Lands
more ParticularlyDesignated as Parts 1, 2, 3,4, 5,6, 7, 8,9, 10, 11, 12, and 13 as
Shown on Deposited Pl&1R 4789, The Above Lands are all of Pins 71-8833
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and 713830014, conducted b&AMICK Consultants Limited. This study was
conducted under Archaeological Consultingense #P058 issued to Michael Henry
by the Minister of Culture for the Province®@htario. This investigation was
undertaken in order to address anticipated conditionSraft Plan approval. All

work was conducted in conformity with the guidelines as stipulaitbh the
Archaeological Assessment Technical Guidelines (OMCzCR 1993) aDahtidu@o
Heritage Act (RSO 2005).

AMICK Consultants Limited was engaged byghaponent to undertake this
assessment, and was granted permission to carry out archaeological fieldwork on the
subjectproperty on August 6, 2008. Those portions of the property which did not
consist of previoudisturbance or low lying and wet lands were subject to physical
assessment May 12, 20@@nsisting of highntensity test pit survey at an interval of

five metres between individuaist pits and high intensity pedestrian survey at an
interval of five metres between individi@nsects.

As a result of the physical assessment of the subject property 1 isolated First Nations
find spot was encountered. No further archaeological investigations are
recommended fdhe isolated findspot as it represents few artifacts over a large area
and further investigationf this find is unlikely to result in further information.

(AMCIK Consultants Limited2009)

1.3.5.2STANTEC (2023)

In 2023, Stantec conducted a Stage Archaeological Property Assessment of part of
Lot 19, Concession 16, Geographic Township of Nichol, now Township of Centre
Wellington, Wellington County, Ontario, which is directly adjacent tostheh of the
current study area. The following is the executive summary of the Stadechaeological
Assessment and the resulting recommendations:

ASt antec Consulting Ltd. (Stantec) was r e
Client) to conduct Stage 4 archaeological assessment in advance of a proposed

residential development (the Project) on part of Lot 19, Concession 16, Geographic
Township of Nichol, now Township of Centre Wellington, Wellington County,

Ontario. Overall, the study area for the Project is approximately 1.9 hectares. The

Stage 12 assessment conducted by Stantec was triggered by the Provincial Policy
Statement (PPS)hich has been issued under section 3 of the Planning Act

(Government of Ontario 1990a). The PPS states that decisions affecting planning

matters may be affected by other legislation; for archaeological work that would

include the Ontario Heritage Act (Gavenent of Ontario 1990b). According to

Section 2.6.2 of the PPS, fAdevel opment an
lands containing archaeological resources or areas of archaeological potential

unless significant archaeological resources have lseenn s er vedo ( Gover nn
Ontario 2020:31).

The Stage-P archaeological assessment of the study area was conducted under
Project Information Form number P28Xv 372022 issued to Parker Dickson, MA, of
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Stantec by the Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism (the Ministry). The Stage
1 archaeological assessment determined that the study area retained archaeological
potential and Stage 2 archaeological assessment was required. The Stage 2
archaeologial assessment of the study area was conducted on October 27, 2022.

No archaeological resources were identified during the Stagarchaeological
assessment of the study area. Thus, in accordance with Section 2.2 and Section 7.8.4
of the Ministrydéds 2011 Standards and Guid
(Government bOntario 2011), no further archaeological assessment of the study
area is recommended.
(Stantec 2023, p.ii).

1.35.3 PREVIOUS REGIONAL ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL MODELLING

The study area is situated in area for which there is no archaeological master plan.

1.36 HISTORIC PLAQUES

There are no relevant plagues associated with the study area, which would suggest an activity
or occupation within, onear the study area that may indicate potential for associated
archaeological resources of significant CHVI.

1.37 SUMMARY OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONTEXT

The study areaontains gloughable lands and two farm complexes. The farm complex in

the northern portion of the study area consists a house, a garage, a barn, two silos, a shed, and
an outbuilding. The farm complex in the southern portion of the study area consists of a

house, darn, a silo, a shed, and three outbuildidgsunnamed water course is located
approximately 120 meters south of the study akdaw-lying wet area is present in the
northeastern corner of the study area.

