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STAGE 1 AA FOR THE PROPOSED CRAIG ROAD EXTENSION
TOWNSHIP OF SPRINGWATER, COUNTY OF SIMCOE, ONTARIO

‘EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Archeoworksinc. was retained byAinley & Associatetdo conduct a Stage 1 Archaeological
Assessment (AA) for thiroposedextension of Craig Road from Russell Road to County Road 27,
as part of the Midhurst Class Environmental Assessment Phase A &otal of 10 potential
alignments have been proposed fitiis Class EA¢eMap 1). All 10 alignments, including a-50
metre buffer around each option, will be investigated within this study, and will collectively be
KSNBEAY NBETFSNNBR Thestutyaredidbdied dithit paR @l ot NaBd-16, foom
Concessions 3 to 5 and Lots @626, Concession 2, in the Geographic Township of Vespra,
historical County of Simcoe, Township of Springwater, County of Sji@cbario.

Background researdbentified elevatedpotential for the recovery of archaeologiga#lignificant
materials withinthe study areabased onthe close proximity (within 300 metres)of: historic
structures, historic transportation routs, and secondary water sources

To determine if thearchaeological potential classification of the study area is relevatdgsktop

review of ground conditionswas undertakerusinghistorical aerial photography anshtellite

imagery obtained throgh the Google Earth applicatio®oth sources revealed thahe study

area has undergonearious minorchanges since 195Most notably, these changes include the
construction ofexisting structures, roadways, roadsideécties/embankments, utilitiesgravel
shoulders/driveway, and parking areasAs these activities contribute to the removal of
archaeological resources, the areas where these disturbances have occurred, if confirmed during

an onda A0S LINPBLISNI & AyaLlsSoiirzys OFy o66S02YS Of I
Permanently wet areassaociated with the various triltaries bisecting the study aregerealso

identifiedT G KSaS FNBlIa Ffaz2 Ofl 4aATASWheletemddl @Ay 3 o
archaeological resources and, thus, elimination of archaeological potential cabeot
conclusively stated, Stage 2 testing willvaysbe required. In the case of this studytage 2

testing will be required for those areasrrespondngto ploughed agricultural fields, woodlots,

overgrown grassed margins, areas of manicured grass i@as af heavy brush/vegetation

In conclusion, e following recommendations are presented:

1. Areasthat exhibit disturbed conditiongper Section 13.1 of the 2011 S&Eneed to be
confirmed through an ossite property inspection during a Stage 2.AA

2. Lands evaluated as having no or low poten(@r Section 2.1, Standard 2od the 2011
S&Q, need to be confirmed through an esite property inspection during a Stage 2.AA

3. All identified areas which contain archaeological potentialist besubjected to a Stage
2 AA

The agricultural fielslwill require pedestrian survest fivemetreintervals which involves
systematically walking ploughed areas and mapping and collecting any artifacts found o
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the ground surface. The lamdust be recently ploughed and subjected to the appropriate
weathering requirements, in accordance wiection 2.1.bf the 2011 S&Gin advance
of pedestrian archaeological survey.

Where ploughing in advance of pedestrian archaeological survey wilenmbssible, such
as thewoodlots, overgrown grassed margins, areamahicuredgrassand areas of heavy
brush/vegetationthese areasvill need to be subjected to a Stagsl2oveltest pit survey
at fivemetre intervals,in accordance wittfsection 2.1.2f the 2011 S&G

No construction activities shalke place within the study argarior to the Ministry of Tourism,

Qulture and Soort (Archaeology Program Unit) confirming in writing that all archaeological
licensing and technical review requirements/hdeen satisfied.
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'PROJECT CONTEXT

| 1.1 Objective

The objectives of a StageAtchaeological Assessment (AA), as outlined by the 3fdridards
and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologistéh m m ) gubliEh€d by theMinistry of Tourism,
Culture, and SpofMTC$(2011), are as follows:

T ¢2 LINBPBDARS AYF2N¥IGAZ2Y Fo2dzi GKS LINPLISNIEQ
fieldworkand current land condition;

f ¢2 S@FfdzZa GS Ay RSGFAfT GKS LINRPLISNI&Qa | NOKLI
recommendations for Stage 2 survey for all or parts of the property; and

1 To recommend appropriate strategies for Stage 2 survey.

| 1.2 DevelopmentContext

Archeoworkdnc.was retained byAinley & Associate® conduct a Stage 1 AA for tipeoposed
extension of Craig Road from Russell Road to County Road 27, as part of the Midhurst Class
Environmental Assessment Phase 3.& tbtal of 10 potentialalignmentshave beerproposed

for thisClass EfseeMap 1). All 10 alignmentsncluding a 5@metre buffer around each option,

will be investigated within this studygnd will collectively be herein referred to as tiied G dzR &

I NBThé study area i®cated within part olots 9 and 10, from Concessions 3 to 5 and Lots 25

to 26, Concession 2, in the Geographic Township of Vesigtarical County of Simco&pwnship

of Springwater, County of Simca@ntario(seeAppendix A Map 2). Currently, theTowrshipof
Springwaterdoes not have an archaeological management plan (AMP)

This study was triggered by tliEnvironmental Assessmeftt This Stage 1 AA was conducted
under the projectdirection of Mr. Nimal Nithiyananthamunder the archaeological consultant
licence number 890, in accordance with theOntario Heritage Act2009). Permission to
investigatethe study areavasgranted byAinky & Associatesn May 3¢, 2016.

1.3 Historical Context

To establish the archaeological and historical significance of the study Arg@eoworks Inc
conducted a comprehensiveview of Aboriginaland Ewo-Canadian settlement historyocal
history,designated and listed heritage properties, commemorative markersvell as consulted
with available historical mapping. Furthermore, an examination of registered archaeokitpsal
and previous AAs within close proximity to its limits, and reviewmefihysiography of the overall
area and its correlation to locating archaeological remawes performed.

The results of this background research are documented below and summariapgemdix B
¢ Summary oBackground Research

ARCHEOWORKS INC. 1
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1.3.1 PreContact Period

1.3.11 The Paleoindian Period (ca. 11,000 to 7,500 B.C.)
The region in which the studgreais situated was first inhabited after the final retreat thie
North American Laurentide ice sheet 15,000 years @ydl3000 B.C.) (Stewart,023, p.24)
Initial vegetation of the majority of Southern Ontario was tundlke. As the average climatic
temperature began to warm, small groups of Paleoindians entered Southern Ontario (Karrow and
Warner, 1990, p.2%5tewart, 2013, p.28). Generally, Paleoindians are thought to have been small
groups of nomadic huntegatherers who depended on naturally available foodstuffs such as
I3FYS 2NJ gAfR LXIFyda o09fftAa YR 5Sff UNBdinmcpdpn =
small family groups; these would periodically gather into a larger grouping or bands during a
Fl @2dz2NF 0t S LISNAZ2R Ay GKSANI KdzyGAy3a 0OeOf S & dzC
p.25).
tFfS2AYRALY aA0GS8Sa FNB SEGNI2NRAYINAEE& NI NB Iy
than2000 nn YSGNB&é¢ 69fftAaAT HnAnmMoX Llbop0d ¢KSasS aa
travel episodes and can be found on waiained soils in elvated situations, which would have
provided a more comfortable location in which to camp and view the surrounding territory (Ellis
and Deller, 1990, p.50). Traditionally, Paleoindian sites have been located primarily along
abandoned glacial lake strand#is or beaches. However, this view is biased as these are only
areas in which archaeologists have searched for sites, due to the current understanding of the
NEIA2yQa 3S2t23A01f KAAG2NER 09ftfAa | yRiob St f SNJ
has been paid to nostrandline areas and to older strandlines, sites are much less concentrated
and more ephemeral (Ellis and Deller, 1990, p.51).

