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Executive Summary

ASI| was contracted by Waterford Sand and Gravel Ltd. to complete a Stage 3
Archaeological Assessment of AfGt-289 and AfGt-290, Law Crushed Stone
Extension, part of Lot 6, Concession 2, Geographic Township of Wainfleet,
Welland County, now in the Town of Wainfleet, Regional Municipality of Niagara,
Ontario. The site was previously identified by ASI during a Stage 1-2
Archaeological Assessment of the project area.

The Stage 3 archaeological assessment of AfGt-289 consisted of a controlled
surface pick-up and test unit excavation conducted between May 4t"-May 27,
2021. A total of 18 test units were excavated across an area measuring 24 metres
north-south by 16 metres east-west. Eight test units were positive for cultural
material. A total of 19 non-diagnostic Indigenous lithic artifacts, including one
non-diagnostic biface, were recovered.

Based the recovery of a projectile point in the Stage 2 assessment of AfGt-290,
this site was identified as a Middle Archaic site (6,000—2,500 BCE). The Stage 3
assessment at AfGt-290 was conducted between May 27"-June 1%t and consisted
of a controlled surface pick-up and test unit excavation. A total of 12 test units
were excavated across an area measuring 26 metres north-south by 15 metres
east-west. Five test units were positive for cultural material. A total of 19 non-
diagnostic Indigenous lithic debitage artifacts were recovered.

No potential cultural features were identified at either site during the Stage 3
assessment.

Due to the ephemeral nature and low artifact density at AfGt-289 and AfGt-290,
these sites do not meet the requirements of Standards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologists for further archaeological assessment and may be
considered clear of further archaeological concern. No further archaeological
assessment is required.
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1.0 Project Context

This section will provide an overview of the development context, the historical
context, and the archaeological context of the subject area.

1.1 Development Context

ASI was contracted by Waterford Sand and Gravel Ltd. (hereafter referred to as
the proponent) to complete a Stage 3 Archaeological Assessment of AfGt-289
and AfGt-290 at the Law Crushed Stone Extension, part of Lot 6, Concession 2,
Geographic Township of Wainfleet, Welland County, now in the Town of
Wainfleet, Regional Municipality of Niagara, Ontario (Figure 1). The sites were
previously identified by ASI during a Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment of the
subject project (P449-0165-2017).

This Stage 3 Archaeological Assessment was conducted under the senior project
management and project direction of Sara Cherubin (P223-0314-2021 and P223-
0317-2021) and project management of Nicole Gavin. All activities carried out
during this assessment were completed as part the proposed expansion of the
existing Law Crushed Stone lands, situated immediately east of the subject
property, in accordance with the Aggregate Resources Act (MNRF, 2021).
Assessment activities were completed in accordance with the Ontario Heritage
Act (Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.0. c. 0.18, 1990a) and the Standards and
Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (henceforth the Standards) (MHSTCI,
2011).

The Stage 3 fieldwork was carried out in the presence of monitors from the
Lands and Resources Office of the Six Nations of the Grand River Elected
Council, the Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation, and the Haudenosaunee
Confederacy Chiefs Council via the Haudenosaunee Development Institute. It
should be noted that the proponent has been actively engaging with Indigenous
communities who have expressed an interest in the archaeological work within
the study area. A detailed account of all First Nations engagement can be found
in the Record of Indigenous Engagement associated with this report.



Stage 3 Archaeological Assessment of AfGt-289 and AfGt-290 Page 7

Permission to access the subject property and to carry out all activities
necessary for the completion of the mitigation was granted by the proponent on
February 5%, 2021. Buried utility locates were obtained prior to starting the
assessment.

1.2 Historical Context

As per Section 7.5.7, Standards 1-2 of the Standards this section will include a
discussion of both the pre- and post-contact settlement of the subject area.

1.2.1 Pre-Contact Settlement

The following includes a general summary of the pre-contact Indigenous
settlement of study area and vicinity.

Southern Ontario has a cultural history that begins approximately 13,500 years
ago and continues to the present. As there tends to be less widespread
awareness of the depth of this pre-contact settlement history, or general
knowledge of the societies that inhabited Ontario prior to the onset of Euro-
Canadian settlement, a brief review of the prehistory of the area is necessary in
order to provide an understanding of the various natural and cultural forces that
have operated to create the archaeological sites that are found today (Table 1).