Current conditions within the study area indicate that some areas of the property may have no
or low archaeological potential and do not require Stage 2 Property Assessment or should be
excluded from Stage 2 Property Assessment. These areas would iheldidetprint of

existing structures, areas undeavel and asphalt surfacéssignificant proportion of the

study area does exhibit archaeological potential and therefore a Stage 2 Property Assessment
is required.

Background research also indicates that the studyisssé¢aated in th&suelph Drumlin
Field physiographic region, which is characterizedib) that is loamy and calcerouk
addition, the study area not located in close proximity to ahthic sources.

A total ofthree (3)previously registered archaeological sites have been documented within
1km of the study area. Of thesmneare Precontactnoneare Postontact andhreeare of
unknown cultural affiliationThese sites demonstrate archaeological potential for further
archaeological resources of Rientact and/or Postontact activity and occupation with
respect to the archaeological assessment of the current study area
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The study area is situated in area for which there is no archaeological mast€hetarare
no relevant plaques associated with the study. area

The study area has potential for archaeological resources of Native origins based on
proximity to a source of potable water. Background research also suggests potential for
archaeologicalesources of Posiontact origins based gmoximity to a historic roadway.

2.0 FIELD WORK METHODS AND WEATHER CONDITIONS
2.1 INTRODUCTION

A property inspection was carried out in compliance \Biidmdards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologist® TC 2011)to document the existing conditions of the study area
to facilitate the Stage 2 Property Assessment. All areas of the study area were visually
inspected and select features were photographed as a representative sample of each area
defined within Map$ and6. Observations made of conditions within the study area at the
time of the inspection were used to inform the requirement for t&geperty Assessment

for portions of the study area as well as to aid in the determination of appropriate Stage 2
Property Assessment strategies. The locations from which photographs were taken and the
directions toward which the camera was aimed foh @hotograph are illustrated in Maps

& 6 of this report

The Stage 2 Assessment of the study area was carried 0RtAugust, 14 September, 11 &

18 October 2024nd consisted of high intensity test pit methodology at arfie&e interval
between individual test pits and by high intensity pedestrian survey at an interval of 5 metres
between individual transects which was conducted in compliance wi8tdhdards and
Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologistection 2.1.1: Pedestrian Sunasyd2.1.2: Test Pit
Survey MTC 2011). Weather conditions were appropriate for the necessary fieldwork
required to complete the Stage 2 Property Assessment and to creatauthertaton

appropriate to this study.

2.2 PEDESTRIAN SURVEY

Approximately33.15ha of the study area was subjected to pedestrian survey at 5m transect
intervals.All actively or recently cultivated agricultural lamdthin the study arewas

recently ploughedeep enough to provide total topsoil exposure but not deeper than previous
ploughing andvas weathered by a heavy rainfétl addition, @proximately97% of the

ploughed field surface was exposed and vigieleSection2.1.1, Standards-6 (MTC

2011). All work was photedocumented.

Through the course of the pedestrian survey, no archaeological resources were encountered.

2.3 TESTPIT SURVEY
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Approximately2.78ha of the study area wésvn and wooded area that cannot be strip
ploughedand wassubjected to test pit survey at 5m interyag¢s Section 2.1.2, Standard 1
(MTC 2011)

All test pits were excavated within 1m of all built structures, were at least 30cm in diameter
and were excavated into the first 5cm of subsoil to examine stratigraphy, cultural features
and evidence of fill. All soils were screen through mesh no gréeterdmm and all test pits
were backfilled. All work waphoto documented

During the 5m test pit surveftye (5) test pits produced a total 88 Postcontact artifacts
However, this was not enough to determine if a Stage Spreific Assessment would be
necessary. Therefore, test pit excavation was continued on the survey grid, but no further
archaeological resources were encountered. Consequanthtensified test pit survey
consisting oB radialtest pits at an interval of 2.5m around the positive te®)pvas
conductedA total of 18 additional positive radial tepits were encountered which produced
69 Postcontact artifactslt was determined after the radial test pits were dug that the site
contained further CHVI and would be recommended for further work, therefore a 1m by 1m
intensification unit was not dudll artifacts were collectedccording to their associated test

pit.