Artifact assemblages from this period are characterized by fluted and lanceolate stone points,
scrapes, and small projectile points produced from specific chert types (Ellis and Deller, 1990).
Distinctive dart heads were used to kill game, and knives were used for butchering and other
tasks (Wright, 1994, p.24). These items were created and transpoviedgoeat distances while
following migratory animals within a massive territory.

1.3.1.2 The Archaic Period (ca800 to 500 B.C.)

As the climate continued to warm, deciduous trees slowly began to permeate throughout
Southern Ontario, creating mixed ddaous and coniferous forests (Karrow and Warner, 1990,
Lbono® ¢KS &! NOKIFAO LIS2LX S&a NB GKS RANBOI
to meet new environmental and social conditions (Ellis, 2013, p.41; Wright, 1994, p.25). The
Archaic peiod is divided chronologically and cultural groups are divided geographically and
aSldzSyaAalrtted ! NOKI A Guathetedddsvihgse Gogial ondl EcBrRmMIcA Yy a |
2NBFYAT I GA2Y 61 a4 LINRPolofe OKINIYOGSWIpER). o 2L
CtKA&a FfdzZARAGE ONBFGSE WINIYRAGAZ2YEAQ YR WLKI 3
Aboriginals (Ellis et al., 1990, p.123).

P
(0p))

Few Archaic sites have faunal and floral preservation; hence lithic scatters are often the most
commonly enountered Archaic Aboriginal site type (Ellis et al., 1990, p.123). House structures

ARCHEOWORKS INC. 2
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KIS af ST y2 GNI OS¢ RdzS G2 GKS KA3IK FOARAO
Burial/grave goods and ritual items appear, although very rarely. By the Lataiéronultiple

individuals were interred together suggesting sggermanent communities were in existence

(Ellis, 2013, p.46). Ceremonial and decorative items also appear on Archaic Aboriginal sites
through widespread trade networks, such as conch shelia the Atlantic coast and galena from

New York (Ellis, 2013, p.41). Through trade with the northern Archaic Aboriginals situated around
Lake Superior, native copper was initially utilized to make hooks and knives but gradually became
used for decorativerad ritual items (Ellis, 2013, p.42).

During the Archaic period, stone points were reformed from fluted and lanceolate points to stone
points with notched bases to be attached to a wooden shaft (Ellis, 2013, p.41). The artifact
assemblages from this pedoare characterized by a reliance on a wide range of raw lithic
materials in order to make stone artifacts, the presence of stone tools shaped by grinding and
polishing, and an increase in the use of polished stone axes and adzes asvarowy tools

(Elis et al., 1990, p.65; Wright, 1994, p.26). Growtohe tools were also produced from hard
stones and reformed into tools and throwing weapons (Ellis, 2013, p.41). The bow and arrow was
first used during the Archaic period (Ellis, 2013, p.42).

1.3.1.3 Tl Ealy Woodland Perioccé. 800 to 0 B.C.)
Early Woodland cultures evolved out of the Late Archaic period (Ferris and Spence, 1995, p.89;
Spence et al., 1990, p.168). The Early Woodland period is divided into two complexes: the
Meadowood complex and the fdlesex complex. The Middlesex complex appears to be
restricted to Eastern Ontario, particularly along the St. Lawrence River while Meadowood
materials depict a broad extent of occupation in southwestern Ontario (Spence et al., 1990,
p.134, 141). The distguishing characteristic of the Early Woodland period is the introduction of
pottery (ceramics). The earliestforms were €big NY SR a i KA O]l X FNARIFIO6ES |y
Ydzad KI @S 0SSy 2yteée tAYAGSR (2 dwilllamson) 2013gza | 3 S €
p.48).

Cache Blades, a formal chipped stone technology, andrgittthed Meadowood points, were
commonly employed tools that were often recycled into a number of other tool forms such as

end scrapers (Spence et al., 1990, p.128; Fami Spence, 1995, p.93). These tools were
primarily formed from Onondaga chert (Spence et al., 1990, p.128). Meadowood sites have
produced a distinctive material culture that functioned in both domestic and ritual spheres (Ferris

and Spence, 1995, p.90;8we et al., 1990, p.128). This allows correlations to be made between
habitations and mortuary sites, creating a welunded view of Meadowood culture (Ferris and

Spence, 1995, p.90; Spence et al., 1990, p.128). However, their settlsoiesistence sysin is

LI22NI & dzyRSNEG22R | a 2yte + a¥FSg aSadtSySydad i
Fff 2F GKS&aS FNBE FNRY (GKS alyYS LKe&aA23INI LKAO
al., 1990, p.136). Generally, Meadowood sites are in associgtith the Point Peninsula and

{1 dzZ3ASSy O02YLX SESa 6KAOK aiKSy SgSyidza tteée OKIY
O2YLX SE¢ 02 NAIDKGIZ mMbdodn I LILIOH D
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1.3.1.4 The Middle Woodland Period (ca. 200 B.&.02®00)
During the Middle Woodland perigdhree primary cultural complexes developed in Southern
Ontario. The Couture complex was located in the southwesteost part of Ontario (Spence et
Ff®dX mMppnI LdmMnovd ¢KS t2Ayad t SyAy-éedzhllandO2 Y LI ¢
eastern Southrn Ontario, the southern margins of the Canadian Shield, the St. Lawrence River
down river to Quebec City, most of southeastern Quebec, along the Richelieu River into Lake
I KFEYLEFTAYE o6{LISYyOS Si If oz mbphdnz LIPwpied 2 NR Ik
Gaz2dziKgSAGSNY {2dzZiKSNY hydlFNA2 FNRY (GKS . NHzOS
2F [F1S 9NAS G2 (GKS ¢Said 2F ¢2NRyG2¢ 02 NARIKIZ

The Saugeen and Point Peninsula cultures appear to have shared SoGthimo but the
borders between these three cultural complexes are not well defined, and many academics
believe that the Niagara Escarpment formed a frontier between the Saugeen complex and the
Point Peninsula complex (Spence et al., 1990, p.143; Wri§h0, 1p.629; Ferris and Spence,
1995, p.98). Consequently, the dynamics of hugatherer societies shifted territorial
boundaries resultingni regional clusters throughow@outhern Ontario that have been variously
assigned to Saugeen, Point Peninsulaindependent complexes (Spence et al., 1990, p.148;
Wright, 1999, p.649).