Table 1: Pre-contact Indigenous Temporal Culture Periods in Southern Ontario.

Period Description

Paleo e First human occupation of Ontario

>11,500 - 9,500 BCE e Astronomers/ Artists/ Hunters/ Gatherers/
Foragers

e Language Unknown
e Small occupations
e Non-stratified populations




Stage 3 Archaeological Assessment of AfGt-289 and AfGt-290 Page 8

Period

Description

Archaic
9,500 - 1,000 BCE

e Astronomers/ Artists/ Hunters/ Gatherers/
Foragers

e Small occupations

e Non-stratified populations

e Mortuary ceremonialism

e Extensive trade networks for raw materials
and finished objects

Early Woodland
1,000 — 200 BCE

e Astronomers/ Artists/ Hunters/ Gatherers/
Foragers

e General trend in spring/summer congregation
and fall/winter dispersal

e Small and large occupations

e First evidence of community identity

e Mortuary ceremonialism

e Extensive trade networks for raw materials
and finished objects

Middle Woodland

200 BCE — 700 CE
Transitional Woodland
600 — 900 CE

e Astronomers/ Artists/ Hunters/ Gatherers/
Foragers

e A general trend in spring/summer
congregation and fall/winter dispersal into
large and small settlements

e Kin-based political system

e Increasingly elaborate mortuary
ceremonialism

e Incipient agriculture in some regions

e Longer term settlement occupation and reuse

Late Woodland (Early
Iroquoian)
900 - 1,300 CE

e Foraging with locally defined dependence on
agriculture

e Villages, specific and special purpose sites

e Socio-political system strongly kinship based
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Period

Description

Late Woodland (Middle
Iroquoian)
1,300 - 1,400 CE

e Major shift to agricultural dependency
e Villages, specific and special purpose sites
e Development of socio-political complexity

Late Woodland (Late
Iroquoian)
1,400 - 1,650 CE

e Complex agricultural society
e Villages, specific and special purpose sites
e Politically allied regional populations

1.2.2 Post-Contact Settlement

ASI previously completed a Stage 1 and 2 Archaeological Assessment of the
subject property (P449-0165-2017). A summary of the background information
pertinent to this assessment has been excerpted from the Stage 1 and 2
Archaeological Assessment report (ASI, 2020).

The subject property is within Treaty 3, the “Between the Lakes Purchase.”
Following the 1764 Niagara Peace Treaty and the follow-up treaties with
Pontiac, the English colonial government considered the Mississaugas to be
their allies since they had accepted the Covenant Chain. The English
administrators followed the terms of the Royal Proclamation and ensured that
no settlements were made in the hunting grounds that had been reserved for
the Mississaugas’ use (Johnston, 1964; Lytwyn, 2005). In 1784, under the terms
of the “Between the Lakes Purchase” signed by Sir Frederick Haldimand and the
Mississaugas, the Crown acquired over one million acres of land spanning
westward in part from near modern-day Niagara-on-the-Lake along the south
shore of Lake Ontario to modern-day Burlington (Aboriginal Affairs and
Northern Development Canada, 2016)

The land within Wainfleet Township was acquired by the British from the
Mississaugas in 1784. The first township survey was undertaken in 1791, and the
first legal settlers occupied their land holdings the same year.

A review of the 1862 Tremaine Map of the Counties of Lincoln and Welland
(Tremaine & Tremaine, 1862) and the 1876 lllustrated Historical Atlas of the
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Counties of Lincoln and Welland (Page, 1876) was completed in order to
determine if these sources depict any nineteenth-century Euro-Canadian
settlement features that may represent potential historical archaeological sites
within the property.

The 1862 Tremaine Map indicates Lot 7 as well as Lot 6-south under the
ownership of Andrew Rebb. Lot 6-centre is owned by Mrs. Zavitz, and Lot 6-
north is owned by A. Motter. Historically important transportation routes
border the east side of Lot 6, the west side of Lot 7, and south ends of both lots.
These roads correspond respectively to present-day Biederman Road, Graybiel
Road, and Highway 3 East.