Approximately7% of the study area consisted of lamnea thatvas test pisurveyedat an
interval of 5 metres between individual test pits. Approxime&ébp of the study area was
ploughed fieldhatwaspedestrian surveyedt an interval of 5 metres between individual
transectsApproximately8% of the study area was not assessable due fwésencef
existing structures and disturbed graametl asphaldriveways. Maps 5& 6 of this report
illustrate the Stage 2 Assessment methodology within the anedy

3.0 RECORD OF FINDS
3.1 INTRODUCTION

As a result of th&tage 12 Assessmenif the study areane (1) Postcontactsite, named
24-656H1(AkHc-30), wasencountered. The number and types of artifacts collected from the
24-656H1(AkHc-30) siteare listed below in Tabk3-8. Descriptions of the artifact types
collected from th4-656H1(AkHc-30) Sitecan be found below in secti@® and

appended to this report in AppendixDetailed description of the location of these sites can
be found in the supplementary information package of this report filed under separate cover
with theMCM.

32  24-656H1(AkHCc-30) SITE

The24-656H1(AkHc-30) site is a Pos€Contact site of EurCanadian origins thaonsists of
103artifacts covering an area approximatefmetres from north to south ad@ metres

from west to easThe number and types of artifacts collected from2#ré€56H1(AkHc-30)
siteare listed below in Tabl&. Descriptions of these artifact types can be found appended to
this report in AppendiB.
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TABLE 3 24-656H1(AKHC-30) SITE ARTIFACT COUNTS AND TYPES
MATERIAL FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE
Ceramic 66 64.08%
Faunal 1 0.97%
Glass 17 16.50%
Metal 19 18.45%
Total 103 100.00%

Ceramic (64.08%) constitutes the largest portion of the artifact types collected from the 24
656H1 AkHc-30) site, followed by metal (18.45%) and glass (16.50%). Faunal remains
(>1%) make up a very smalercentage of the assemblage. Table 4 below describes the

classes of ceramic in the artifact assemblage.

TABLE 4 24-656H1(AKHC-30) SITE CERAMIC ARTIFACT COUNTS AND CLASS
CLASS FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE
Coarse Red Earthenware 32 48.48%
Porcelain 1 1.52%
Refined White Earthenware 32 48.48%
Yellowware 1 1.52%

Total 66 21.68%

Coarse Red Earthenware (48.48%) and refined white earthenware (48.48%) constitute the
majority of the ceramic collected from the-@86H1 AkHc-30) site. Porcelain (1.52%) and
yellowware (1.52%) make up a relatively small percentage of the assemblage. Table 5 below
breaks the ceramic artifacts down further by type.

TABLE 5 24-656H1(AKHCc-30) SITE CERAMIC ARTIFACT COUNTS AND TYPE
TYPE FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE
Hand Painted 3 4.55%
Overglaze Painted 1 1.52%
Scalloped Impressed Edgeware 1 1.52%

Solid Colour Slip 1 1.52%
Transfer Print 7 10.61%
Undecorated 53 80.30%
Total 66 100.00%

Undecorated (80.30%) constitutes the majoritthefceramic collected from the-B56H1
(AkHc-30) site. Transfer Print (10.61%) is the second most common ceramic type collected.
The remaining ceramic types include hand painted (4.55%), overglaze painted (1.52%),
scalloped impressed edgeware (1.52%), and solid colour slip (1.52%). Table 6 below
descrbed the various attribuideoted within the ceramic collection.

TABLE 6

24-656H1(AKHCc-30) SITE CERAMIC ARTIFACT COUNTS AND ATTRIBUTE

| ATTRIBUTE

| FREQUENCY

| PERCENTAGE|
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Black 1 1.52%
Black Glaze 1 1.52%
Blue I 10.61%
Brown 1 1.52%
Clear Glaze 20 30.30%
Cobalt Blue 1 1.52%
Lead Glaze 6 9.09%
Lead with Alumina Glaze 2 3.03%
Light Blue 1 1.52%
Orange 1 1.52%
Pink 1 1.52%
Unglazed 24 36.36%
Total 66 100.00%

Unglazed (36.26%) and clegiazed (30.30%) ceramics dominate the ceramic assemblage
from the 24656H1 AkHc-30) site. The remaining materials, including black decoration
(1.52%), black glaze (1.52%), blue decoration (10.61%), brown decoration (1.52%), cobalt
blue decoration (1.52%), lead glaze (9.09%), lead with alumina glaze (3.03%), light blue
decoration (1.52%)orange decoration (1.52%), and pink decoration (1.52%), make up a
smaller portion. The following is the breakdown of the glass classes collected from the 24

656H1 @kHc-30) site.