Middle Woodland pottery share a preference for stamped, scadldged or toothlike
decoration, but each cultural complex had distinct pottery forms (such as globular pots), $inishe
and zones of decoration (Williamson, 2014, p.49; Ferris and Spence, 1995, p.97; Spence et al.,
1990, p.143). Major changes in settlementbsistence systems occurred during the Middle
222Rf YR LISNA2RI LI NI AOdz F NI & tufeK &d dufstaMi® R dzO G A
middens associated with these structures (Spence et al., 1990, p.167; Ferris and Spence, 1995,
p.99). The larger sites likely indicate a prolonged period of macroband settlement and a more
consistent return to the same site, ratherah an increase in band size (Spence et al., 1990,
p.168). Environmental constraints in different parts of Southern Ontario all produced a common
implication of increased sedentism caused by the intensified exploitation of local resources
(Ferris and Spen¢d 995, p.100). Burial offerings became more ornate and encompassed many
material mediums, including antler, whetstones, copper, and pan pipes (Ferris and Spence, 1995,
p.99). Burial sites during this time were set away from occupation sites and remaimgwezred

at time of death; secondary burials were not common (Ferris and Spence, 1995, p.101). Small
numbers of burial mounds are present, particularly around Rice Lake, and both exotic and
utilitarian items were left as grave goods (Williamson, 20131pFeris and Spence, 1995,
p.102).

1.3.1.5 The Late Woodlameriod (ca. A.D. 900 to 1600)
At the onset of the Late Woodland Period, the transitional Princess Point complex arrived in
Ontario. Sites attributed to the Princess Point complex exhibit é®ntinuities from earlier
developments. These sites appear to have arisen suddenly and suggestdewvedtiped state
with no apparent predecessors. It is hypothesised that this complex migrated into Ontario,
possibly from the southwest. The material@udzNBE A y Of dzZRSa Wt NAy OSaa t 2A
collarless, with everted rims and senonical bases. Decorations include horizontal lines with an

ARCHEOWORKS INC. 4
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encircling row of circular exterior punctates. Smoking pipes and ground stone tools are rare.
Triangulararrow points predominate the lithic assemblage, where some exhibit weakly notched
bases. Subsistence patterns include the hunting of deer, bear, squirrels and fish with gathering
of berries. Corn horticulture has been attributed to the Princess Point tampittle is known
about the settlement patterns, but it has been suggested that they followed a pattern of warm
season macroband and cold season microband dispersal (Fox, 1990,-pg9)74

During the Late Woodland Period (A.D. 9A@BD0O), multiplesub-stages, and complexes have been
assigned, which are divided spatially and chronologically (Fox, 1990; Williamson, 1990; Dodd et

al., 1990; Warrick, 2000). Although several migration theories have been suggested explaining

the Ontario Iroquoian origins y & @FAf I o06fS RFEGS FNRY {2dziKSN
continuity {n situ) from the MiddleLate Woodland Transitional Princess Point complex and Late
Woodland cultural grou ¢ 6 CS NNA & | yiIB5; SmitiS1HPI0,.$H283m ppp = LI

1.3.16 The EarlOntario Iroquois Stage (ca. A.D. 900 to 1300)
Two primary cultural groups have been assigned to the Early Ontario Iroquois Period and were
located in Southern Ontario. The Glen Meyer cultural group was located primarily in
southwestern Ontario, whose teffiz NB a Sy O2YLI aaSR | LERNIA2Yy 2
extending from Long Point on the north shore of Lake Erie to the southeastern shore of Lake
| dZNR Yy ¢ O02AffEALFYaz2ys mppns Lbonnod ¢KS t AO1 SN
encompassing all ofi KS NB3IA2Yy y2NIK 2F [F1S hyidlNAR2 (2
(Williamson, 1990, p.304). Regional clusters of these groups appear within riverine or lacustrine
environments with a preference for sandy soils.

The material culture of Early Iroquatensisted of welmade and thirwalled clay vessels that
were more globular in shape with rounded bottoms. These vessels were produced by modelling
rather than coiformed. Decoratie stamping, incising, and pumtion along the exterior and
interior rim region of the vessels were favoured. Material cultural remains also included crudely
made smoking pipes, gaming discs, triangslaped, concave projectile chert points, and
worked bone and antlers. House structures gradually became larger, longer, ded lbvit
variations depended on settlement type and season of occupation. Subsistence patterns indicate
a quick adoption of a greater variety of harvest products. Burial practices during this period saw
an evolution to the ossuary burials; however burialttpes are still not well understood
(Williamson, 1990, pp.30311).

1.3.17 The Midlle Ontario Iroquois Stage (¢&.D.1300 to 1400)
¢tKS aARRtS hyidFNA2 LNRId2A& 0S3ly aoAldK GKS F
conquest and absorption® Df Sy aSe@SNJ o6& tAO1SNAy3I¢ O652RR
resulted in two cultural horizons located throughout most of Southern Ontario and lasting
approximately 100 years. Within these 100 years, two cultural groups were present and divided
chrorologically into two 5€year timespans: the Uren stdiage (A.D. 136@350) and the
Middleport substage (A.D. 1350400). The chronology of this stage has been contested and
reflects a probable overlap with earlier stages. It is theorized that the Urerstage represents

a fusion of Glen Meyer and Pickering branches of the Early Ontario Iroquois while the Middleport

ARCHEOWORKS INC. 5
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sub-stage gave rise to the Huron, Petun, Neutral groups of the Late Ontario Iroquois stage (Dodd
et al., 1990, pp.321, 356).

Uren sites aradistributed throughout much of southwestern and southcentral Ontario, and
generally coincide with Early Ontario Iroquoian Stage sites. Middleport sites generally correlate
with Uren sites, representing a continuation of local cultural sequences. Theialatelture of

the Uren substage includes rolled rim clay vessels with horizontal indentation on the exterior of
the vessel; pipes that gradually improve in structure; gaming discs; and projectile points that
favour triangular points. The material cultuoé Middleport substage includes collared vessels
decorated with oblique and horizontal indentation; a we#lveloped clay pipe complex that
includes effigy pipes; and a marked increase in notched projectile points (Dodd et al., 1990, p.
330-342).

Settlament patterns of the Uren subtage reflect a preference for sand plains and do not appear

to have had defensive palisades surrounding clusters of small longhouses. Subsistence patterns
indicate an increasing reliance on corn cultivation, suggesting edllagere occupied in the
winter and campsites were occupied during the spring to fall. Settlement patterns of the
Middleport substage reflect a preference for drumlinized till plains. Small villages are present
where palisades first appear, and longhouaes larger than those found in the Uren satage.
Subsistence patterns reflect an increasing reliance on corn and beans with intensive exploitation
of locally available land and water species. Burial patterns graduate to ossuaries by the
Middleport substage ([@dd et al., 1990, pp.34356).

