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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

AS&G Archaeological Consulting Inc. was contracted to conduct a Stage 3 Site-Specific
Archaeological Assessment of the McDonald Site (AlGh-102), located at 1847 County

Road 12, Plan 47R-290, Part of Lot 4, Concession South Side of West Lake, Township of
Hallowell, Prince Edward County, Municipality of the County of Prince Edward, Ontario.

The proposed development project was triggered by the Planning Act and the
archaeological assessment was done in advance of a development proposal application.

The property is located on the west side of County Road 12. The approximate centre of
its western boundary is bordered by West Lake, and the northern and southern portions of
this boundary are existing residential properties. The northern edge of the property is
bordered by residential properties. The eastern boundary of the property is bordered by
County Road 12 as well as a residential property. The southern extent of the property is
bordered by a portion of Christ Church Lane. The property is approximately 4.1 hectares
in total area. The property consists of a trailer park, as well as an open overgrown field, a
treed area, as well as a residential property and associated outbuildings.

The McDonald Site (AlGh-102) was identified during a Stage 1 and 2 Background Study
and Archaeological Assessment performed by AS& G Archaeological Consulting Inc. in
May 2023. The Stage 1 found that the property exhibited the potential for the recovery of
archaeological resources of cultural heritage value and concluded that the property
required a Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment. The Stage 2, consisting of a systematic
test pit survey performed at standardized 5 m intervals, resulted in the identification of
one early Euro-Canadian site, the AIGh-102 Site. The test pit survey also recovered a
single, isolated, non-diagnostic precontact lithic artifact which did not retain further
Cultural Heritage Value or Interest (CHVI).

Based on based the date range of the artifact assemblage the site was interpreted as an
early to mid-19" Century homestead or farmstead. The test pit survey resulted in the
collection of 203 artifacts from an area measuring approximately 55 metres north-south
by 120 metres east-west. Given that greater than 20 artifacts were recovered that can date
the site prior to 1900, the MacDonald Site (AlGh-102) was considered to have further
CHVL. The results of the Stage 1 and 2 assessments indicated that the site warranted a
Stage 3 Site-Specific Archaeological Assessment to further assess its potential CHVI.

AS&G Archaeological Consulting Inc. was engaged by the proponent to undertake a
Stage 3 Site-Specific Archaeological Assessment, conducted under MCM Professional
Archaeology License #P124 issued to Dr. Helen R. Haines by the Minister of Citizenship
and Multiculturalism for the Province of Ontario. Field supervision for the project was
performed under MCM Applied Research Archaeology Licence holders Norbert Stanchly
(R149) and William Moody (R1215) on August 28-30", and September 14, 15", 18-
227 and 25-28™, 2023.



The Stage 3 assessment field method strategy for the McDonald Site (AlGh-102) was
consistent with that outlined in the MCM 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant
Archaeologists and the MCM 2021 19" Century Rural Historical Farmstead Sites
Standards for Consultant Archaeologists for small farmstead sites with early Euro-
Canadian cultural affiliations, and where it was evident that the level of Cultural Heritage
Value or Interest will result in a recommendation to proceed to Stage 4 mitigation.

The Stage 3 Assessment of the McDonald Site (AIGh-102) consisted of the hand
excavation of thirty-two (32) one-metre square test units at ten-metre intervals followed
by an additional fourteen (14) test unit excavations (i.e., 40%) of the initial grid unit total
focusing on areas of interest within the site extent. A total of 3,591 artifacts were
recovered during the Stage 3 assessment, consisting of early to mid-19" century materials
as well as a single pre-contact (indigenous) ceramic artifact and a single lithic artifact.

The results of the Stage 3 test unit excavations, artifact analysis, and detailed archival
research, indicate that the AIGh-102 Site has not been fully documented and does retain
further cultural heritage value or interest. In consultation with the client, the Stage 4
mitigation McDonald Site (AlGh-102) by avoidance and protection has been considered
and is not a viable option for the project. Therefore, it is recommended that the Stage 4
archaeological mitigation by excavation of the McDonald Site (AIGh-102) proceed
by hand block excavation followed by mechanical topsoil removal.
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Stage 3 Site-Specific Archaeological Assessment of the AIGh-102 Site, 1847 County Road 12, Plan 47R-290, Part of
Lot 4, Concession South Side of West Lake, Township of Hallowell, Prince Edward County, Municipality of the
County of Prince Edward, Ontario

INTRODUCTION

The Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.0O. 1990 c. O.18, requires anyone wishing to carry out
archaeological fieldwork in Ontario to have a license from the Ministry of Citizenship and
Multiculturalism (MCM). All licensees are to file a report with the MCM containing details of
the fieldwork that has been done for each project. Following standards and guidelines set out by
the MCM is a condition of a licence to conduct archaeological fieldwork in Ontario. AS&G
Archaeological Consulting Inc. confirms that this report meets ministry report requirements as
set out in the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists and is filed in
fulfillment of the terms and conditions an archaeological license.

1.0 PROJECT CONTEXT

This section of the report will provide the context for the archaeological fieldwork, including the
development context, the historical context, and the archaeological context.

1.1  Development Context

AS&G Archaeological Consulting Inc. was contracted to conduct a Stage 3 Site-Specific
Archaeological Assessment of the McDonald Site (AlGh-102) located at 1847 County Road 12,
Plan 47R-290, Part of Lot 4, Concession South Side of West Lake, Township of Hallowell,
Prince Edward County, Municipality of the County of Prince Edward, Ontario.

The proposed development project was triggered by the Planning Act and the archaeological
assessment was done in advance of a development proposal application.

The legal description of the property is Part of Lot 4, Concession South Side of West Lake,
Hallowell Township, County of Prince Edward, Ontario. The property is located on the west side
of County Road 12. The approximate centre of its western boundary is bordered by West Lake,
and the northern and southern portions of this boundary are existing residential properties. The
northern edge of the property is bordered by residential properties. The eastern boundary of the
property is bordered by County Road 12 as well as a residential property. The southern extent of
the property is bordered by a portion of Christ Church Lane. The property is approximately 4.1
hectares in total area. The property consists of a trailer park, as well as an open overgrown field,
a treed area, as well as a residential property and associated outbuildings.

This report describes the results of the 2023 Stage 3 Site-Specific Archaeological Assessment of
the McDonald Site (AlGh-102) conducted by AS& G Archaeological Consulting Inc. All work
documented in this report was conducted under Professional Archaeology License P124, issued
to Dr. Helen R. Haines, by the Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism (PIF#: P124-0263-
2023). Permission to access the property to conduct all required archaeological fieldwork
activities, including the recovery of artifacts, was granted by the proponent and their
representatives.
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Stage 3 Site-Specific Archaeological Assessment of the AIGh-102 Site, 1847 County Road 12, Plan 47R-290, Part of
Lot 4, Concession South Side of West Lake, Township of Hallowell, Prince Edward County, Municipality of the
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1.2 Historical Context
1.2.1 Pre-Contact Period

The following information is derived from the Stage 1 and 2 archaeological assessment report
(AS&G 2023):

“The Precontact period began with the arrival of nomadic peoples with the gradual retreat of the
glaciers approximately 12,000 years ago (Karrow and Warner 1990). Between 12,000 and
10,000 years before present, the Paleo period was characterized by people that lived in small
family groups, subsisting on large game and other fauna associated with the cooler environments
of the period (Ellis and Deller 1990).

Archaic Period (10,000 - 2800 BP) - As the climate in southern Ontario warmed, Aboriginal
populations adapted to these new environments. New technologies and subsistence strategies
were introduced and developed. Woodworking implements such as groundstone axes, adzes and
gouges began to appear, as did net-sinkers (for fishing), numerous types of spear points and
items made from native copper, which was mined from the Lake Superior region. The presence
of native copper on archaeological sites in southern Ontario and adjacent areas suggests that
Archaic groups were involved in long range exchange and interaction. The trade networks
established at this time were to persist between Aboriginal groups until European contact.
Archaic peoples became seasonal hunters and gatherers to exploit seasonably available resources
in differing geographic areas. As the seasons changed, these bands split into smaller groups and
moved inland to exploit other resources that were available during the fall and winter such as
deer, rabbit, squirrel and bear, which thrived in the forested margins of these areas (Ellis et al.
1990).

The Woodland Period (2800 BP to AD 750) saw the gradual establishment of technological and
social changes, especially the appearance of clay pots (Spence et al. 1990). Population increases
also led to the establishment of larger camps and villages with more permanent structures.
Elaborate burial rituals and the interment of numerous exotic grave goods with the deceased
began to take place. Increased trade and interaction between southern Ontario populations and
groups as far away as the Atlantic coast and the Ohio Valley was also taking place. The Late
Woodland period is marked by the introduction of maize to Southern Ontario, ca. AD 700. With
the development of horticulture as the predominant subsistence base, the Late Woodland Period
gave rise to a tremendous population increase and the establishment of permanent villages.
Social changes were also taking place and distinct clustering of both longhouses within villages
(clan development) and villages within a region (tribal development). The Late Woodland
groups that inhabited the Toronto area eventually moved their villages northward toward
Georgian Bay. It was these and other groups in southwest Ontario that eventually evolved into
the Aboriginal nations who interacted with and were described by French missionaries and
explorers during the early seventeenth century (Williamson 2013)”.
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1.2.2 Oral History

The traditional homelands of the Michi Saagiig (Mississauga Anishinaabeg) encompass a vast
area of what is now known as southern Ontario. The Michi Saagiig are known as “the people of
the big river mouths” and were also known as the “Salmon People” who occupied and fished the
north shore of Lake Ontario where the various tributaries emptied into the lake. Their territories
extended north into and beyond the Kawarthas as winter hunting grounds on which they would
break off into smaller social groups for the season, hunting and trapping on these lands, then
returning to the lakeshore in spring for the summer months.