The 1876 Historical Atlas indicates that A. Reeb remained in possession of his
Lot 7 and Lot 6-south parcels. His homestead and orchard are depicted along
the eastern edge of the Lot 7, set back approximately 250 m from present-day
Highway 3. Lot 6-centre, owned by T. Zavitz, includes a homestead fronting on
present-day Biederman Road, near the middle of the eastern edge of the parcel,
just outside of the subject property limits. Lot 6-north has been divided into two
parcels with a lane from Biederman Road providing access to both. G. Peterman
owns the parcel nearest to the road and his homestead is fronting on the west
side of the road, just south of the lane. The interior parcel is owned by A.
Molzar, and his homestead is situated at the west end of the lane.

1.3 Archaeological Context

The following provides archaeological project context as per the Standards
Section 7.5.8, Standard 1-7, including the previous Stage 1-2 archaeological
assessment of the subject property.

1.3.1 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment

The Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment resulted in the documentation of 24
Indigenous findspots, 53 Indigenous sites, two multi-component Indigenous and
Euro-Canadian sites, as well as two Euro-Canadian sites. The total material
recovered during this assessment amounted to 626 lithic artifacts and 316
historical artifacts (P449-0165-2017).
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All sites have been registered into the Ontario Archaeological Sites Database.
The remaining findspots did not meet the requirements for the registry, as
defined by the Standards.

At the time of the Stage 2 assessment, the Ontario Archaeological Sites
Database maintained by the Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture
Industries, (henceforth the Ministry) was consulted to provide an inventory of
previously registered archaeological sites within one kilometre of the subject
property. An updated listing was acquired on April 22", 2021, for this Stage 3
assessment and is presented in Appendix A.

AfGt-289

AfGt-289 was identified through pedestrian survey of an agricultural field in Lot
6 (Supplementary Documentation Figure 1). The site measured approximately
seven metres north-south, by seven metres east-west, and is located just west
of Biederman Road. A total of ten flaked lithic artifacts were observed and
recovered including five flake fragments, two primary reduction flakes, one
piece of shatter, one secondary knapping flake, and one primary thinning flake.
None of the artifacts were culturally or temporally diagnostic. In accordance
with the Standards Section 2.2, Standard 1 a. i (2), AfGt-289 required Stage 3
Archaeological Assessment.

AfGt-290

AfGt-290 was also identified through the pedestrian survey of the same
agricultural field in Lot 6 (Supplementary Documentation Figure 1). AfGt-290 is
located approximately 60 metres southwest of AfGt-289 and they occupy the
same landform. AfGt-290 measured approximately seven metres north-south,
by four metres east-west, and is located just west of Biederman Road. A total of
five flaked lithic artifacts were observed and recovered including one primary
reduction flake, three pieces of shatter, and one projectile point dating to the
Middle Archaic cultural affiliation (6,000—2,500 BCE). In accordance with the
Standards Section 2.2, Standard 1 a. i (1), AfGt-289 required Stage 3
Archaeological Assessment.
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1.3.2 Stage 3 Archaeological Assessment

AS| was contracted by the proponent to complete a Stage 3 Archaeological
Assessment of AfGt-289 and AfGt-290 at the subject property (ASI, 2021). The
Stage 3 assessment was conducted between May 4™-June 1%, 2021, under the
field direction of Stuart Karrow (P1134) (Figures 2 and 3).

The subject property is approximately 76.54 ha in size and is situated in a rural
agricultural setting. The property is bounded on the west by Graybiel Road, on
the east by Biederman Road, on the south by Highway 3, and on the north by
the Wainfleet Bog. Lands to the west and south include agricultural fields and
small residential and institutional properties. To the north is the wooded margin
of the bog and one cultivated field.

The subject property is situated at the interface of several landforms within the
Haldimand Clay Plain region. A band of typical clay plain extends in a north-
easterly direction across the property, and here poorly drained 15-40 cm deep
loamy Welland soils overlie heavy lacustrine clay. To the northwest of this band,
20-50 cm of imperfectly drained Franktown soil of variable texture overlies
bedrock. Along the northern property boundary in the general vicinity of a
beach ridge, there is a narrow band of irregular and moderately sloped terrain
where 10-20 cm of rapidly drained Farmington soil of variable texture overlies
bedrock. This sloped strip comprises the southern margin of the Wainfleet Bog,
a large area of peaty deposits (ASI, 2020).

To the south of the clay band is a narrow band of irregularly and gently sloped
terrain where 10-20 cm of rapidly drained Farmington soils of variable texture
overlie bedrock. In the southeastern portion of the property, the depth of the
topsoil over the bedrock increases modestly to 20-50 cm. The topsoil in this area
is imperfectly drained Franktown soils of variable texture and the terrain is
almost level (Chapman & Putnam, 1984; Kingston & Presant, 1989).