1.3.1.8 The Late Ontario Iroquois Stage (ca. A.D. 1400 to1600)
During the Late Ontario Iroquoian Stage, tihequoianspeaking linguistic and cultural groups
developed. Prior to European Contact, neighbouring lrogap&aking communities united to
form several confederacies knowntag Huron (HuroAWendat), Neutral (called Attiewandaron
by the Wendat), Petun (Tionnontaté or Khionontateronon) in Ontario, and the Five Nations (later
Six Nations) of the Iroquois (Haudenosaunee) of upper New York State (Birch, 2010, p.31;
Warrick, 2013p.71). These groups are located primarily in south and central Ontario. Each group
was distinct but shared a similar pattern of life already established by tiRecé6tury (Trigger,
1994, p.42).

Prior to European contact, the geographic distributionpoé-contact Ontario Iroquoian sites
describes two major groups east and west of the Niagara Escarpment: the ancestral
Attiewandaron to the west, and the ancestral Hurdvendat to the east (Warrick, 2000, p.446).
Ancestral HuronNendat villages have beendated as far east as the Trent River watershed,
GKSNBE aO2yOSYiGNI GA2ya 2F aAiSa 200dzNJ Ay GKS
Duffin Creek valleys, the lower Trent valley, Lake Scugog, the upper Trent River and Simcoe
[ 2dzy G & ¢ 6 wlpras3R Shese comcearatdns are distributed in a triangular area along

the north shore of Lake Ontario and northward bounded by the Trent River system and the
NiagaraEscarpment (Ramsden, 1990, p.363).

ARCHEOWORKS INC. 6
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To traverse their territory, the HureVendat used multiple trails, portage and watercourse

routes throughout their territory to travel from the north shores of Lake Ontario inland to the

upper Great Lakes. These trail systems includedtheiMiléSPort 3SQ FTNRY YSYLISYy T
to Willow Creeka branch of the Nottawasaga Ritbat connected Lake Ontario to Lake Huron

through Simcoe County (Hunter, 1909a, p.80)

Settlement types included longhouse, whose sizes depended on the size of the extendgd fami

that inhabited it; however, archaeological evidence suggests that the average longhouse was 25

feet by 100 feet, with heights about the same as widths (Heidenreich, 1978, p.366). Village size
gradually enlarged as horticulture began to take on a momdre¢ importance in subsistence

patterns, particularly the farming of maize, squash, and beans, supplemented by fishing, hunting,
FYR AFGKSNAYy3Id {AdSa 6SNB OK2aSy F2NJ GdKSANI LN
firewood, [and]ayoungsecy Rl NB F2NBadsx wla ¢Sttt aeée | RSTS
p.375). Later villages consisted of up to 100 longhouses clustered closely together, and only the
largest villages on the frontier were fortified (Heidenreich, 1978, p.377).

Subsistene patterns reflect a horticultural diet that was supplemented with fish rather than
YSI G 61 SARSY NBA OKandomzhNi/yQ> FUIMNNATYHP gW{at IdaakS R {2
clear trees and brushwood for flour and flint corn fields (Heidenreich, 19380). These were
consistently cultivated until no longer productive, at which point the village was abandoned, an
event that took place about every eight to 12 years (Heidenreich, 1978, p.381). Consequently, as
horticulture became the primary mode of Issistence, precontact native groups gradually
relocated from the northern shores of Lake Ontario to further inland, likely as a result of depleting
resources and growing aggression between native communities.

1.3.2 Contact Period (ca. A.D. 1600 to 1650)

At the time of European ContadK S I NS daz2dzikK 2F [I1S {AYO2S |
Lake Ontario remained a6l yQa fFyR RdzZNAYy3 GKAA LISNA2RI GA
traversed only by raiding parties fromthe nothBNRB Y (G KS &a2dziKé o6The2 0 Ay a2
HuronWendat villages were located north of Lake Simeweltheir territorial hunting grounds

stretched roughly between the Canadian Shield, Lake Ontario and the Niagara Escarpment
(Warrick, 2008, p.12). TheaHdenosaunee were primarily located south of Lake Ontario but

hunted in the lands north of Lake Ontario.

Records left by explorers, Jesuit missionaries, and fur traders provide a history €& adian
involvement in territory identified as Hurewenda. By 1609, Samuel de Champlain had
encountered the HurotWendat north of Lake Simcoe, and desiring greater quantities of furs,
the French initiated a trading relationship with the Hu#fdrendat (Trigger, 1994, p.68;
Heidenreich, 1978, p.386). By mi620,the HuronWendat had exhausted all available pelts in
their own hunting territories and opted to trade European goods for tobacco and furs from their
neighbours (Trigger, 1994, pp-89).During the 1630s, Jesuit missionaries attempted to convert
the entire HurorWendat Confederacy to Christianity as the initial phase of a missionary
endeavour to convert all native people in Southern Ontario (Trigger, 1994, p.51). However, the
WS adzh G4 Q LIND abScfmefrecarigus éftir & seNes af najof dpimics of European
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diseaseilled nearly twethirds of the Wendat population (Warrick 2008, p.245; Heidenreich,
1978, p.369).

By 1645, having grown dependent on European goods and with their territory no longer yielding
enough animal pelts, the Haudenosauneecame increasingly aggressive towards the Huron

Wendat Confederacy (Trigger, 1994, p.53). Armed with Dutch guns and ammunition, the
Haudenosaunee engaged in warfare with the Huviandat Confederacy and brutally attacked

and destroyed several HuréWenda villages throughout Southern Ontario (Trigger, 1994, p.53).

After the massacres of 164D, the small groups that remained of the Hurdrendat
Confederacy became widely dispersed throughout the Great Lakes region, ultimately resettling

in Quebec (Schmal1991, p.17)After the massacres of 1649n %X | YR G F2NJ (1 KS y St
the Haudenosaunee used presesdly Ontario to secure furs with the Dutch, then with the

9y At A&dKE O{ YAGKI HAMEHNelI8OEpF0 { OKYI T X mMdbpdhmI LI

1.3.3 Post ContadPeriod (ca. A.D. 165¢1800)

Although their homeland was located south of the lower Great Lakes, the Haudenosaunee
O2yiNRBtfSR Yz2ald 2F {2dziKSNYy hydFNR2 | FGSNI (KS
along the north shore of Lake Ontario and2nt 1 KS Ay G0SNRA2NE O6{ OKYIl {1 X

HAMOYX LIpcnuod ¢KS || dzRSy2aldzySS Saidlof AaKSR daa
routes inland from the north shore of Lake Ontario. Their settlements were on eamde
portage routes thatlih SR [ 1S hy il NR2 G2 DS2NHAlLY .lF& |yR

2013, p.60).As a consequence of the French being allies of the HWendat, the
Haudenosaunee prevented French explorers and missionaries from utilizing the St. Lawrence
River and taveling within their territory north of Lake Ontario (Lajeunesse, 1960, p.xxix).