The Michi Saagiig were a highly mobile people, travelling vast distances to procure subsistence
for their people. They were also known as the “Peacekeepers” among Indigenous nations. The
Michi Saagiig homelands were located directly between two very powerful Confederacies: The
Three Fires Confederacy to the north and the Haudenosaunee Confederacy to the south. The
Michi Saagiig were the negotiators, the messengers, the diplomats, and they successfully
mediated peace throughout this area of Ontario for countless generations.

Michi Saagiig oral histories speak to their people being in this area of Ontario for thousands of
years. These stories recount the “Old Ones” who spoke an ancient Algonquian dialect. The
histories explain that the current Ojibwa phonology is the 5th transformation of this language,
demonstrating a linguistic connection that spans back into deep time. The Michi Saagiig of today
are the descendants of the ancient peoples who lived in Ontario during the Archaic and Paleo-
Indian periods. They are the original inhabitants of southern Ontario, and they are still here
today.

The traditional territories of the Michi Saagiig span from Gananoque in the east, all along the
north shore of Lake Ontario, west to the north shore of Lake Erie at Long Point. The territory
spreads as far north as the tributaries that flow into these lakes, from Bancroft and north of the
Haliburton highlands. This also includes all the tributaries that flow from the height of land north
of Toronto like the Oak Ridges Moraine, and all of the rivers that flow into Lake Ontario (the
Rideau, the Salmon, the Ganaraska, the Moira, the Trent, the Don, the Rouge, the Etobicoke, the
Humber, and the Credit, as well as Wilmot and 16 Mile Creeks) through Burlington Bay and the
Niagara region including the Welland and Niagara Rivers, and beyond. The western side of the
Michi Saagiig Nation was located around the Grand River which was used as a portage route as
the Niagara portage was too dangerous. The Michi Saagiig would portage from present-day
Burlington to the Grand River and travel south to the open water on Lake Erie.

Michi Saagiig oral histories also speak to the occurrence of people coming into their territories
sometime between 500-1000 A.D. seeking to establish villages and a corn growing economy —
these newcomers included peoples that would later be known as the Huron-Wendat, Neutral,
Petun/Tobacco Nations. The Michi Saagiig made Treaties with these newcomers and granted
them permission to stay with the understanding that they were visitors in these lands. Wampum
was made to record these contracts, ceremonies would have bound each nation to their respective
responsibilities within the political relationship, and these contracts would have been renewed
annually (see Gitiga Migizi and Kapyrka 2015). These visitors were extremely successful as their
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corn economy grew as well as their populations. However, it was understood by all nations
involved that this area of Ontario were the homeland territories of the Michi Saagiig.

The Odawa Nation worked with the Michi Saagiig to meet with the Huron-Wendat, the Petun,
and Neutral Nations to continue the amicable political and economic relationship that existed — a
symbiotic relationship that was mainly policed and enforced by the Odawa people.

Problems arose for the Michi Saagiig in the 1600s when the European way of life was introduced
into southern Ontario. Also, around the same time, the Haudenosaunee were given firearms by
the colonial governments in New York and Albany which ultimately made an expansion possible
for them into Michi Saagiig territories. There began skirmishes with the various nations living in
Ontario at the time. The Haudenosaunee engaged in fighting with the Huron-Wendat and
between that and the onslaught of European diseases, the Iroquoian speaking peoples in Ontario
were decimated.

The onset of colonial settlement and missionary involvement severely disrupted the original
relationships between these Indigenous nations. Disease and warfare had a devastating impact
upon the Indigenous peoples of Ontario, especially the large sedentary villages, which mostly
included Iroquoian speaking peoples. The Michi Saagiig were largely able to avoid the
devastation caused by these processes by retreating to their wintering grounds to the north,
essentially waiting for the smoke to clear.

Michi Saagiig Elder Gitiga Migizi (2017) recounts:

“We weren'’t affected as much as the larger villages because we learned to paddle away for
several years until everything settled down. And we came back and tried to bury the bones of the
Huron but it was overwhelming, it was all over, there were bones all over — that is our story.

There is a misnomer here, that this area of Ontario is not our traditional territory and that we
came in here after the Huron-Wendat left or were defeated, but that is not true. That is a big
misconception of our history that needs to be corrected. We are the traditional people, we are
the ones that signed treaties with the Crown. We are recognized as the ones who signed these
treaties and we are the ones to be dealt with officially in any matters concerning territory in
southern Ontario.

We had peacemakers go to the Haudenosaunee and live amongst them in order to change their
ways. We had also diplomatically dealt with some of the strong chiefs to the north and tried to
make peace as much as possible. So we are very important in terms of keeping the balance of
relationships in harmony.

Some of the old leaders recognized that it became increasingly difficult to keep the peace after
the Europeans introduced guns. But we still continued to meet, and we still continued to have
some wampum, which doesn’t mean we negated our territory or gave up our territory — we did
not do that. We still consider ourselves a sovereign nation despite legal challenges against that.
We still view ourselves as a nation and the government must negotiate from that basis.”
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Often times, southern Ontario is described as being “vacant” after the dispersal of the Huron-
Wendat peoples in 1649 (who fled east to Quebec and south to the United States). This is
misleading as these territories remained the homelands of the Michi Saagiig Nation. The Michi
Saagiig participated in eighteen treaties from 1781 to 1923 to allow the growing number of
European settlers to establish in Ontario. Pressures from increased settlement forced the Michi
Saagiig to slowly move into small family groups around the present-day communities: Curve
Lake First Nation, Hiawatha First Nation, Alderville First Nation, Scugog Island First Nation,
New Credit First Nation, and Mississauga First Nation. The Michi Saagiig have been in Ontario
for thousands of years, and they remain here to this day.

**This historical context was prepared by Gitiga Migizi, a respected Elder and Knowledge
Keeper of the Michi Saagiig Nation.**

1.2.3 Post-Contact History of the County of Prince Edward and the Township of
Hallowell

The following information is derived from the Stage 1 and 2 Archaeological Assessment report
(AS&G 2023: 6-7):

“The subject area lies within the Township of Hallowell, in the County of Prince Edward.

Prince Edward County was first created in 1792. Similarly to other nearby counties, land grants
were made to early United Empire Loyalists who were fleeing the Thirteen Colonies following
the American Revolution. The county was originally composed of three townships which were
named after Prince Edward’s daughters (Ameliasburgh, Sophiasburgh, Marysburgh). Over time
the county came to be divided into ten municipalities (Ameliasburgh, Sophiasburgh, North
Marysburgh, South Marysburgh, Athol, Bloomfield, Hallowell, Hillier, Picton, and Wellington)
which were amalgamated in 1998 and now represent wards within Prince Edward County.

The township of Hallowell began in the 1790s, on the site of the current town of Picton. The
Ontario Heritage Trust states the following regarding the township: “Here, in a secure harbour at
the head of Picton Bay, several roads converged during the 1790s, including a portage to Lake
Ontario. It thus became a natural shipping and distribution centre for the peninsula and, by 1811,
a small community had been well established. This settlement, named "Hallowell" after a
Loyalist from Massachusetts, grew rapidly after 1818 when the use of steamers made the harbour
more accessible. In 1823-25, the Reverend William Macaulay laid out an adjacent village site
that he named "Picton." The latter became the judicial and administrative centre of the District of
Prince Edward in 1831. The two communities amalgamated in 1837 and were incorporated as
the Town of Picton.”. This is also depicted on a historic plaque in Picton.”
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1.3 Archaeological Context

The legal description of the property is Part of Lot 4, Concession South Side of West Lake,
Hallowell Township, County of Prince Edward, Ontario (Maps 1-6). The property is located on
the west side of County Road 12. The approximate centre of its western boundary is bordered by
West Lake, and the northern and southern portions of this boundary are existing residential
properties. The northern edge of the property is bordered by residential properties. The eastern
boundary of the property is bordered by County Road 12 as well as a residential property. The
southern extent of the property is bordered by a portion of Christ Church Lane. The property is
approximately 4.1 hectares in total area. The property consists of a trailer park, as well as an
open overgrown field, a treed area, as well as a residential property and associated outbuildings.

The property is situated in the Prince Edward Peninsula physiographic region of southern
Ontario, which is a limestone plain or plateau projecting into eastern Lake Ontario covering
approximately 1050km? (Chapman and Putnam 1984). It has artificially become an island due to
the creation of the Murray Canal. It is known for its irregular coastline, limestone bluffs, and
shallow sandy soils (Chapman and Putnam 1984). Like most of the Prince Edward Peninsula
region the underlying geography at the location of the property is the Lindsay Formation (a
limestone formation); Hallowell Township is noted as having thinly bedded surface strata of the
Lindsay Formation with shale partings (Chapman and Putnam 1984). The dominant soil where
the property is located is Brighton Gravelly Sand. Which is distinguished by other soils in the
area by the surface soil containing numerous well-rounded stones and cobbles while the
underlying materials are gravelly and cobbly (Richards and Morwick 1948). It usually occurs as
low-lying ridges with rolling to undulating topography (Richards and Morwick 1948). The
drainage of this soil type is considered good to excessive, which runs the risk of creating
droughty conditions (Richards and Morwick 1948)

1.4  Previous Archaeological Research

In Ontario, information concerning archaeological sites is stored in the Ontario Archaeological
Sites Database (O.A.S.D.), an inventory of the documented archaeological record in Ontario.