TABLE 7 24-656H1(AKHC-30) SITE GLASS ARTIFACT COUNTS AND CLASS
CLASS FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE
Cylindrical 2 11.76%
Rolled Sheet 15 88.24%
Total 17 100.00%

The majority of the glass collected from the@sbH1 @kHc-30) site were rolledgheet
(window pane), making up 88.24% of the glass assemblage. The remainder of the glass

consists of cylindrical (bottle) glass. Lastly, Table 7 below breaks down the different forms
of metal collected from the 2846H1 @AkHc-30) Site.

TABLE 8 24-656H1(AKHC-30) SITE METAL ARTIFACT COUNTS AND FORM
CLAsS FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE
Indeterminate 3 15.79%

Nail - Cut 16 84.21%
Total 19 100.00%

The majority of the metal collected from the@46H1 @kHc-30) site consists of cut nails
(84.21%). The remaining metal are indeterminate pieces.

The coll ecti on

of

artifacts

from this

assess

housed at th&xeteroffice of AMICK Consultants Limited until such time as an appropriate
permanent location, as approvedM¢M, is located and appropriate arrangements for the
transfer of the collection and associated responsibilities for the material is made.
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The documentation produced during the field investigation conducted in support of this
report includes: one sketch map, one page of photo log, one page of field notigs) and
digital photographs.

4.0 ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS
4.1 STAGE 1 ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS
4.1.1 CHARACTERISTICS INDICATING ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL

Section 1.3.1 of th8tandards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologjssifies the
propertycharacteristics thamdicate archaeological potentidi(TC 2011). Factors that

indicate archaeological potentele features of the local landscape andironment that

may have attracted people to either occupy the land or to conduct activities witsindyre

area One or more of these characteristics found to apply to a study area would necessitate a
Stage 2 Property Assessment to determine if archaeological resources are present. These
characteristicnclude:

1) Within 1km of Previously Identified Archaeological Sites
2) Within proximity of PrimaryWater Source¢e.g., lakes, rivers, streams, and creeks)

3) Within proximity of SecondaryVaterSourcege.g., intermittent streams and creeks,
springs, marshes, and swamps)

4) Within proximity of Features Indicating Past Water Sour@eg, glacial lake
shorelines indicated by the presence of raised sand or teaeh ridges, relic river
or stream channels indicated by clear dip or swale in the topography, shorelines of
drained lakes or marshes, and cobble beaches

5) Within proximity of anAccessible or Inaccessible Shorel{eeg.,high bluffs,
swamp or marsh fields by the edge of a lake, sandbars stretching into)marsh

6) Elevated Topographfe.g., eskersdrumlins, large knolls, and platequ

7) Pockets of Welldrained Sandy Sqiespecially near areas of heavy soil or rocky
ground.

8) Distinctive Land Formationthat might have been special or spiritual places, such as
waterfalls, rock outcrops, caverns, mounds, and promontories and their bases. There
may be physical indicators of their use, such as burials, structures, offerings, rock
paintings or carvings.

9) Resource Areasncluding:
1 food or medicinal plants (e.g., migratory routes, spawning areas, and prairie)
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9 scarce raw materials (e.g., quartz, copper, ochre or outcrops of chert)
1 resources of importance to eaRgstcontactindustry (e.g., logging,
prospecting, and mining)

10)Within proximity of Areas of EarlyPostcontactSettlementincluding:
1 military or pioneer settlement (e.g., pioneer homesteads, isolated cabins, and
farmstead complexes)
1 early wharf or dock complexgsioneer churches and early cemeteries

11)Within proximity of Early Historical Transportation Routésg.,trails, passes, roads,
railways, portage routgs

12)Heritage Property A property listed on a municipal register or designated under the
OntarioHeritage Act or is a federal, provinciar municipal historic landmark or
site.

13)Documented Historical or Archaeological Sitegroperty that local histories or
informants have identified with possible archaeological sites, historical events,
activities, or occupations. These are properties which have not necessarily been
formally recognized or for which there is additional evideientifying possible
archaeological resources associated with historic properties in addition to the
rationale for formal recognition.