At this time, several Algonquispeaking linguistic and cultural groups within tArishinaabeg

(or Anishinaabe) began to challenge the Haudenosaunee dominance in tha (dglmston,

2004, pp.910; Gibson, 2006, p.36). The Anishinaabeg were originally located primarily in
Northern Ontario. Before contact with the Europeans, the Ojibwa territorial homeland was
situated inland from the north shore of Lake Huron, particulaggr Sault Ste. Marie (MNCFN,

ND, p.3; Hunter, 1909a, p.10). The English referred to those Algespgeaaking linguistic and

cultural groups that settled in the area bounded by Lakes Ontario, Erie, and Huron as Chippewas

or Ojibwas (Smith, 2002, p.10%. mcnnX GUKS WSadzZA i ¥ cuiSaydi KI R |
or Mississaugas, as the name of an Algonquin group near the Mississagi River on the
northwestern shore of Lake Huron, in Algoma District (Hunter, 1909a, p.10). The French, and later
English, appd this same designation to all Algonquiaspleaking groups] settling on the north
AK2NB 2F [1S hydFrNA2E O{ YAHIKED HodiKS  LENM1 nWaT A
perplexed the Algonquins, or Ojibwas, on the north shore of Lake Ontariokméw themselves

Fa 0KS ! YAAKAYFI06S3¢ 6{YAGKI HAMOZI LIPHAO D

A major smallpox epidemic combined with the capture of New Netherland by the English, access
to guns and powder became increasingly restricted for the Haudenosaunee. After a series of
successful ahcks against the Haudenosaunee by groups within the Anishinaabeg, the

Haudenosaunee dominance in the region began to fail (Warrick, 2008, p.242; Schmalz, 1991,
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p.20). Prior to 1680, groups within the Anishinaabeg had begun to settle just north of the
evawated HuronWendat territory and with the English entering the fmading market, began

to expand further into Southern Ontario (Gibson, 2006, p.36; Schmalz, 1991, p.18). By the 1690s,
Haudenosaunee settlements along the northern shores of Lake Ontarre akandoned
(Williamson, 2013, p.60). By 1701, after a series of successful battles throughout Ontario, the
Haudenosaunee were defeated and expelled from Ontario (Gibson, 2006, p.37; Schmalz, 1991,
p.27; Coyne, 1895, p.28). After these battles, the Anasdibeg replaced the Haudenosaunee in
Southern Ontario (Schmalz, 1991, p.29).

In 1701, representatives of several groups within the Anishinaabeg and the Haudenosaunee,
collectively known as the First Nations, assembled in Montreal to participate in Great Peace
negotiations, sponsored by the French (Johnston, 2004, p.10; Trigger, PG&B). The
Mississaugas were granted sole possession of the territory along and extending northward of
Lake Ontario and Lake Erie (Hathaway, 1930, p.438).0Ojibway settled in County of Simcoe
(Hunter, 1909a, p.10).

The Seven Years War brought warfaetween the French and British in North America. In 1763,

the Royal Proclamation declared the Seven Years War over, giving the British control of New
France. The British did not earn the respectha Anishinaabeg, as the British did not honour

fair trade nor the Anishinaabeg occupancy of the land as the French had. Consequently, the
Pontiac Uprising, also known as the Beaver Wars, began that same year (Schmalz, 1991, p.70;
Johnston, 2004, pp.1B4). This uprising involved both groups within the Haudenosauand

groups within the Anishinaabeg. After numerous attacks on the British, the Pontiac Uprising was
over by 1766 when a peace agreement was concluded with Sir William Johnson, the
Superintendent of Indian Affairs (Schmalz, 1991, p.81). Th&dde catinued throughout
Southern Ontario until the beginning of British colonization.

1.3.4 EureCanadian SettlemenPeriod (A.D. 1800 to present)

After the American War of Independence in the late 1700s, United Empire Loyalists and American
immigrants began to move into Southern Ontario, putting greater demand on the quantity of
lands available for settlement within Upper Canada. Early settlemeniroed primarily along

the Lake Ontario shorelindn 1793, LieutenanrGovernor John Graves Simcoe arrived at the
entrance of Penetanguishene Bay and sought to establish a fort in this easily defensible location
should the Americans provoke an attack frame south. In 1798, William Claus, Superintendent

of Indian Affairs, bargained on behalf of the British Government for a tract of land adjacent to
the harbour of Penetanguishene, and purchased the tip of the peninsula for cloth, blankets and
kettles valuecat £101 of Quebec currency (Surtees, 1994, p.P@cen Museum, 2013; Hunter,
1909a, p.12).

In 1810, North West Company, a fur trade company, began to complain about American customs
officers interfering along the route to the west via Lake Ontario,Niegara River, Lake Erie and

the Detroit River. The British government proposed a new route that would largely utilize existing
native trail systems, such as the Toronto Carrying Place trail, which linked Lake Ontario to Lake
Simcoe by ways of the Rougevét or Humber River to the Holland River, to avoid American
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customs officials. This proposed route would require the construction of a road from Lake Simcoe
to the Fort at Penetanguishene. In 1811, William Claus reached an agreement with the Lake
Simcoe @bwa at a cost of £4,000. However, the War of 1812 broke out and the agreement was
not finalized until 1815This treaty was known as the Lake Simcoe Purchase and indheled
eastpart of the Township ofespra(Surtees, 1994, p. 111; Hunter, 1909a, p.84; N.A. 1891, p.lviii).

After the War of 1812a second wave of settlers arrived in Upper Canada. Between 1815 and

1824 the nomrAboriginal population doubled as a result of heavy immigration from Britain
(Surtees, 1994, p. 112). In 1818, William Claus assembledjiawaO 2 dzy OAf 'y R al a1 S
I YAffA2Y KSOGINB&a (2 GKS ¢6Sad FyR az2dzik 2F |
p.14). At this council, William Claus advised settlement would takerakyears and the
Aboriginals residing in the area were still able to occupy the area while receiving annual clothing

and the usual presents distributed by the King (Surtees, 1994, p. 116). The government agreed

to pay an annuity of £1200 currency in geogburtees, 1994, p.116; Hunter, 1909a, p. 15). This

tract included 1, 592,000 acres of land containing the majority of the County of Simcoe, and was
known as the Lake Simcoéottawasaga TreatyThis treaty included the west part of the
Township of VespréHunter, 1909a, p.15; Surtees, 1994, p.183A., 1891, p. xxjv

Township of Vespra was surveyed by several individuals beginning in 1811 and completed by
1835. In 1811, Samuel S. Wilnveas instructed to survey a road leading from Kempenfeldt Bay

to Peretanguishene Harbour and lay lots on either side of the road for settlement purposes. In
1820, James G. Chewett partially surveyedpva and in 1835, John Goessn@mtinuedthe

survey ofVespra. Consequently, the survey of the township was inconsistéimtsame half lots
receiving more acrewhile others fell short (Anderson and Anderson, 1987, pf28541).

The Township of Vespra contained 67,720 acres and settlement in the township did not occur
until after the War of 1812. By 1819, a series of settlements were established along
Penetanguishene Road. Mosttbe Township of S & LENioQs@adiardevelopments tied to

the establishment of Barrie as a military port during the War of 1812 and the township did not
progress until the 1830s. In 1847, a stage coach service was introdubgxh utilized
Penetanguishene Road to allow passengers to commute from YHRI® & [ FYRAY3
Penetanguishene Harbour. By 1850, flmevnship of Vespra had doubled its population to 1,254
individuals, but the cultivated land did not increase proportionatéty1859, Vespra became a
separate municipality from the Townships of Flas] &unnidale and a new town hall was built

in Midhurst (Belden, 1881, pp-d; Anderson and Anderson, 1987, pp.55, -11P; Smith, 1851,
p.56).