Summary information on the known archaeological sites in the vicinity of the study area was
obtained from the MCM site database. There are two (2) known archaeological sites within a
one-kilometre radius of the property (AlGh-1, AIGh-69) (Table 1). There are fifty-six (56) known
sites within a five-kilometre radius of the property (AlGh-1, AlGh-4, AlGh-6, AIGh-12 to 18,
AlGh-22, AlGh-24, A1Gh-29, AlGh-31 to 39, AlGh-54-59, AlGh-61-64, A1Gh-69, AlGh-79 to
101). There are zero (0) known sites within 300 metres of the property.
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Table 1: Known Archaeological Sites within 1-Km of Study Area

Borden Site Name | Time Period Affinity Site Type Current
Number Development
Review Status
AlGh-1 Tubbs Island Early Aboriginal | Other-camp
Woodland, / campsite
Middle
Woodland
AlGh-69 Isaiah Tubbs | Post-Contact Euro- Cemetery Further
Cemetery Canadian CHVI

The Tubbs Island (AlGh-1) site is registered as a pre-contact camp/campsite and was first
identified as an archaeological site in 1957. The site was located on the western point of Sheba’s
Island in West Lake. It is described as a deep shell mound, similar to others found at Rice Lake.
12 pre-contact ceramic sherds were recovered, along with a net sinker, and lithic debitage. A
well-preserved bone-handled knife from the 19" century was also recovered in the area.

The Isaiah Tubbs Cemetery (AlGh-69) site is a registered Euro-Canadian site that underwent
partial excavation as part of a Stage 3 Archaeological Assessment by Heritage Quest Inc.
between 30/07/1999 to 18/06/2004. Located in the vicinity of a restaurant located near to Winns
Drive and County Road 12. The archaeological assessment identified and collected human
remains which were determined to likely be those of Isaiah Tubbs, the one-time owner of the
property as well as his youngest son who died in a Cholera Epidemic in 1834. The assessment
determined that additional remains may be present on the property.

1.4.1 Previous Archaeological Assessments Conducted within the Current Study Area

In advance of the Stage 3 assessment, a Stage 1 and 2 Archaeological Assessment was conducted
by AS& G Archaeological Consulting Inc., in order to determine the potential for Indigenous
and/or early Euro-Canadian sites, within the boundaries of the property (AS&G 2022 PIF#:
P124-0222-2023). The AlGh-102 Site was identified during a Stage 2 archaeological assessment
of the greater property performed by AS&G Archaeological Consulting Inc. in May 2023. The
Stage 1 Background Study found that the property exhibited the potential for the recovery of
archaeological resources of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest and concluded that the property
required a Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment.

The Stage 2 property assessment, which consisted of standardized 5 metre test pit survey,
resulted in the identification of one historical Euro-Canadian site (designated AlIGh-102) and a
single isolated pre-contact artifact (designated P1) was also recovered in a separate location. Site
AIGh-102 has been interpreted as an early to mid-19'" century homestead or farmstead based on
the range of the artifact assemblage. The test pit survey resulted in the collection of 203 post-
contact period artifacts from an area measuring approximately 55 metres north-south by 120
metres east-west. Given that greater than 20 artifacts were recovered that can date the site to
prior to 1900, site AIGh-102 is considered to have cultural heritage value or interest (CHVI). The
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site warranted a Stage 3 site-specific archaeological assessment to further assess its cultural
heritage value or interest. The non-diagnostic isolated precontact lithic findspot P1 does not
retain further cultural heritage value or interest and no further archaeological work is necessary
for findspot P1.

AS&G Archaeological Consulting Inc. is not aware of any other archaeological assessments
conducted within and immediately adjacent to or within 50 metres of the property.

There are no unusual physical features that may have affected fieldwork strategy decisions or the
identification of artifacts or cultural features.

There is no additional archaeological information that may be relevant to understanding the
choice of fieldwork techniques or the recommendations of this report.

2.0 FIELD METHODS
2.1 Methodology

The Stage 3 Site-Specific Archaeological Assessment of the McDonald Site (AIGh-102) was
conducted under the Professional Archaeologist licence issued to Dr. Helen R. Haines (P124), by
the MCM (PIF# P124-0263-2023). The Stage 3 fieldwork was performed under the field
supervision of MCM Applied Research Archaeology Licence holders Norbert Stanchly (R149)
and William Moody (R1215) on August 28-30'", and September 14", 15, 18-22", and 25-28'%,
2023. Norbert Stanchly directed fieldwork on August 28, 2023. All other fieldwork was
completed under the field direction of Mr. William Moody.

The weather during the Stage 3 assessment can be found in Table 2. At no time were the
conditions detrimental to the observation, recovery, documentation, and/or collection of
archaeological material. All activities undertaken during the assessments were in compliance
with the Ontario Heritage Act (1990) and the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant
Archaeologists (MCM 2011).

Table 2: AIGh-102 Site Stage 3 Weather Data

Date Maximum Temperature Comments
August 28, 2023 25° Celsius Sunny, humid, still
August 29, 2023 26° Celsius Partly cloudy and humid
August 30, 2023 24° Celsius Partly cloudy and humid
September 14, 2023 18° Celsius Mostly cloudy
September 15, 2023 22° Celsius Sunny, clear, still
September 18, 2023 22° Celsius Mixed sun and cloud, humid
September 19, 2023 20° Celsius Mixed sun and cloud, humid
September 20, 2023 22° Celsius Sunny, clear, still
September 21, 2023 22° Celsius Sunny, clear, still
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Table 2: AIGh-102 Site Stage 3 Weather Data
Date Maximum Temperature Comments
September 22, 2023 23° Celsius Sunny, clear, still
September 25, 2023 20° Celsius Sunny, clear, breeze
September 26, 2023 20° Celsius Partly cloudy, breeze
September 27, 2023 20° Celsius Sunny, clear, still
September 28, 2023 20° Celsius Partly cloudy, still

The McDonald Site (AlGh-102) was identified during AS&G’s 2023 Stage 1 and 2
Archaeological Assessment of the property, while conducting a test pit survey within the greater
property limits (AS&G 2023).

The Stage 3 assessment field method strategy for the McDonald Site (AIGh-102) was done as
part of a Ministry program to pilot the Draft 19" Century Rural Historical Farmstead Sites
Standards for Consultant Archaeologists (2021).

“The draft RHF standards are an extension of the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologists and are based on existing best practice guidance in our
bulletin The Archaeology of Rural Historical Farmsteads (2014).

The RHF standards will help consultant archaeologists identify an RHF site’s cultural
heritage value or interest (CHVI) earlier in the archaeological assessment process by
shifting some requirements for background research, analysis and documentation to
earlier stages. This will help reduce unnecessary Stage 4 excavation of RHF sites with
low levels of CHVI while ensuring that RHF sites with high CHVI are conserved through
excavation, protection or a combination of both.” (MCM 2021).

More specifically the Stage 3 fieldwork and reporting followed RHF standards of Sections 3.1,
3.2.3,34,5,6.1 and 6.3 (MCM 2021).

The Stage 3 assessment of the McDonald Site (AIGh-102) consisted of the excavation of thirty-
two (32) one-metre square test units at ten-metre intervals followed by an additional fourteen
(14) test unit excavations (i.e., 40%) of the initial grid unit total focusing on areas of interest
within the site extent. During the current Stage 3 archaeological assessment a network of 10 m
by 10 m grid squares was established across the extent of the site as determined by the location
of the Stage 2 positive test-pit locations. The grid squares are referred to by the intersection
coordinates of their southwest corner.

Since the McDonald Site (AIGh-102) was interpreted in the previous Stage 1-2 Archaeological
Assessments as a historical Euro-Canadian farmstead site retaining cultural heritage value or
interest (CHVI) and required Stage 3 archaeological assessment. The location and placement of
test units followed the strategy outlined in Section 3.2 and Table 3.1, Standards 1 and 2 of the
Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (MCM 2011) and Section 3.2.2,
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Standards 1-6 and 10-11 of the MCM 2021 19" Century Rural Historical Farmstead Sites
Standards for Consultant Archaeologists. Test units were excavated at 10 m intervals across the
site, with 40% infill units placed in areas of interest around the site. Some units on the initial
10m grid were offset 1m (or not excavated when unavoidable) from their intended location to
account for the presence of obstacles such as existing structures and/or subsurface infrastructure
such as septic beds. In one instance (unit designation 467-290) was offset 3m for health and
safety reasons: avoidance of a deposit of asbestos tiling.

Each 1m? test unit was excavated stratigraphically to the interface between the topsoil and
subsoil and all soil was screened through 6 mm hardware cloth to facilitate the recovery of small
artifacts. The subsoil surface of each unit was then shovel shined and examined for evidence of
subsurface cultural features, and excavation continued into the top 5 cm of the subsoil layer
when cultural features were not identified. Where cultural features were identified, excavation
halted within the unit at this level, the unit was photographed, a protective layer of geo-textile
was placed within the unit covering the surface, and the unit was backfilled. Sondages were
excavated within each unit that did not contain a cultural feature to confirm that the identified
subsoil horizon did not represent a fill layer under which cultural or natural topsoil layers may
exist. All Stage 3 test units were backfilled upon completion.

Stratigraphy across the site was fairly consistent (i.e. one stratigraphic deposit over subsoil). All
excavated artifacts were recorded with reference to their unit number and stratigraphic layer, and
retained for laboratory analysis and description, as per Section 6.0 of the Standards and
Guidelines (MCM 2011).