2.0 Field Methods

The Stage 3 Archaeological Assessments of AfGt-289 and AfGt-290 were
conducted in accordance with the Ontario Heritage Act (Ontario Heritage Act,
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R.S.0. c. 0.18, 1990b) and the Standards (MHSTCI, 2011). During all periods of
assessment, weather and lighting conditions permitted good visibility and were
in accordance with the Standards. No fieldwork was conducted in inappropriate
weather or lighting conditions. Photographs of all field conditions were taken
and the location and direction of each photo is mapped on Figure 2, Images 1-8,
and Figure 3, Images 9-15.

As these sites were identified through Stage 2 pedestrian survey, a controlled
surface pick-up for each site was conducted before test unit excavation, in
accordance with Section 3.2.1 of the Standards. The sites were relocated using
mapping and GPS coordinates. For this assessment, the sites were ploughed and
subject to weathering to allow for excellent field conditions with over 80%
surface visibility. The controlled surface pick-ups were conducted at one-metre
intervals and all identified artifacts were collected and mapped using a Trimble
Catalyst GST.

Following the controlled surface pick-ups at each site, the datums were
established and set at grid coordinates 500-200 (north-east) for the respective
site grids. A total station and tape were used to establish a five-metre grid
oriented to north for both sites. The grid was established across each of the sites
as indicated by the distribution of surface artifacts. All GPS coordinates for each
site are recorded in the Supplementary Documentation. Test unit excavation at
AfGt-289 occurred from May 4th to 27th, 2021 and at AfGt-290 from May 27th
to June 1st, 2021

A series of one-metre-square test units were hand excavated across AfGt-289,
and AfGt-290 to determine the nature and extent of cultural deposits within
each site area, as indicated by the distribution of artifacts recovered during the
previous Stage 2 Assessment. In accordance with the Stage 2 recommendations,
at each site test unit excavation was conducted at a five-metre interval, with
infill units excavated amounting to 20% of the grid unit total. AgGx-289 had 15
units excavated on the five-metre grid, and four infill units were excavated for a
total of 18 units. AgGx-290 had nine units excavated on the five-metre grid, and
three infill units were excavated for a total of 12 units.
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Site limits were established when the artifact yields in test units were repeatedly
low, the entire area defined by the lithic artifacts recorded during the Stage 2
pedestrian survey were assessed, as well as the entire area defined by the lithic
distribution recorded during the controlled surface pick-up.

Test units were excavated five centimetres into sterile subsoil or until bedrock
was reached. All soil fills were screened through six-millimetre wire mesh to
facilitate artifact recovery. All recovered artifacts were retained for analysis. The
sterile subsoil was troweled, and all soil profiles were examined for potential
cultural features. No potential cultural features were encountered on either
site.

3.0 Record of Finds

All archaeological finds were documented following Section 7.8.2, Standard 1-2
of the Standards. This section will discuss finds from the Stage 3 Archaeological
Assessment, including the site stratigraphy, artifact distribution and analysis, a
discussion of potential features and the inventory of all documentary and
material records.

3.1 Site Stratigraphy

The Stage 3 test unit excavation identified two stratigraphic layers at AfGt-289
and three stratigraphic layers at AfGt-290. The ploughzone identified at AfGt-
289 was a dark brown clay loam (10YR 5/4) atop a lighter brown, heavy clay
(10YR 4/6) subsoil. The ploughzone depth ranged from 15-40 centimetres. This
stratigraphy was encountered in all units across this site and all artifacts were
recovered from the ploughzone (Images 16-17).

The ploughzone identified at AfGt-290 was a dark brown silty loam (10YR 3/3)
atop a yellowish-brown silt (10YR 5/6) subsoil and/or bedrock. All units
contained ploughzone that measured 15-30 centimetres in depth and all
artifacts were recovered from this stratigraphic layer. In units 515-205, and 510-
200, the ploughzone was atop the subsoil. In unit 505-205, there was a brown
gleysol (10YR 4/3) subsoil present. In the remainder of the units, the ploughzone
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was atop bedrock that contained the yellowish-brown silt subsoil interspersed
between the rocks (Images 18-20).