As the Township of Vespra continued to develop, small clusters of settlements began to appear
throughout the Taevnship such as Midhurst, located at the intersection of Highway 26 and
Bayfield Street, antiessouthwest of the study aredn 1825, a saw and grist mill was constructed

on the banks of Willow Creek by subscriptions from settlers and was operated bge3eliver,

FYR W2KYy |FYyR ¢K2YlFa alANXP ¢KA&a O2YYddabwie gl 2
additional mills, a soap factory, a distillery and two hydro plans were established in the
community. In 1864, George Sneath a settler from Midhurst, Englagdested the community
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be renamed to Midhurst to honor himself and the original 16 settlers from Midhurst, England.
The lumber industry thrived in the area and Midhurst grew to include four taverns, a blacksmith
shop, post office, three churches, sevesahools and a general store (Hunter, 1909b, pp-210
211; Midhurst Community, 2016).

1.3.5 Past Land Use

To assess the studyreaQd LI GSYy GAFf  F2 N (KWB0 relniozhe 388 2 F
Simcoe Supplement lhustrated Historical Atlas of the Dominion of Canades reviewedsee

Map 3). This mappingevealed that the studyreawas locatedalong original road allowances
established during the survey of the Township of Vespra./tiee study area extends outside
the open road allowances, it falls within lands owned by several property owseesTable 1

It should be kept in mind, however, that not all historic features would have been depicted in the
Township of Vespra disresourcerequired a paid subscription from the residents in the County
of Simcodfor inclusion(Benson, N.D., p.4)kt mustbe noted that Lot® and 10 are incorrectly
identified within the Simcoe Supplemeras Lots 10 and 11, respectiveliable 1provides the
corrected Lot identification

Tablel: Historic Structures within the Study Area in the 1881 Simcoe Supplement

Con. Lot Occupant/Owner Structure(s)

2 25, all Unlisted No structures
2 26, all Unlisted No structures
3 9,all John (Jno.) Russell No structures
3 10, all Unlisted No structures
4 9, east half E. Dwyer No structures
4 9, west half R. McGowan No structures
4 10, east half Unlisted No structures
4 10, west half J. Robinson No structures
5 9, all JamegJas.) McCraigh No structures
5 10, all Unlisted No structures

According to he 1881Simcoe Supplemento historicstructureswere situatedwithin the study
area. An additionafour historic homesteadsa saw mill and ablacksmith shopvere depicted
within 300 metres of the studgrea Additionally, the studyareais located along four historic
roadways: Bayfield Street, Gill Road, Russell Road and Craig Wbith wereoriginally laid out
during the survey of ownship of Vespra

In Southern Ontario, th011 S&Gconsidersareasof early EureCanadian settlementge.g.,
pioneer homesteads, isolated cabins, farmstead complexes, early wharf or dock complexes,
pioneer churches, and early cemeterigsarly historic transportation rods (e.qg., trails, passes,
roads, railways, portage routegnd properties that local histories or informants have identified
with possible archaeological sites, historical events, activities, or occupatdres of elevated
archaeological potential (peBection 1.3 of the 2011 S&E Therefore, based on the close
proximity to both historic settlements and historic transportation routes, there is elevated
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potential for the location of Eur€anadian archaeological resources {(pg©0) within portions
of the studyareawhich lie within 300 metres and 100 metres, respectivefithese features.

1.3.6Present Land Use

According to thelfownship of Springwater Schedule & Land Usgthe study areeencompasses

a variety of land uses, including Midhurst Libensity Residential, Environmental Protection Area

I, Midhurst Transition Residential, Environmental Protection Area Il, and Midhurst Village
(Towrship of Springwater2008).

| 1.4 Archaeological Context

1.4.1 Designated and Listed Cultural Heritage Resources

According tdSection 1.3.bf the 2011 S&Gproperty listed on a municipal register or designated
under theOntario HeritageAct or that is a federal, provincial, or municipal historic landmark or
site, are considered to have elevated potential.

Gonsultation with the online inventory entitleownship of Springwater Register of Property of
Cultural Heritage Value or Interest: Designated PropegiBart IV of theOntario Heritage Act
(Township ofSpringwatey 2012a), which records municipal properties that have been formally
designated until Part IV of th®©ntario Heritage Agtconfirmed the absence of designated
heritage resources within and in close proximity to (within 300 metres of) the strady a

Additional consultation with the online invento§y G A G f SRZ G ¢ 2 ¢ yRedisteddf 2 T { L.
t NPLISNII@ 2F /dzf GdzNF € | SNRAGIF IS +£FfdzS 2N LydGSNB
Springwater, 2012b) whicidentifies properties not fomally designated (or listgdheritage

properties, confirmedhe absence of listed heritage propertiedthin orin close proximity to the

studyarea.

Therefore, based oabsence of anylesignated or listedcheritage resource within or in close
proximity tothe studyarea this featuredoes not aid tdurther elevate archaeological potential
within the studyarea

1.4.2 Heritage Conservation Districts

A Heritage Conservation District (HCD) includes areas that have been protectedPanderof

the Ontario Heritage ActAn HCD can be found in both urban and rural environments and may
include residential, commercial, and industrial areas, rural landscapes or entire villages or
hamlets with features or land patterns that contribute to @hesive sense of time or place and
contribute to an understanding and appreciation of the cultural identity of a local community,
region, province, or nation. An HCD may comprise an area with a group or complex of buildings,
or large area with many buildgs and properties and often extends beyond its built heritage,
structures, streets, landscape and other physical and spatial elements, to include important vistas
and views between and towards buildings and spaces within the district (MTCS, 2006, p.5). An
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HCD area contains valuable cultural heritage and must be taken into consideration during
municipal planning to ensurthat they are conserved.

According toSection 1.3.Df the 2011 S&Gheritage resources listed on a municipal register or
designated underthe Ontario Heritage Actor a federal, provincial, or municipal historic
landmark or siteare considered to have elevated archaeological potential. To determine if the
study area igocatedwithin or in close proximity to (within 300 metres aih HCD, thé&lanning

and Development Department at the Township of Springwater was contacted (Templeton, 2016).
No response was granted by report completion.

1.4.3 Commemorative Plagques ddonuments

According toSection 1.3.bf the 2011 S&G¢commemorative markers ofborigind and Eure
Canadian settlements, which may incluttheir history, local, provincial, or federal monuments,
cairns or plaques, or heritage parks, are considered to have elevated archaeological potential. To
determine if any historical plaques are present, the Ontario Historical Plaques inventory, which
contains a catalogel of federal Historic Sites and Monuments Board of Canada plaques, the
provincial Ontario Heritage Trust plaques, plaques identifigdvarious historicadocieties,and

other published plaques located in Ontaneas reviewed (Ontario HistoricBlaques2016).This
review confirmed the absence of commemorative plaquéhin or in close proximity to (within

300 metres oflthe studyarea Therefore, based on the absence of commemorative markers
within or in close proximity testudy areg, this feature does not further elevate archaeological
potential within the studyarea

1.4.4Registered Archaeological Sites

In order provide a summary of registered or known archaeological sites within a minimum one
kilometre distance from the studgrealimits, as perSection 1.1, Standarddnd Section 7.5.8,
Standard lof the 2011 S&Gthe Ontario Archaeological Sites Databg§&®ASD)naintained by

the MTCSwvas consulted (MTCS, 201&yery archaeological site is registered according to the
Borden System, which is a numbering system used throughout Canada to track archaeological
sites and their artifacts.