2.2 GPS Coordinates

All coordinates were obtained using a Garmin GPSMap 64x GPS unit. No methods of correction
were used. Accuracy of the reading was to within two metres for each point. Relevant UTM
coordinates for all locations are presented in Table 1 of the Supplemental Documentation.

3.0 RECORD OF FINDS

The Stage 3 test unit excavation of the McDonald Site (AlIGh-102) resulted in the recovery of a
total of 3,591 artifacts. All the artifacts were recovered from the excavation of 47 one-metre
square test units. This resulted in an average yield of 76.44 artifacts per unit. The highest yield of
artifacts was from unit 500-280 (n = 745). Fourteen (14) cultural features were noted.

Table 3: Stage 3 Test Unit Yields — AIGh-102 Site
Test Unit Quantity
455-300 1
460-290 5
460-300 8
460-310 4
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Table 3: Stage 3 Test Unit Yields — AIGh-102 Site
Test Unit Quantity
467-290 66
470-280 29
470-300 (Feature 3) 33
470-310 10
480-270 27
480-280 52
480-285 75
480-290 65
480-300 66
480-310 28
480-320 6
489-290 (Feature 7) 44
489-294 (Feature 14) 13
489-295 (Feature 14) 34
490-260 7
490-270 84
490-280 114
490-288 (Features 7 and 13) 60
490-289 (Feature 13) 104
490-290 (Feature 7) 67
490-300 37
490-310 (Feature 4) 78
490-320 4
494-290 (Feature 9) 54
495-285 157
495-289 (Feature 11) 50
495-290 (Feature 8) 60
495-300 58
496-289 (Feature 12) 42
499-320 33
500-260 46
500-270 217
500-280 (Feature 5) 745
500-290 (Feature 1) 122
500-300 142
500-310 184
505-310 79
S & G 11
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Table 3: Stage 3 Test Unit Yields — AIGh-102 Site
Test Unit Quantity
510-290 (Feature 2) 42
510-310 21
511-280 (Feature 6) 329
519-270 (Feature 10) 48
520-260 8
530-270 33
Total 3,591

The stratigraphy consisted generally of a light brown sandy topsoil with historic Euro-Canadian
artifacts over a dark brown sandy subsoil.

Fourteen (n=14) possible features were identified during the Stage 3 assessment at the following
locations (see Map 5): Feature 1 within unit 500-290, Feature 2 within unit 510-290, Feature 3
within unit 470-300, Feature 4 within unit 490-310, Feature 5 within unit 500-280, Feature 6
within unit 511-280, Feature 7 within unit 490-290, Feature 8 within unit 495-290, Feature 9
within unit 494-290, Feature 10 within unit 519-270, Feature 11 within unit 495-289, Feature 12
within unit 496-289, Feature 13 within unit 490-289 and lastly, Feature 14 within units 489-294
and 489-295. As noted, when cultural features were identified during Stage 3 assessment,
excavation halted within the unit at this level, the unit was photographed, a protective layer of
geo-textile was placed within the unit covering the surface, and the unit was backfilled.

Feature 1 (see F.1 on Map 5), was encountered within unit 500-290 (Image 11), which contained
light brown sandy topsoil with historic Euro-Canadian artifacts (n=122). Recovered artifact types
within the test-unit include ceramics (n=28) including pearlware (n=1); metals [nails (n= 30)
including wrought nails (n=2); miscellaneous (n=4); tin (n=1)]; glass [window (n=10);
containers/tableware (n=15); personal/adornment (n=2); miscellaneous (n=1)]; faunal [bone
(n=16); shell (n=1)]; copper [shell casing (n=2); fastener (n=1); coin 1973 one cent (n=1)]; brick
(n=2); concrete (n=5); coal (n=2); and wood (n=1). Feature 1 is presented as a darkly stained
(presumed) linear feature with a sharp boundary which was partially uncovered in the northern
half of the unit. The surrounding subsoil was dark brown. Feature 1 may be a continuation of
Feature 2, Feature 8, and Feature 9, and could possibly be associated with Feature 11 and Feature
12.

Feature 2 (see F.2 on Map 5) was encountered within unit 510-290 (Image 12), which contained
light brown sandy topsoil with historic Euro-Canadian artifacts (n=42). Recovered artifact types
within the test-unit include ceramics (n=6) including pearlware (n=1); metals [nails (n= 4);
miscellaneous (n=1)]; glass [window (n=3); containers/tableware (n=2)]; faunal [bone (n=11);
shell (n=1)]; brick (n=10); and coal (n=1). Feature 2 is presented as a darkly stained, gently
curving, (presumed) linear feature with a sharp boundary which was partially uncovered in the
northern half of the unit. The surrounding subsoil was dark brown. Feature 2 appears to be a

S&G 12

Archaeological Consulting




Stage 3 Site-Specific Archaeological Assessment of the AIGh-102 Site, 1847 County Road 12, Plan 47R-290, Part of
Lot 4, Concession South Side of West Lake, Township of Hallowell, Prince Edward County, Municipality of the
County of Prince Edward, Ontario

continuation of Feature 1, Feature 8, and Feature 9, and could possibly be further associated with
Feature 11 and Feature 12.

Feature 3 (see F.3 on Map 5) was encountered within unit 470N-300 (Image 13), which
contained light brown sandy topsoil with historic Euro-Canadian artifacts (n=33). Recovered
artifact types within the test-unit include ceramics (n=9) including pearlware (n=5); metals [nails
(n= 1), copper-scrap (n=1), iron-scrap (n=3)]; glass [window (n=1), unassigned (n=1)]; faunal
[bone (n=14), shell (n=1)]; brick (n=1); and chert-lithic debitage (n=1). Feature 3 is presented as
a darkly stained rectangular shape in the southwest corner of the unit with a sharp boundary. The
surrounding subsoil was dark brown.

Feature 4 (see F.4 on Map 5) was encountered within unit 490-310 (Image 14), which contained
light brown sandy topsoil with historic Euro-Canadian artifacts (n=78). Recovered artifact types
within the test-unit include ceramics (n=41) including pearlware (n=8); metals [nails (n= 3),
miscellaneous sheet metal (n=1)]; glass [window (n=2), unassigned (n=2)]; faunal bone (n=24);
and brick (n=5). Feature 4 is presented as a darkly stained rectilinear shape with sharp
boundaries in the southeastern quadrant of the unit. The surrounding subsoil was dark brown.

Feature 5 (see F.5 on Map 5) was encountered within unit 500-280 (Image 15), which contained
light brown sandy topsoil with historic Euro-Canadian artifacts (n=745). Recovered artifact types
within thetest-unit include ceramics (n=121) including creamware (n=4) and pearlware (n=11);
metals [nails (n=200) including wrought nails (n=10); containers (n=4); tacks (n=4); key (n=1);
strapping (n=5); buttons (n=1); unidentified (n=4)]; miscellaneous scrap iron (n=76);
miscellaneous hardware (n=5); copper-Alloy [hook (n=1); chain (n=1); adornment (n=5); shell
casing (n=1); button (n=2)]; glass [window (n=38); container/ bottle (n=54); tableware (n=2);
lamp/ chimney (n=11); pharmaceutical (n=1); button (n=1); bead (n=1); miscellaneous
unassigned (n=3)]; faunal [bone (n=168); shell (n=106)]; slate-stylus (n=2); brick (n=5); mortar
(n=1); slag (n=2); and plastic [button (n=1); miscellaneous (n=4)]. Feature 5 is presented as a
dark stain encompassing the entirety of the unit base. The northeast corner of the unit contains a
stone-pile which extends along and into the eastern wall of the unit. It is currently of an
indeterminate function but may represent either a midden due to the volume of archaeological
material recovered from the unit, and/or some sort of structure such as a foundation due to the
pile of stones present. While the stone pile does not immediately appear to be structural, very
little of it is exposed within the unit, and the general lack of stones elsewhere in the site suggests
that it may be an intentional stone deposit. It is possible that this feature is related to Feature 6.

Feature 6 (see F.6 on Map 5) was encountered within unit 511-280 (Image 16), which contained
light brown sandy topsoil with historic Euro-Canadian artifacts (n=329). Recovered artifact types
within the test-unit include ceramics (n=54) including pearlware (n=1); metals [nails (n=23)
including four (n=4) wrought nails; sheeting (n=2); tacks (n=1); hinge (n=1); strapping (n=4);
washer (n=1)]; copper-alloy [shell casing (n=1); 1941 one cent penny (n=1)]; glass [window
(n=16); container/ bottle (n=9); pharmaceutical (n=8)]; faunal [bone (n=199); shell (n=4)]; slate-
stylus (n=1); and brick (n=3). Feature 6 is presented as a very dark stain covering over 50% of
the unit in the north and east and containing visible artifacts as well as charcoal. The
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southwestern portion is divided by a moderately diffuse boundary from the dark stain and is
lighter in colour. However, it also contains visible artifacts and charcoal. The feature is not fully
uncovered and therefore its full dimensions are unknown, and it is not possible to determine if
the two different materials in this unit represent separate features/deposits, or if they represent
multiple fills within a single feature. Further excavation is needed to determine the feature type.
It is possible that this feature is related to Feature 5.

Feature 7 (see F.7 on Map 5) was first encountered within unit 490-290 (Images 17 and 26),
which contained light brown sandy topsoil with historic Euro-Canadian artifacts (n=67).
Recovered artifact types within the test-unit include ceramics (n=26) including creamware (n=2)
and pearlware (n=7); metals [nails (n=21) including wrought nails (n=4); tin fastener rivet (n=1),
tin fastener buckle (n=1), miscellaneous sheet metal (n=1)]; glass [window (n=4),
container/bottle (n=6)]; Kaolin pipe stem (n=1); faunal bone (n=5); and brick (n=1).