3.2 Artifact Distributions and Frequencies

While natural lithics were observed on the surface, these were carefully
scrutinized for hallmarks of cultural flaked lithics. As the Onondaga bedrock is
very close to the surface at these two sites, especially at AfGt-290, decades of
ploughing have contributed to the non-cultural lithics found in the ploughzone,
as the plough hit the bedrock causing this material. Frost fracture also plays a
large part in the production of this non-cultural material.

3.2.1 AfGt-289

Stage 3 controlled surface pick-ups were conducted at one-metre intervals
across the site. A total of five flaked lithic artifacts were collected over an area
measuring approximately 15 metres north-south by five metres east-west and
were all situated just west of the Stage 2 site location.

A total of 18 test units were excavated across an area measuring 24 metres
north-south by 20 metres east-west (Figure 2). The overall distribution of unit
yields across the site were mostly consistent with the controlled surface pick-up
results, as well as the Stage 2 results. A total of 14 lithic artifacts were recovered
from eight test units positive for cultural material. The remaining 10 test units
were negative for cultural material. The highest yielding units identified across
the site were units 508-200, 505-205, and 500-207, each containing three flaked
lithic artifacts. All of the artifacts were made from Onondaga chert and were
recovered from ploughzone.

3.2.2 AfGt-290

Stage 3 controlled surface pick-up were conducted at one-metre intervals across
the site. A total of 11 flaked lithic artifacts were collected over an area
measuring approximately 20 metres north-south by five metres east-west.
These artifacts were just south of the Stage 2 site location.
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At AfGt-290, a total of 12 test units were excavated across an area measuring 26
metres north-south by 15 metres east-west (Figure 3). A total of eight lithic
artifacts were recovered from five test units positive for cultural material. The
remaining seven test units were negative for cultural material. The unit that was
placed atop the projectile point findspot (515-199) yielded no artifacts. The
highest yielding units were 507-203, 510-205, and 515-205, each containing two
flaked lithic artifacts. All of the artifacts were made from Onondaga chert and
were recovered from ploughzone.

3.3 Potential Features

Despite careful scrutiny, no potential cultural features were identified at AfGt-
289, or AfGt-290 during this Stage 3 assessment.

3.4 Artifact Analysis - AfGt-289

A total of 19 artifacts were recovered during this assessment. Table 2 provides a
summary of the lithic assemblage by type. A complete catalogue of the material
is provided in Appendix B.

Table 2: AfGt-289 Lithic Artifact Summary

Artifact Type Total Frequency
Flake Fragment 4 21%
Primary Reduction 4 21%
Secondary Knapping 4 21%
Shatter 3 16%
Secondary Retouch 2 11%
Biface 1 5%
Primary Thinning 1 5%

Total 19 100%
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Lithic artifacts were subject to a detailed analysis, which allowed for the
identification and categorization of the assemblage into meaningful classes of
artifact and debitage types by means of manufacture. Debitage analysis was
undertaken using a basic flake typology outlined as follows:

e primary reduction flakes often exhibit unscarred cortex, waterworn or
otherwise, and a maximum of one negative flake scar, typically with a
“large” unscarred platform and bulb of percussion;

e primary thinning flakes may exhibit some cortex, large unscarred
platforms and noticeable bulbs of percussion and more than one negative
flake scar on the dorsal surface;

e secondary knapping flakes (bifacial reduction/thinning flakes) have
multiple dorsal scars, small scarred platforms (often with “lipping”), often
curved;

e secondary retouch flakes are small percussion flakes with small multiple
scarred platforms and dorsal faces;

o flake fragments are the distal and medial fragments of flakes that lack
proximal ends (platforms); and

e shatter, angular/random pieces of amorphous detritus that lack any flake
attributes.

The entirety of the Stage 3 artifact assemblage is comprised non-diagnostic lithic
artifacts. One biface (L27) was recovered from unit 508-200, however, it is not
temporally or culturally diagnostic. The biface is a refined medial section that
exhibits straight lateral margins (Image 21). No artifacts exhibited evidence of
thermal alteration through colour change and crinkling. No debitage exhibited
retouch or evidence of expedient use.