According to the MTCS (2016), one archaeological sgbden registered withirone-kilometre
of the studyarea No registered sitefall within close proximity (within 300 metres) of the study
arealimits (see Table?).

Table2: Registered Archaeological Sites within One Kilometre of the Study Area
Borden # | Name Cultural Affiliation Type
BcGw81 Midhurst H1 Postcontact Homestead

According toSection 1.3.1of the 2011 S&G previously identifiedarchaeological site are
consideredo befeaturesof elevated archaeological potential. Therefobased orthe absence
of a registered archaeological site within close proximity of the study, éineacriterion does not
further elevate archaeological potential within the stuaea
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Having noted the presence of this site in relation to the stargg it is useful to place it in the

proper context by reviewing the cultural history of occupation in Southern Ontario provided in
Table 3. This data provides an understanding of the potential cultural activity that may have

occurred within the studywrea(Ferris, 2013, p.13)

Table3: History of Occupation in Southern Ontario

Period | Archaeological Culture Date Range Attributes
PALEGNDIAN
Early | Gainey, Barnes, Crowfield | >11(00-8500 BJ Big game hunters. Fluted projectil
points
Late | Holcombe, HLo, 85007500 BC | Small nomadic huntegatherer
Lanceolate bands. Lanceolate projectile point
ARCHAIC
Early | Sidenotched, corner 78006000 BC | Small nomadic huntegatherer
notched, bifurcatebase bands; first notched and stemmeq
points,and ground stone celts.
Middle | Otter Creek, Brewerton 60002000 BC | Transition to territorial settlementg
Late | Narrow, Broad and Small | 2500500 BC More numerous territorial hunter
Points Normanskill, Lamoki gatherer bandsincreasing use of
Genesee, Adder Orchard exotic materials and artistic items
etc. for grave offerings; regional trade
networks
WOODLAND
Early | Meadowood, Middlesex 800BAOBC Introduction of pottery, burial
ceremonialism; panregional trade
networks
Middle | Point Peninsula, Saugeen,| 200 BGAD 900 | Cultural and ideological influences
WF 01 Qa wSS¥ from Ohio Valley complex
societies; incipient horticulture
Late | Algonquian, Iroquoian, AD 9001250 Transition to village life and
Western Basin agriculture
Algonquian]roquoian, AD 12561400 | Establishment of large palisaded
Western Basin villages
Algonquian, Iroquoian AD 14001600 | Tribal differentiation and warfare
HISTORIC
Early | Huron, Neutral, Petun, AD 160Q; 1650 | Tribaldisplacements
Odawa, Ojibwa, Five
Nations Iroquois
Late | Six Nations lroquois, AD 165Q Migrations and resettlement
Ojibwa, Mississauga 1800s
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Period | Archaeological Culture Date Range Attributes
EurcCanadian AD 1780 European immigrant settlements
present

1.4.5 Previous Archaeological Assessments

In order to further establish the archaeological context of the stadse a review of previous
archaeological fieldwork carried out within the limits of, or immediately adjacent (i.e., within 50
metres) to the studyarea(per Section 1.1, Standard,las documented by all available reports
was undertakenAccording to theOASDand Report Module in Past Porthere has been no
documentation for other archaeological fieldwork previously conducted withiindirectly
adjacent (i.e. within 50 etres) to the studyarea

1.4 6 Physical Features

Ly Ay @SadGAalridrzy 2F GKS addzRe ' NBIFQa LIKeaaAOolft

of an argument for archaeological potential based on the environmental conditions of the study
area. Environmental factouch as close proximity to water, soil type, and nature of the terrain,
for example, can be used as predictors to determine where human occupation may have
occurred in the past.

Thestudyarea is located within th&imcoe Uplands physiographic region of Southern Ontario.
The Simcoe Uplands is characterized by broad and rolling till plains, and are separated by steep
sided and flaffloored valleys (Chapman and Putnam, 1984, p.181). These till plains and valleys
I NB QANDf SR 08 ydzZYSNRdzda aK2NBEtAYySaz AYRAOFGA
and Putnam, 1984, p.181Yhe till is comprised primarily of R@ambrian rock instead of
limestone, providing a gritty loam texture that becomes sandier toward tivéhn Heavier, more
calcareous till occurs near Lake Simcoe and Midland. The original forests of the land included
hardwoods, mainly sugar maple and beech with white pine. Other common trees include yellow
birch, basswood and hemlock. The agriculture canclassified as mixed farming based on a
variety of products such as milk, cream, beef, veal, hogs, eggs, and poultry. Over the years, the
NBEIA2Yy 3ASYySNIffte alg | aY2Q0Ay3 Fogleé FNRBY |
however, those that dd remain saw a great increase in size and improvement. Although the
uplands did not develop any market centres, it is connected by good highways to Barrie and
Orillia, the major urban centres of the Lake Simcoe Basin, and in proximity to small ports by the
Georgian Bay shore (Chapman and Putnam, 1984, ppl84p

The native soil type within the study areaViasey sady loam, which is @&8rown Podzolic and
GreyBrown Podzolic soil characterizedlmght gray calcareous and naralcareous sandy loam
till. It has good drainage and the topography may be describedna®th moderatdy to steeply
sloping and moderatelio verystony(Ontario Agricultural College, 195

In terms of archaeological potential, potable water is a highly important resource necessary for

any extended human occupation or settlement. As water sources have remained relatively stable
in Southern Ontario since pegtacial times, proximity to wateran be regarded as a useful index
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for the evaluation of archaeological site potential. Indeed, distance from water has been one of
the most commonly used variables for predictive modeling of site location. A watershed is an
area drained by a river and itsbutaries. As surface water collects and joins a collective water
body, it picks up nutrients, sediment and pollutants, which may altogether, affect ecological
processes along the way. Hydrological features such as primary water sources (i.e. lakgs, rive
creeks, streams) and secondary water sources (i.e. intermittent streams and creeks, springs,
marshes, swamps) would have helped supply plant and food resources to the surrounding area
and are indicators of archaeological potential (Serction 1.3.bf the 2011 S&GE

The study areas bisected bysmall tributaries whichappear to draininto Little Lake Based on

the presence of secalary water sourca within the study area (pe6ection 13.1 of the 2011
S&Q, there is elevated potential for the location of archaeological resources within portions of
the study area which lie within 300 metrestbfs feature

1.4.7 Current Land Conditios

Thestudy area is situated withia rurallandscapgust northof the Townof Midhurst Thestudy
areacurrently encompasse8ayfield Street, Gill Road, Russell Raat Craig Road, the road
right-of-way (ROW), agricultural fields, tributaries, overgrown grassed margins and woodlots
The tography within the study aremdines moving west to eastvith the elevationranging

from 240 to 290metres above sea level.