The study aress situatecapproximately 12@netresnorthof an unnamed water course,
which is asecondaryvater source. The study area is situated within 200m of an early
settlement road that appears on the historic atlas map$bah8 1877. This historic road
corresponds to the road presently knowstadavid Street Northwhich is directly adjacent
to the study area on its western edge.

412 CHARACTERISTICS INDICATING REMOVAL OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL
Section 1.3.2 of th8tandards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologpssifies the

property characteristics which indicate no archaeological potential or for which
archaeologicabotential has been removed TC 2011). These characteristiasclude:

1) Quarrying

2) Major Landscaping Involving Grading Below Topsaoill
3) Building Footprints

4) Sewage and Infrastructure Development

The study area contaibwo farm complers.The farm complex in the northern portion of
the study area consists a house, a garage, a barn, two silos, a shed, and an outbuilding. The
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farm complex in the southern portion of the study area consists of a house, a barn, a silo, a
shed, and three outbuildings.

4.1.3 SUMMARY OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL

Table9 below summarizes the evaluation eri& of theMinistry of Citizenship and
Multiculturalismtogether with the results of the Stage 1 Background Study for the proposed
undertaking. Based on the criteria, the property is deemed to have archaeological potential on
the basis oproximity to waterand the location of early historic settlement roads adjacent to

the study area.
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TABLE 9 EVALUATION OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL
FEATURE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL | YES NO | N/A | COMMENT
If Yes, potential
1 | Known archaeological sites withltkm Y determined
PHYSICAL FEATURES
2 | Is there water on or near the property? Y If Yes, what kind of water?
Primary water source withiproximity (lakeshore, If Yes, potential
2a | river, large creek, etc.) N determined
Secondary water source withproximity (stream, If Yes, potential
2b | spring, marsh, swamp, etc.) Y determined
Past water source withiproximity (beach ridge, If Yes, potential
2c | river bed, relic creek, etc.) N determined
Accessible or Inaccessible shoreline within
proximity (high bluffs, marsh, swamp, sand bar, If Yes, potential
2d | etc.) N determined
Elevated topography (knolls, drumlins, eskers, If Yes, and Yes for any of 4
3 | plateaus, etc.) N 9, potential determined
If Yes and Yes for any of 3
4 | Pockets of sandy soil in a clay or rocky area N 5-9, potential determined
If Yes and Yes for any of 3
Distinctive land formations (mounds, caverns, 4, 69, potential
5 | waterfalls, peninsulas, etc.) N determined
HISTORIC/PREHISTORIC USE FEATURES
Associated with food or scarce resource harves If Yes, and Yes for any of
areas (traditionafishing locations, 5, 7-9, potential
6 | agricultural/berry extraction areas, etc.) N determined.
If Yes, and Yes for any of |
Early Postcontactsettlementarea within 6, 89, potential
7 | proximity N determined
Historic Transportation routsvithin proximity If Yes, and Yes for anyr3
8 | (historic road, trail, portage, rail corridors, etc.) | Y or 9, potential determined
Contains propertylesignated and/or listed under
the Ontario Heritage Act (municipal heritage If Yes and, Yes to any of 3
9 | committee, municipal register, etc.) N 8, potential determined
APPLICATIGSPECIFIC INFORMATION
Local knowledge (local heritage organizations, If Yes, potential
10 | Precontact, etc.) N determined
Recent disturbance not including agricultural
cultivation (post1960-confirmed extensive and If Yes, no potentiadr low
intensive including industrial sites, aggregate potential in affected part
11| areas, etc.) Y (s) of the study area.

If YESo any of 1, 2ec, or 10 Archaeological Potentiakisnfirmed

If YESo 2 or more of 29, Archaeological Potential égenfirmed

If YESo 11 or No to 110 Low Archaeological Potentiatienfirmedfor at least a portion of the study
area.
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4.2 STAGE 2 ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS

As a result of the Stage 2 Property Assessment, orastbyicsite, the24-656H1(AkHc-
30) Sitewasencountered.

The24-656H1(AkHc-30) Siteis a PostContact site of Eur€€anadian origins thabonsists

of 103artifacts from 3 positive test pits covering an area approximately 20 metres from
north to south and 16 metres from west to east. Theddosact portion of the site mainly
consists of ceramic artifacts with the most prevalent being refined white earthemdare
coarse red earthenwafellowed byyellowwareand porcelainOther materials recovered
include glass (window anlabttle shardsand metalqut nails). The24-565H1(AkHc-30)

Site assemblage daprimarily between the second quarter and last quarter of the nineteenth
century, with the most likely date range fron828.890.