Feature 7 was also present in unit 489-290 which contained light brown sandy topsoil with
historic Euro-Canadian artifacts (n=44). Recovered artifact types within the test-unit include
ceramics (n=33) including creamware (n=5) and pearlware (n=5); metals [nails (n=3),
miscellaneous metal - washer (n=1), ammunition - shell casing (n=1)]; glass [window (n=2),
container (n=1)]; and faunal [bone (n=2), shell (n=1)]. Feature 7 is a possible continuation of
Feature 13 and presents as a rounded stain containing at least two distinct fills (a dark soil and a
light grey fill). There is a sharp boundary between the staining and the natural soil. While it
cannot be known prior to further excavation, the lighter soil appears to be an ashy fill which
appears to represent the primary fill of a dug feature, above which a later darker fill was
deposited.

Feature 8 (see F.8 on Map 5) was encountered within unit 495-290 (Images 18 and 25), which
contained light brown sandy topsoil with historic Euro-Canadian artifacts (n=60). Recovered
artifact types within the test-unit include ceramics (n=23) including pearlware (n=5); metals
[nails (n=14), miscellaneous hardware (n=2)]; glass [window (n=3); container/bottle (n=4)];
faunal [bone (n=8), shell (n=1)]; slate stylus (n=1); and plastic miscellaneous (n=4). Feature 8 is
presented as a darkly stained rectilinear feature with sharp boundaries. It is in an approximately
east to west orientation and flares out to approximately twice its width at the eastern edge of the
unit.

Feature 9 (see F.9 on Map 5) was encountered within unit 494-290 (Images 19 and 25), which
contained light brown sandy topsoil with historic Euro-Canadian artifacts (n=54). Recovered
artifact types within the test-unit include ceramics (n=29) including pearlware (n=1); metal nails
(n=6); glass [window (n=2), container/bottle (n=1), miscellaneous (n=1)]; faunal [bone (n=11),
shell (n=1)]; brick (n=1); Kaolin pipe-bowl (n=1); and miscellaneous plastic (n=1). Feature 9 is
presented as a darkly stained rectilinear feature with sharp boundaries. It has an approximately
east to west orientation and it is likely a continuation of Feature 8; it also may relate to Features
11 and 12. It appears that it may cut an earlier feature which appears as a less darkly stained area
with diffuse boundaries that can be seen on the south of the unit.
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Feature 10 (see F.10 on Map 5) was encountered within unit 519-270 (Image 20), which
contained light brown sandy topsoil with historic Euro-Canadian artifacts (n=48). Recovered
artifact types within the test-unit include ceramics (n=19); metals [nails (n=9), knife (n=1),
button copper-alloy (n=1)]; glass [window (n=7), container/bottle (n=2)]; faunal [bone (n=1),
shell (n=2); and brick (n=1). Feature10 is presented as a rectangular stain in the southeast corner
of the unit with a north to south orientation, with a possible small and more rounded stain in the
southwest corner of the unit.

Feature 11 (see F.11 on Map 5) was encountered within unit 495-289 (Images 21 and 25), which
contained light brown sandy topsoil with historic Euro-Canadian artifacts (n=50). Recovered
artifact types within the test-unit include ceramics (n=18); metals nails (n=17) including wrought
nails (n=4); glass [window (n=3), container/bottle (n=5)]; and faunal bone (n=7). Feature 11 is
presented as a darkly stained rectilinear feature with clear boundaries, the combination of
staining between Features 11 and 12 gives the staining an approximate cross shape though these
stains may not be contemporary. The unit also contains at least 2 dark sub-rectangular stains, one
of which may cut into the rectilinear feature. These sub-rectangular features may represent a
modern cut related to the use of the area as a garden though this cannot be determined without
further excavation. This feature cluster may also be related to Features 8 and 9.

Feature 12 (see F.12 on Map 5) was encountered within unit 496-289 (Images 22 and 25), which
contained light brown sandy topsoil with historic Euro-Canadian artifacts (n=42). Recovered
artifact types within the test-unit include ceramics (n=18) including pearlware (n=3); metals nails
(n=14) including wrought nails (n=2); glass [window (n=3), container/bottle (n=5)]; and faunal
[shell (n=1), shell-button (n=1)]. Feature 12 is presented as two darkly stained sub-rectangular
features with clear boundaries. One is in the northeastern corner of the unit while the other is
located along the unit’s western boundary. The sub-rectangular feature appears to be a
continuation of the sub-rectangular stain within Feature 11 and comprises the eastern termination
of the ‘cross’ shaped staining. The type of these features is undetermined however the feature
within the northeastern corner does appear to be a modern cut related to the use of the area as a
garden.

Feature 13 (see F.13 on Map 5) was encountered within unit 490-289 (Image 23) which
contained the following soil stratigraphy: light brown sandy topsoil with historic Euro-Canadian
artifacts (n=101). Recovered artifact types within the test-unit include ceramics (n=49) including
creamware (n=12) and pearlware (n=20); metals [nails (n=12), miscellaneous hardware (n=3),
copper- pins (n=3)]; glass [window (n=7), container/bottler (n=1)]; faunal [bone (n=1), shell
(n=4); and miscellaneous plastic (n=1). Feature 13 appears to be a continuation of Feature 7 and
presents as a mottled stained area across the unit containing artifacts as well as charcoal and
relatively large stones.

Feature 14 (see F.14 on Map 5) was originally encountered within unit 489-295 and extends into
unit 489-294 which contains most of the observable feature (Images 24 and 27). Unit 489-295
consisted of light brown sandy topsoil with historic Euro-Canadian artifacts (n=34). Recovered
artifact types within the test-unit include ceramics (n=22) including pearlware (n=8); metals-
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nails (n=5) including wrought nails (n=2); glass [window (n=2), container/bottle (n=)3]; faunal
bone (n=a); Kaolin pipe-bowl (n=1). Unit 489-294 consisted of the same stratigraphy with
historic Euro-Canadian artifacts (n=13). Recovered artifact types include ceramics (n=5); metals-
nails (n=3); glass-window (n=1); and miscellaneous plastic (n=1). Feature 14 is presented as a
darkly stained area with a clear boundary covering the southwestern half of the unit.

3.1 Artifact Analysis

Methodology

The analysis and cataloguing of the material utilized a series of behavioural and functional
categories which address the various aspects of the lifeways of the inhabitant of the site. The
devised system employs a hierarchical classificatory system which emphasises object function.
The main functional groups are further subdivided into more specified categories referred to as
classes which are then further refined into increasingly specific classifications to ensure detailed
recording of each artifact and its function. Artifacts were identified, examined in detail and
recorded in a catalogue adhering to this behavioural classification system.

Results

In total 3,591 artifacts were recovered during the Stage 3 archaeological assessment of the
McDonald Site (AIGh-102). This material was recovered from 47 1x1 metre units. The following
table outlines the distribution of material by unit. Larger concentrations of material were
recovered from units along the 500 transect.

Table 4 provides a breakdown of the artifact groups which were recovered from the site. Groups
refers to the broadest behavioural/functional categories to which artifacts were assigned. The
Foodways group comprised the majority of the assemblage. This group refers to the whole
system of food procurement, preparation, consumption and distribution. Within this group the
Ceramic Tablewares class is the most frequent. This accounts for most of the ceramic sherds
recovered. The second most abundant group is Faunal artifacts. Architectural, the third most
abundant group recovered is comprised almost entirely of window glass fragments and nails with
some brick, mortar and cement artifacts as well.

Table 4: Artifact distribution by broad functional group

Artifact Group # of artifacts % of total

Activities 4 0.11%
Architectural 806 22.43%
Arms/Military 5 0.14%
Clothing/Personal Adornment 31 0.86%
Commercial/Industrial Activities 2 0.06%
Domestic Activities 18 0.50%
Faunal 909 25.30%
Foodways 1306 36.35%
Fuel 13 0.36%

S&G 16

Archaeological Consulting




Stage 3 Site-Specific Archaeological Assessment of the AIGh-102 Site, 1847 County Road 12, Plan 47R-290, Part of
Lot 4, Concession South Side of West Lake, Township of Hallowell, Prince Edward County, Municipality of the

County of Prince Edward, Ontario

Table 4: Artifact distribution by broad functional group

Artifact Group # of artifacts % of total

Health/Hygiene 12 0.33%
Indigenous 1 0.03%
Lithics 1 0.03%
Personal 11 0.31%
Smoking 18 0.50%
Unassigned 454 12.69%
Grand Total 3,591 100%

The collection was also categorized by material type. Table 5 illustrates artifact frequency

according to material. Ceramic is the most abundant material type and accounts for 35.60% of
the total collection. Bone was the second most frequent material at 23.24% followed by ferrous
materials, largely from nails, at 20.32% and glass at 13.80%.

Table S: Artifact distribution by material type

S&G
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Material # of artifacts % of total

Bone 835 23.24%
Brick 59 1.64%
Ceramic 1279 35.60%
Charcoal 1 0.03%
Chert 1 0.03%
Coal 12 0.33%
Concrete 6 0.17%
Copper 5 0.14%
Copper-Alloy 37 1.03%
Copper-Alloy/Glass 1 0.03%
Ferrous 730 20.32%
Ferrous/Wood 1 0.03%
Glass 494 13.80%
Kaolin 18 0.50%
Metal 5 0.14%
Mortar 3 0.08%
Plastic 15 0.42%
Shell 76 2.12%
Slag 2 0.06%
Slate 4 0.11%
Stone 1 0.03%
Tin 6 0.17%
Total 3,591 100%
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The following discussion will address the collection by functional groups with the exception of
ceramic and glass artifacts. This is because glass and ceramics make up the majority of the
Foodways group and glass artifacts, except for Architectural finds, comprise a number of smaller
artifact groups containing a limited number of artifacts each.