1.4.8 Dateof Review
A desktop review of field conditions usirgstorical aerial photography and curresatellite
imagery obtainedhroughthe Google Earth applicatiomasundertaken onMay 27", 2016

| 1.5 Confirmation of Archaeological Potential

Based on the information gathered from background research documented in the preceding
sections, potential for the recovery of archaeologicaaarces within any portions of the study
area limits has been established. Features contributing to archaeological potential are
summarized imrAppendix B
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2.0 ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS

In combination with datagathered from background researcéegSections 1.3 and 1)4and an
inspection of satellite imagery and aerial photograpduy evaluation of archaeological potential
was performed.

2.1 Historical Imagery

Datagathered from background researcheg Sections 1.3 and 1)4vas used to perform an
assessment of archaeological potentiAdditionally, adetailed review of aerial photographs
taken from 1954 §eeMap 4), and satellite imagertakenin 2006 to 2015 (seeMaps 5-6), reveab
that the study area hasndergonesignificantchanges since 1954

The 1954 aerial photographevealsthat the study areaencompasseciumerous agricultural

fields, extant roads, a woodlot and one homestead within the east side of the study(seea
Map 4). The study are&asremained relatively unchangdaly 2006, with theexception of some

commercial developments along the western side of County Roati@¥esidential homesteads
within the eastern portion of the study are@ee Map 5). By 2015,a homestead within the

eastern portion of the study area was demolisi{sdeMap 6).

| 2.2 Identified Deep and Extensive Disturbances

The study area was evaluated for extensive disturbances that have removed archaeological
potential. Per Section 1.3.2f the 2011 S&Gdisturbances may include but are not limited to:
grading below topsoil, quarrying, buildifgptprints, or sewage and imastructure development.

Section 1.3.Df the 2011 S&CconsidersA Y F NI & G NHzOG dzZNS RS @St 2 LIYSy i

AYRAOFGAY3 GKFG FNOKIFS2t23A0Ft LRAISYdGArt KI &

Such dkturbances were noted consisting ofexisting structures, roadways, roadside
ditchegdembankments utilities, a gravekhouldersfriveway, andparking area (seeMaps 7-8;
Appendix C - Images 16). The construction of these featureduring the 2@' century was
confirmed in historical aerial imagergndwould have resulted in severe damage to the integrity
of any archaeological resources which may have been present within their footprihis.
aforementionedareas of deep and extensive disturbances should only be consideligdlgaot
requiring Stage 2 survey. A Stage 2 visual inspection is still required to provisiée on
confirmation and documentation of thactual condition and exactxéent of the disturbances.

| 2.3 Physiographic Features of No or Low Archaeological Potential

The study area was also evaluated for physical features of no or low archaeological potential.
These usually include but are not limited to: permanently wet areaposed bedrock, and steep
slopes (greater than 2P except in locations likely to contain pictographs or petroglyphs, as per
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Sectim 2.1, Standard 2.af the 2011S&G Permanently wet areas associated with tharious
tributaries bisecting the study area, were identified as physical features of no or low
archaeological potentigseeMaps 7-8). A Stage 2 visual inspection is required to provideita
confirmation and documentation of the actuabdrdition and exact extent of these features.

| 2.4 |dentified Areas of Archaeological Potential

Portions of the study area that exhibit neither extensively disturbed conditions, nor contain
physical features of no or low archaeological potential evesidered to have archaeological
potential. The ploughed agricultural fields, woodlots, overgrown grassed marginsas of
manicuredgrassand areas of heavy bruBregetation are considered to retain archaeological
potential (seeMaps 7-8; Images2, 4-6).

3.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

In light of the findings detailed in preceding sectiorthe following recommendations are
presented:

1. Areasthat exhibit disturbedconditions(per Section 13.1 of the 2011 S&Eneed to be
confirmed through an ossite property inspection during a Stage 2.AA

2. lLands evaluated as having no or low potenfj@r Section 2.1, Standard 2cd the 2011
S&Q, need to be confirmed through an esite property inspection during a Stage 2.AA

3. All identified areas which contain archaeological potentialist besubjected to a Stage
2 AA

The agricultural fielslwill require pedestrian survest fivemetreintervals which involves
systematically walking ploughed areas and mapping and collecting any artifacts found o
the ground surface. The lamdust be recently ploughed and subjected to the appropriate
weathering requirements, in accordance wiiection 21.1 of the 2011 S&Gin advance

of pedestrian archaeological survey.

Where ploughing in advance of pedestrian archaeological survey will not be possible, such
as thewoodlots, overgrown grassed margins, areasmahicuredgrassand areas of heavy
brush/vegetationthese areasvill need to be subjected to a Stagsloveltest pit survey

at five metre intervals,in accordance witlsection 2.1.2f the 2011 S&G

No construction activities shathke place within the study arearior to the MTCSArchaeology

Program Unit) confirming in writing that all archaeological licensing and technical review
requirements have been satisfied.
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‘4.0 ADVICE ON COMPLIANCE WITH LEGISLATION

1. This report is submitted to thM1TCSas a condition oficensing in accordance with Part
VI of theOntario Heritage A¢tR.S.0. 1990,&18. The report is reviewed to ensure that
it complies with the standards and guidelines that are issued by the Minister, and that the
archaeological fieldwork and report r@mmendations ensure the conservation,
protection and preservation of the cultural heritage of Ontario. When all matters relating
to archaeological sites within the project area of a development proposal have been
addressed to the satisfaction of thdTCS a letter will be issued by the ministry stating
that there are no further concerns with regard to alterations to archaeological sites by
the proposed development.

2. ltis an offence under Sections 48 and 69 of @mario Heritage Adior any party other
than a licensed archaeologist to make any alteration to a known archaeological site or to
remove any artifact or other physical evidence of past human use or activity from the site,
until such time as a licensed archaeologist has completed archaeologdidaidik 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 of
Archaeology Reports referred to in Section 65.1 of@marioHeritage Act

3. Should previously undocumented archaeological resources be discovered, they may be a
new archaeological site and therefore subject to Section 48 (1) oOthtario Heritage
Act The proponent or person discovering the archaeological ressuroest cease
alteration of the site immediately and engage a licensed consultant archaeologist to carry
out archaeological fieldwork, in compliance with Section 48 (1) ofGhtario Heritage
Act

4. TheCemeteries AcR.S.0. 1990 c. C.4 and Eheneral, Brial and Cremation Services Act

2002, S.0. 2002, c.88quire that any person discovering human remains must notify the
police or coroner and the Registrar of Cemeteries atNheistry of Consumer Services
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Map 1: Proposed alignments for the Craig Road Extension (Courtesy of Ainley & Associates).

Map 2: Topographical map 1:30000, NB&trie 031D0%Government of Canada, 2016) identifying the Stage 1 AA study area.
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