The24-656H1(AkHc-30) Site contains at least 20 artifacts that date before 1900.
Consequently, the site retains CHVI and a Stage 3piexific Assessment is
recommended.

5.0 RECOMMENDATIONS
51 STAGE 1-2 RECOMMENDATIONS

As a result of the property Assessment of the study area, one historic site ptheH4
(AkHc-30) Site, was identified. Based on the characteristics of these sites and the analysis of
artifacts, the following recommendations are made:

1. The Cultural Heritage Value or Interest (CHVI) of the@bH1 AkHc30) Site
has not been completely documented. There is potential for further CHVI for this
location. The 24656H1 AkHc30) Site requires Stage 3 S#pecific Assessment
to gather further data to determine if Stage 4 Mitigation of Development Impacts
will be required.

2. A Stage 3 Sitgpecific assessment of the@36H1 AkHc30) Site must be
completed for this site in accordance with the Standards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologists (MTC 2011). The Stage 3spieific assessment will
consist of the excavation of 1 by 1 metre square test units on a 5 by 5 metre
squaregrid; the grid squares will be referred to by the intersection coordinates of
their southwest corner. Each test unit will be excavated stratigraphically by hand
into the first 5 centimetres of suis Each unit will be examined for stratigraphy,
cultural features, or evidence of fill, and all soil was screened through wire mesh
of 6-millimetre width. All artifacts will be retained and recorded by the
corresponding grid unit designation and will beld at the corporate office of
AMICK Consultants Limited until such time that they can be transferred to an
agency or institution approved by the OntakicM (MCM) on behalf of the
government and citizens of Ontario.
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3. The Stage 3 Skgpecific Assessment of the@36H1 AkHc30) Site must
include further archival research ®stablish the details of the occupation and
land use history of the rural township lot of which the study area was a part.
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6.0 ADVICE ON COMPLIANCE WITH LEGISLATION

While not part of the archaeological record, this report must include the following standard
advisorystatements for the benefit of the proponentthieépproval authority in the land
use planning and development process:

a.

This report issubmitted tahe Minister of Citizenship and Multiculturalisras a

condition of licensing in accordance with Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O.
1990, c. 0.18. The report is reviewed to ensure that it complies with the standards
and guidelines issued by the Minister, and that the archaeological fieldwork and
report recommendations ensure the conservation, protection and preservation of the
cultural heritage of Ontario. When all matters relating to archaeological sites within
the prgect area of a development proposal have been addressed to the satisfaction of
the Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalispa letter will be issued by the

ministry stating that there are no further concerns with regard to alterations to
archaeological sites by the proposgelvelopment.

It is an offence under Sections 48 and 69 of the Ontario Heritage Act for any party
other than a licensed archaeologist to make any alteration to a known archaeological
site or to remove any artifact or other physiealdence of past human use or activity
from the site, until such time adieensedarchaeologist has completed

archaeological fieldwork on the site, submitted a report to the Minister stating that
the site has no further cultural heritage value or interest, and the report has been
filed in the Ontario Public Register &rchaeologicaReports referred to in Section

65.1 of the Ontario Heritage Act.

Should previouslyndocumented archaeological resources bealisred, they may

be a new archaeological site and therefore subject to Section 48 (1) of the Ontario
Heritage Act. The proponent or person discovering the archaeological resources
must cease alteration of the sitemediately and engageliaensedarchaeologist to
carry out archaeological fieldwork, in compliance with sec. 48 (1) of the Ontario
Heritage Act.

The Cemeteries Act, R.S.0. 1990, c. C.4 and the Funeral, Burial and Cremation
Services Act, 2002, S.O. 2002, ¢.33 (when proclaimed in force) require that any
person discovering human remains must notify the police or coroner and the
Registrar of Cemeteriest the Ministry of Consumer Services.

Archaeologicakites recommended for further archaeological fieldwork or protection

remain subject to Section 48 (1) of the Ontario Heritage Act and may not be altered,
or have artifacts removed from them, except by a person holding an archaeological

licence.
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