Ceramic Artifacts

In total 1,277 ceramic artifacts were identified, comprising 35.60% of the total assemblage. The
following table illustrating the frequency of waretypes recovered from the site only includes the
Foodways and Unassigned artifact groups. The remaining ceramics in the collection belong to
the Personal, Indigenous and Architectural artifact groups which are addresses in later sections.
Ceramic artifacts offer an effective diagnostic tool to be used for relative dating purposes. This is
because ceramics produced in the industrial era follow a chronological progression in terms of
ware types, styles, finishes and patterns. Table 6 illustrates the frequency of ware types
recovered from the McDonald Site (AlGh-102) during the Stage 3 archaeological assessment.

Table 6: Ceramic waretypes distribution

Waretypes # of sherds % of total

CEW 139 10.93%
CSW 36 2.83%
IRO 95 7.47%
POR 16 1.26%
REW 981 77.12%
RSW 5 0.39%
Total 1,272 100%

The assemblage of 1,272 ceramic sherds was found to include: Coarse Earthenwares (n=139);
Refined Earthenwares (n=981); Coarse Stonewares (n=36); Refined Stonewares (n=5); Ironstone
(n=95); and Porcelain (n=16). At the McDonald Site nearly all ceramics fell under the Foodways
categorization, the remaining small number of sherds fell under the Unassigned group as they
were too damaged to be further identified.

Refined Earthenwares

Refined earthenwares (n=979) account for 77.09% of the ceramic assemblage and are the most
frequent ceramic waretype recovered from the site. Refined earthenwares discussed in the
following section will include white bodied refined earthenwares and yellowwares but also
Ironstone as it is a transitionary ware, and its vessels serve functions more closely aligned with

that of white bodied refined earthenwares. Table 7 provides a breakdown of refined earthenwares
in the collection by subtype.

Table 7: REW Subtype Frequency

REW Subtype # of sherds % of total

Creamware 57 5.49%
Pearlware 185 17.81%
Whiteware 617 59.38%
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Ironstone 95 9.14%
Yellowware 11 1.06%
CC Ware 56 5.39%
UID REW 18 1.73%
Total 1,037 100%

CC Ware is used in the catalogue to describe white bodied refined earthenwares that are too
damaged or burnt to further identify according to the Creamware, Pearlware, Whiteware
chronology. Unidentified refined earthenware (abbreviated as UID REW in the catalogue) is
used to describe sherds which are too damaged or burnt to further categorize though which have
a fabric/paste consistent with that of a refined earthenware. Creamware (n=57) is the oldest
waretype present in the assemblage with its earliest production dating to 1762 (Miller et al.
2000). Pearlware (n=185) accounting for 17.81% of the REW assemblage is the second oldest
waretype present with production generally dating to 1780 at the earliest and declining by the
1820s when glaze improvements spurred the introduction of what is referred to by archaeologists
as Whiteware. Whiteware (n=617) is the dominant REW subtype of the collection accounting for
59.38% of the REW assemblage. Whiteware production continued from 1820 throughout the 19
century. Ironstone (n=95) which dates post 1840 (Sussman 1985:7; Miller 1991) accounts for
9.14% of the REW assemblage and was one of the most popular ceramic types of the second half
of the 19" century (Sussman 1985). Yellowware production and popularity is understood to span
from 1840 into the 20" century (Noel Hume 1969; Gallo 1985; Miller et. Al 2000). Yellowware
(n=11) accounts for 1.06% of the McDonald Site REW assemblage.

Decoration was the main way in which late 18- and 19"-century ceramic ware types were
marketed and sold, therefore identification and organization according to decorative type is a
more useful method when analyzing refined earthenwares, especially when employing relative
dating techniques (Miller 1980,1991). Table 8 provides the frequency of refined earthenware
sherds by decorative type. This includes both white bodied refined earthenwares, yellowwares
and ironstone.

Table 8: Refined Earthenware distribution by decorative type

REW Decorative Type # of sherds % of total

Transfer-Printed, Blue 67 6.23%
Painted, Late-Palette 63 5.86%
Shell-Edged, Blue 41 3.81%
Painted, Early-Palette 35 3.25%
Transfer-Printed, Green 21 1.95%
Moulded Decoration 18 1.67%
Spongeware, Blue 18 1.67%
Transfer-Printed, Brown 16 1.49%
Flowware, Mulberry 13 1.21%
Painted, Blue on White 13 1.21%
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Table 8: Refined Earthenware distribution by decorative type

REW Decorative Type # of sherds % of total

Transfer-Printed, Black 11 1.02%
Dipped Ware 9 0.84%
Dipped Ware, Annular 9 0.84%
Shell-Edged, Green 9 0.84%
Flowware, Blue 8 0.74%
Dipped Ware, Marbleized 7 0.65%
Glazed, Black 6 0.56%
Dipped Ware, Mocha 4 0.37%
Glazed, Brown 4 0.37%
Decorated, Blue 3 0.28%
Moulded, Wheat Pattern 3 0.28%
Transfer-Printed, Pink 3 0.28%
Dipped Ware, Mocha Blue 2 0.19%
Edged, Blue 2 0.19%
Overglazed 2 0.19%
Spongeware, Green 2 0.19%
Transfer-Printed, Red 2 0.19%
Canary Ware 1 0.09%
Dipped Ware, Cat's Eye 1 0.09%
Dipped Ware, Engine Turned 1 0.09%
Dipped Ware, Rouletting 1 0.09%
Edged, Chicken Foot Pattern 1 0.09%
Glazed, Grey 1 0.09%
Moulded, Floral Decoration 1 0.09%
Gold Gilding 1 0.09%
Undecorated 661 61.43%
Total 1,076 100%

Most sherds fall under the undecorated categorization. This does not necessarily indicate that
undecorated vessels were the most common type deposited but rather that these sherds largely
represent undecorated body and base portions from whole decorated vessels. Blue Transfer-Print
(n=67), Painted, Late-Palette (n=63), and Shell-Edged, Blue (n=41) were the three most common
decorative types among the refined earthenware assemblage. Most of the decorative types
recovered fall under Miller’s (1980,1991) CC Price Index classification system of 18- and 19®-
century white bodied refined earthenware (CC Ware) decorative types which categorizes
decoration into Plain, Edged, Dipped, Sponged/Spatter, Painted and Transfer Printed. The
application of Miller’s CC Index in the context of the McDonald Site has been employed to a
devise a proportional examination of decorative classes rather than a calculation of cost index.
Distribution of the McDonald Site white bodied refined earthenwares according  to Miller’s
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classification is illustrated in Table 9. For the purposes of applying Miller’s price index
categorization, yellowwares have been excluded as they do not fit the criteria of CC Ware along
with Ironstone because it was only recovered in small quantities. Moulded decoration has also
been excluded as it does not adhere to this classification system along with sherds bearing
indeterminate blue decoration which were too fragmentary or damaged to further identity.

Table 9: White Bodied REW Decorative Breakdown
Decorative Type # of sherds % of total
Plain 621 63.43%
Edged 53 5.41%
Dipped 30 3.06%
Sponge/Spatter 41 4.19%
Painted 114 11.64%
Transfer-Printed 120 12.26%
Total 979 100%

With the understanding that a high frequency of plain sherds does not necessarily indicate a large
amount of undecorated vessels, it can be understood that transfer-printed was the most common
decorative type comprising 12.26% of the white bodied REW assemblage, followed by painted
decoration at 11.64%, edged at 5.41%, spongeware at 4.19% and dipped wares at 3.06%. CC
Ware remained the cheapest ceramic type available from the 1780s throughout the 19" century,
though among these wares transfer printed was the most expensive, while sponged, dipped, and
painted were considerably cheaper and edged decoration remained the least expensive (Miller

1991).

Table 10 presents a breakdown of ceramic tableware sherds by form. Due to the highly
fragmented nature of the ceramic sherds the majority fall under the designation of unidentified
tableware. The most abundant classifications after this are hollowware then flatware representing
16.62% and 8.68% of the ceramic tablewares respectively.

Table 10: Ceramic tableware form distribution

Vessel Form # of sherds % of total

Bowl 12 1.09%
Flatware 95 8.66%
Hollowware 184 16.77%
Plate 2 0.18%
UID Tableware 804 73.29%
Total 1,097 100%

Coarse Earthenwares

A total of 139 coarse earthenware sherds were recovered from the site, accounting for 10.93% of
the total ceramic assemblage. These sherds largely belong to the foodways group and are
representative of utilitarian wares rather than tablewares. The coarse and heavy fabric of CEW
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makes it suitable to use in utilitarian, cooking and storage vessels. The sherds recovered from the
McDonald Site include fabrics that are red and buff in colour with glaze colours including
brown, red, green, clear, cream and grey. European coarse earthenware production spans as far
back as 1200 and the structural design of vessel types has remained relatively constant over time
resulting in a ware that is difficult to properly date without significant vessel portions.
Furthermore, distinct coarse earthenware types with specific fabric and glaze markers were more
popular prior to the mid 18"-century when coarse earthenwares dominated foodways ceramic
vessels. By the 19" century coarse red earthenwares were commonly produced by local potters in
the study region (Webster 1969; Newlands 1979).

Coarse Stoneware

Coarse stoneware (n=36) was recovered in limited amounts, representing 2.83% of the ceramic
assemblage. Coarse stoneware production also has a significantly long date range. The coarse
stoneware types represented in this collection largely appear North American in origin. This is
based upon both fabric and glaze colour and quality factors which more closely align with North
American produced stoneware reference collections (see the Maryland Archaeological
Conservation Laboratory post-colonial ceramics database). Of the coarse stonewares one
recurrent type could be identified, North American Stoneware with grey salt glaze and cobalt
decoration. The production range for this type spans 1840-1900 in Canada (Noel Hume 1976).
Other stonewares recovered from the site include fabrics that are grey, buff and red in colour
with glaze colours including buff, grey and clear.

Refined Stoneware

In total only 5 sherds were recovered which matched the fabric elements of a refined stoneware.
The paste of 3 of the sherds was red in colour with a high gloss black glaze. Elements of the
form suggested tableware use. The remaining sherds were identified as black basalt stoneware.

Glass Artifacts

In total 496 glass artifacts were recovered from the McDonald Site representing 13.80% of the
total collection. Glass artifacts span 6 artifact groups including Architectural (n=209); Foodways
(n=35); Clothing/Personal Adornment (n=4); Domestic Activities (n=13); Health and Hygiene
(n=12) and Unassigned (n=223).

Nearly half of the glass recovered was container glass spanning across the Foodways, Health and
Hygiene and Unassigned groups. The Foodways glass included glass beverage containers and
glass tableware. The Health and Hygiene glass was entirely pharmaceutical bottles and the glass
from the Unassigned group included decorative glass, melted glass pieces and glass container
portions which for various reasons could not be further classified as belonging to the Foodways
or Health and Hygiene group. 42.14% of glass recovered was identified as windowpane glass. 13
fragments of glass were assigned the lighting device classification as it appeared they belonged
to a lamp chimney. Table 11 provides a breakdown of the glass artifacts by Group and Class.
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Table 11: Glass artifacts by Group and Class

Artifact Group and Class # of artifacts # of total

Architectural 209 42.14%
Window Glass 209

Clothing/Personal Adornment 4 0.81%
Fasteners 3
Jewelry 1

Domestic Activities 13 2.62%
Household Devices 13

Foodways 35 7.06%
Glass Bev. Containers 25
Glass Tableware 10

Health/Hygiene 12 2.42%
Pharmaceutical 12

Unassigned 223 44.96%
Decorative Glass 1
Glass Containers 203
Misc. Material 19

Grand Total 496 100%

Architectural

The glass portion of the Architectural group has been covered in the previous section. In addition
to window glass the Architectural group included Brick (n=60); Concrete (n=6); Mortar (n=3);
Ceramic tile (n=3); and Nails (n=523).

The nails in the Architectural group included intact and incomplete fragments of Machine Cut
(n=317); Wrought (n=46) and Wire (n=43). The remaining 115 fragments were too corroded or
fragmentary to properly identify in regard to their manufacturing type. Of the machine cut nails
79 were complete, of the wrought nails 31 were complete and of the wire nails 15 were
complete. Wrought nail head types included rose head and clasp head. Hand wrought nails were
most common in construction prior to 1800 (Visser 2000). They were replaced by machine-cut
nails with hand finished heads which were manufactured from 1790-1810 which were then in
turn replaced by machine cut nails with machine finished heads (Nelson 1968). This type of nail
remained popular up to 1880 at which point wire nails were developed (Visser 2000).

Arms/Military
Arms/Military artifacts (n=5) represent 0.14% of the total collection and include 5 brass shell

casings. Those with maker’s marks intact include UMC Remington 30 calibre, Winchester
Super-X and WRA Co 12 Rival.

Clothing/Personal Adornment
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Clothing artifacts (n=31) represent 0.86% of the total collection and include 2 buckle pieces, 1
fastener clip, 6 grommets, 1 hook, 1 eye, 1 rivet, and 17 buttons. Of the buttons 3 were composed
of iron, 4 of glass, 1 of shell, 1 of bone, 6 of copper-alloy, 1 of plastic and 1 of a copper-alloy
and glass composite. The buttons included, 2-hole (n=2), 4-hole (n=5), domed (n=1) and shank
(n=9) varieties. Jewelry is also represented in this collection. A blue glass bead was recovered as
well as a brass signet ring.

Activities
The Activities class (n=4) represents 0.11% of the total collection and includes 4 horseshoe nails.

Domestic Activities

The Domestic Activities class (n=18) represents 0.50% of the total collection and includes 13
fragments of lamp chimney glass, 3 straight pins for sewing and 2 portions of barrel strapping.
Lamp chimneys were first available in Toronto by the late1850s (Woodhead et al. 1984).

Commercial/Industrial Activities and Unassigned Metal

The commercial and industrial activities group represents 2 portions of metallurgic waste in the
form of slag. Material from the unassigned group which has not already been addressed in earlier
sections includes Tack (n=6); Metal Container (n=4); Bolt (n=1); Hinge (n=1); Hook (n=1);
Hoop/Ring (n=2); Screw (n=3); Iron capping (n=1); Chain link (n=1); Iron scrap (n=10);
Miscellaneous Hardware (n=25); Iron pin (n=3); Iron plating (n=1); Pumice (n=1); Iron sheeting
(n=60); Torsion spring (n=3); Iron strapping (n=24); Washer (n=2); Iron wire (n=4); Zipper pull
(n=1); Air valve (n=1) and Plastic (n=13).

Faunal

Faunal artifacts (n=909) account for 25.30% of the total collection. The faunal assemblage
includes 834 bone fragments and 75 shell. The faunal remains were not further classified or
analyzed at this stage of assessment.

Fuel
Fuel artifacts (n=13) account for 0.36% of the collection and include 1 piece of charcoal, 11
pieces of coal and 1 piece of coal waste.

Health/Hygiene

Health and Hygiene artifacts (n=12) account for 0.33% of the collection. This class includes
pharmaceutical bottles. There are 2 small square base bottles, one with the markings “33 mm”
and “50 mL”. Another base piece has “404” embossed on the bottom. There are also 2 bottle
necks, one circular and one octagonal.

Lithics and Indigenous Artifacts

Lithics (n=1) account for 0.03% of this collection and include a single flake fragment from an
indeterminate chert type but closely following Trent Valley chert. The single lithic artifact was
found in unit 470-300.
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Indigenous pottery artifacts (n=1) account for 0.03% of the collection and includes a single piece
of undecorate non-diagnostic body sherd. The pottery fragment was found in Unit 495N-300E.

Personal

Personal artifacts (n=11) account for 0.31% of the collection and include Canadian Pennies
(n=3); Porcelain figurine (n=1); Jaw harp (n=1); Ceramic toy pitcher (n=1) and Slate stylus
(n=4).

Smoking
The smoking artifacts (n=18) account for 0.50% of the total collection. This included 11 bowl

portions and 7 stem portions. Among these 3 pipe bowls were decorated with fluted and ribbed
decoration and 1 pipe stem bore a maker’s mark, belonging to Coghill of Glasgow.

Dating

The earliest manufactured materials recovered from the site are creamware and pearlware
ceramics as well as wrought nails. Creamware (n=57) is the oldest material with its earliest
production dating to 1762 (Miller et al. 2000). Pearlware (n=185) is the second oldest waretype
present with production generally dating to 1780 at the earliest and declining by the 1820s. Hand
wrought nails (n=46) were common in construction prior to 1800 (Visser 2000).

Whiteware (n=617) is the most frequent waretype accounting for over half of the REW
assemblage at 59.38%. Whiteware was first introduced in the 1820s and remained popular
throughout the 19" century. The majority of nails recovered from the site were machine cut
which were first manufactured in 1790 and were common up to 1880 at which point they were
gradually replaced by wire nails (Nelson 1986; Visser 2000). Wire nails are about as common as
wrought nails on the site with only 43 wire nails recovered.

Ironstone (n=95) which dates post 1840 (Sussman 1985:7; Miller 1991) accounts for 9.16% of
the REW assemblage and was one of the most popular ceramic types of the second half of the
19" century (Sussman 1985). Yellowware (n=11) which has a production range of 1830-1900+
(Noel Hume 1969; Gallo 1985) was also recovered in limited quantities accounting for only
1.06% of the REW assemblage. The portions of lamp chimney recovered would have been made
available in Toronto by the late1850s (Woodhead et al. 1984).

The most frequent ceramic decorative type in the collection blue transfer-print spans too long of
a production range to be effectively implemented in relative dating techniques. The next most
frequent ceramic decorative types recovered have date ranges as follows: Late-Palette painted
decoration1830-1870s (Miller1991); Blue Shell-Edged Pearlware 1780-1830 (Sussman 1977;
Miller et al. 2000); Blue shell-edged whiteware popular 1830-1860; Early-Palette Painted
Decoration 1795-1820 (Miller 1991); Green Transfer-Print 1818-1859 (Samford 1997); Blue
Spongeware 1820-1900+ (Ketchum 1987; Miller 1991); and Flow Ware 1840-late 19thC (Miller
1991).
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Ironstone (n=95) which dates post 1840 (Sussman 1985:7; Miller 1991) accounts for 9.14% of
the REW assemblage and was one of the most popular ceramic types of the second half of the
19" century (Sussman 1985). Yellowware (n=11) which has a production range of 1830-1900+
(Noel Hume 1969; Gallo 1985) was also recovered in limited quantities accounting for only
1.06% of the REW assemblage.

The collection is notably lacking highly popular materials from the second half of the 19th
century such as “Asiatic Pheasants” print ceramics, Ironstone which was only recovered in small
amounts and a notable lack of Prosser button which date post 1840 and are a common on sites
dating after this period (Sprague 2002).

The earlier ceramic types and wrought nails suggest the initial occupation of the McDonald Site
began in the early 19" century. Together the artifact date ranges provided in this section suggest
the majority of material was acquired and used post 1830 with evidence for occupation into the
second half of the 19"-century. The limited materials dating to the last half of the 19 century
suggest however that the site was not occupied into the late 19'-century.

Of the datable material recovered from the site 19.71% can be dated to pre-1870 use. The datable
material identified spanned the Foodways, Unassigned, Personal, Architectural and Domestic
Activities groups and totalled 1613. Of these 318 artifacts could date their use to pre-1870.

All artifacts will be retained at the corporate offices of AS&G Archaeological Consulting Inc.
until such time that they can be transferred to an agency or institution approved by the Ontario
Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism (MCM) on behalf of the government and citizens
of Ontario. All of the artifacts are contained within a single banker box.

Table 12 below provides an inventory of the documentary records generated in the field during
the Stage 3 assessment.

Table 12: Inventory of Documentary Record for the BaGi-64 Site
Document Type Description
Field Notes e 3 pages/spreadsheet of written field notes
detailing daily weather conditions,
excavation results, artifact yields per test
unit; field crew
Photographs e 2] digital photographs
Maps e one hand drawn grid map on graph paper
detailing placement of test units in relation
to a site datum and mapping included in
this report
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4.0 ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS

The Stage 3 Site-Specific Archaeological Assessment of the McDonald Site (AIGh-102) was
carried out to define the extent and nature of the site prior to proposed development of the
subject property and to inform Stage 4 mitigation recommendations.

The Stage 3 Assessment of the AIGh-102 Site consisted of the hand excavation of thirty-two (32)
one-metre square test units at ten-metre intervals followed by an additional fourteen (14) test unit
excavations (i.e., 40%) of the initial grid unit total focusing on areas of interest within the site
extent. A total of 3,591 artifacts were recovered during the Stage 3 assessment, consisting of
early to mid-19'" century materials as well as a single pre-contact (indigenous) ceramic artifact
and lithic fragment.

The evaluation of the level of cultural heritage value or interest of Site AIGh-102 is based on the
Stage 3 assessment findings in relation to Table 3.2 of the MCM 2011 Standards and Guidelines
for Consultant Archaeologists. Indicators showing Cultural Heritage Value or Interest (CHVI)
include the sites 1) information value, 2) value to a community, and 3) value as a public
resource. Each of these is determined by a set of criteria. The information value is defined as
how the archaeological site contributes to local, regional, provincial, or national archaeological
history. The community value is defined as the archaeological site’s intrinsic value to a particular
community or group. The value as a public resource is defined as how the site contributes to
enhancing the public’s understanding and appreciation of Ontario’s past. The site is evaluated
against set criteria outlined by Table 3.2 of the MCM 2011 Standards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologists in Table 8 below:

Table 13: Indicators Showing Cultural Heritage Value or Interest
Information Value

Criteria Indicators
e Cultural historical value e Medium to high indicators
e Historical value e Medium to high indicators
e Integrity e No to low indicators
Value to a community
Criteria Indicators
e The site has traditional, social or e Medium to high indicators

religious value
Value as a public resource

Criteria Indicators
e The site has potential for public use e The site has no potential for public
for education, recreation or tourism use for education, recreation or
tourism

Given the above, the AlGh-102 Site does have further CHVI and Stage 4 archaeological
mitigation is warranted for this site.
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5.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

The results of the Stage 3 test unit excavations, artifact analysis, and detailed archival research,
indicate that the McDonald Site (AlGh-102) has not been fully documented and does retain
further cultural heritage value or interest. In consultation with the client, the Stage 4 mitigation
MacDonald Site (A1Gh-102) by avoidance and protection has been considered and is not a viable
option for the project. As such is recommended that the Stage 4 archaeological mitigation by
excavation of the MacDonald Site (AIGh-102) proceed by hand block excavation followed by
mechanical topsoil removal. The following detailed recommendations are provided to fulfill
Section 7.9.4 Standard 3 of the MCM 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant
Archaeologists.

Therefore, considering the results presented herein, the following recommendations are
made, subject to the conditions outlined below and in Section 6.0:

1) Further archaeological assessment of the MacDonald Site (AlGh-102) is warranted.

2) Itis was determined through discussion with the proponent that avoidance and protection
of the MacDonald Site was not viable in the context of their development
plans and that excavation is the preferred approach to Stage 4 mitigation of impacts
to the site.

3) A Stage 4 Mitigation of the site must be completed in accordance with the
Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists for 19« century sites.

4) More specifically, the Stage 4 mitigation strategy will follow that outlined in Sections
42,4.2.2,4.2.3, and 4.2.7 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant
Archaeologists.

5) Given that a midden area was found and the site postdates 1830, the Stage 4
excavation strategy will follow that of Section 4.2.7 of the Standards and Guidelines
for Consultant Archaeologists.

6) More specifically, the midden area of the site must be excavated by hand as per
Standard 2, Section 4.2.7 of the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant
Archaeologists.

7) Given that the site mostly postdates 1830, hand excavation of a possible midden area
should proceed mechanical topsoil removal. A possible midden area was identified within
an area roughly bound by Units 500-280, 500-290, 510-290 and 511-280. This area
should be excavated by hand block excavation to retrieve a sufficient sample of artifacts
from the midden.

8) In addition, a single piece of Indigenous pottery was recovered in Unit 495-300 during
the Stage 3 archaeological assessment. The Stage 4 mitigation should include the hand
excavation of 1m test units in all directions around Unite 495-300. One undecorated
Indigenous pottery sherd was recovered and block excavation by hand around this unit,
consisting of a minimum of eight additional units, should be completed.

9) Following the hand excavation of the midden area and the area surrounding 495-300 the
remainder of the site should be excavated via the mechanical removal of topsoil for an
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area extending at least 10 metres beyond each feature, as per Sections 4.2.3 and 4.2.7.
The features themselves must be excavated via hand as per Section 4.2.2.

10) Upon completion of the hand excavation of the Stage 4 units, a licensed archaeologist
will monitor the mechanical removal of topsoil and any underlying disturbed
soils/materials within the site limits. The machine used by the Contractor must be able to
pull rather than push soul and must be equipped with a smooth or ditching bucket (i.e., a
Gradal or backhoe). After the topsoil is removed, and subsoil is encountered, the licensed
archaeologist will shovel-shine the surface to search for subsurface settlement features or
post moulds.

11) Should subsurface cultural features be encountered, they should be documented and
excavated by hand in accordance with Section 4.2.7.2 of the Standards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologist (MCM 2011).

12) No soil disturbances or removal of trees shall take place within any part of the
archaeological site identified as the MacDonald Site, or within the site area enclosed
within a 20 metre buffer surrounding the MacDonald Site prior to the acceptance of the
Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) of a report detailing the conduct and
findings of Stage 4 Mitigation of Development Impacts through excavation for any part
of the MacDonald Site, where any such activity may be contemplated.

The Ontario MCM is asked to review the results and recommendations presented herein, accept
this report into the Provincial Register of archaeological reports and issue a standard letter of
compliance with the Ministry’s 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists
and the terms and conditions for archaeological licencing.

AS&G Archaeological Consulting Inc. notes that despite the results and recommendations
presented in this report, that no archaeological assessment, no matter how thorough or carefully
completed, can necessarily predict, account for, or identify every form of isolated or deeply
buried archaeological deposit. In the event that archaeological remains are found during
subsequent construction activities, the consultant archaeologist, approval authority, and the
Cultural Programs Unit of the Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism should be
immediately notified.

The above recommendations are subject to Ministry approval, and it is an offence to alter any
archaeological site without Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism concurrence. No
grading or other activities that may result in the destruction or disturbance of any archaeological
sites are permitted until notice of MCM approval has been received.
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6.0 ADVICE ON COMPLIANCE WITH LEGISLATION

Section 7.5.9, Standard 1a

This report is submitted to the Minister of Citizenship and Multiculturalism as a condition of
licensing in accordance with Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.0. 1990, ¢ 0.18. 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 recommendations 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 the Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism, 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.

Section 7.5.9, Standard 1b

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 physical evidence of past human use or activity from the site, until such time as a
licensed archaeologist 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 of Archaeological Reports referred to in Section
65.1 of the Ontario Heritage Act.

Section 7.5.9, Standard 1c

Should previously undocumented archaeological resources be discovered, 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 site
immediately and engage a licensed consultant archaeologist to carry out archaeological
fieldwork, in compliance with Section 48 (1) of the Ontario Heritage Act.

Section 7.5.9, Standard 1d

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

Section 7.5.9, Standard 2

Archaeological sites 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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8.0 MAPS (Section 7.5.12, 7.7.6, 7.8.7)

. Property Limits

Map 1: General Location of Property (MNRF 2023).
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D Property Limits

Map 2: Property Overlaid on Recent Aerial Mapping (MNRF 2023).
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Map 3: Property Overlaid on 1863 Historic Mapping (Tremaine 1863).
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Map 4: Property Overlaid on 1878 Historical Atlas Mapping (H. Belden & Co. 1878)
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Map 7: Stage 3 grid with Unit Designation overlaid on Aerial Imagery.
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Map 8: Stage 3 Excavation Results on recent Aerial Imagery
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9.0 IMAGES

Image 2: A field technician excavating unit 490-300.
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