3.5 Artifact Analysis - AfGt-290

A total of 19 artifacts were recovered during this assessment. Table 3 provides a
summary of the lithic assemblage by type. A complete catalogue of the material
is provided in Appendix C.
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Table 3: AfGt-290 Lithic Debitage Composition

Artifact Type Total Frequency
Flake Fragment 8 42%
Shatter 5 26%
Secondary Knapping 3 17%
Primary Reduction 1 5%
Primary Thinning 1 5%
Secondary Retouch 1 5%

Total 19 100%

The entirety of this Stage 3 artifact assemblage is comprised non-diagnostic
lithic artifacts (Image 22). One flake fragment, L19, exhibited evidence of
thermal alteration through colour change and crinkling. No artifacts exhibited
retouch or evidence of expedient use.

3.6 Inventory of Documentary and Material Record

The documentation and materials related to this project will be curated by ASI
until such time that arrangements for their ultimate transfer to Her Majesty the
Queen in right of Ontario, or other public institutions, can be made to the
satisfaction of the project owner(s), the Ministry, and other legitimate interest
groups.

As per the Standards Section 6.7, and Section 7.8.2.3, details pertaining to the
documentary record are provided as follows (Table 4).
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Table 4: Inventory of Documentary and Material Record

Material

Location

Comments

Written Field Notes,
Annotated Field Maps,
G.P.S. Logs, etc.

Field Photography

(Digital)

Research/Analysis/
Reporting Materials
(Various Formats)

Artifacts

Archaeological
Services Inc., 528
Bathurst Street,
Toronto, Ontario,
M5S 2P9

Same as above

Same as above

Same as above

Hard copy notes stored in
Archaeological Services Inc.
project folder 21MT-015; G.P.S.
and digital information stored on
Archaeological Services Inc.
network servers

Stored on Archaeological Services
Inc. network servers and/or C.D.-
ROM.

Hard copy and/or digital files
stored on Archaeological Services
Inc. network servers and/or CD-
ROM.

All artifacts collected are stored
by class and provenience.
Artifacts are stored in 12.7
centimetres x 20.32 centimetres
plastic bags and further
separated into 5.08 centimetres x
7.62 centimetres plastic bags. All
material is housed in a standard
banker’s box (width 30
centimetres, depth 38
centimetres, height 25
centimetres). All site
assemblages are contained in
one box labeled: 21MT-015 Law
Crushed Stone AfGt-289 and
AfGt-290.
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4.0 Analysis and Conclusions

ASI| was retained by the proponent to conduct a Stage 3 Archaeological
Assessment of AfGt-289 and AfGt-290 in the town of Wainfleet, Niagara,
Ontario. These sites were previously identified by ASI during a Stage 2
pedestrian survey for the proposed expansion of the Law Crushed Stone quarry
(ASI, 2020).

AfGt-289 and AfGt-290 are located in relative proximity to one another,
approximately 60 metres. These two sites are situated near the eastern
boundary of the subject property, over 150 metres from the cluster of sites
recorded on the property during the Stage 2 assessment.

As such, the following conclusions for each site are presented below.

4.1 AfGt-289

The lithic material recovered from this site was comprised mostly of fragmented
flakes, primary reduction flakes, and secondary knapping flakes (21% each). The
one medial biface fragment, which is not temporally or culturally diagnostic, was
most likely used and discarded during a hunting foray, however, the paucity of
flaked lithic artifacts is ephemeral in nature. This site does not retain any further
cultural heritage value.

4.2 AfGt-290

This site comprised mainly fragmented flakes (42%), pieces of shatter (26%), and
secondary knapping flakes (17%). Due to the fragmented nature of the lithic
assemblage, the paucity of artifacts, the lack of tools and/or diagnostics, and the
shallow topsoil located on top of the Onondaga bedrock in this area of the field,
these flaked lithic artifacts are considered to be ephemeral in nature. This site
does not retain any further cultural heritage value.

5.0 Recommendations

Considering these results, the following recommendation is made:
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1. Due to the ephemeral nature and low artifact density of AfGt-289 this site
does not represent significant cultural heritage resource and may be
considered clear of further archaeological concern. No further
archaeological assessment is required.

2. Due to the ephemeral nature and low artifact density of AfGt-290, this
site does not represent significant cultural heritage resources and may be
considered clear of further archaeological concern. No further
archaeological assessment is required.

NOTWITHSTANDING the results and recommendations presented in this study,
ASI notes 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 Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries 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 Heritage, Sport,
Tourism and Culture Industries concurrence. No grading or other activities that
may result in the destruction or disturbance of any archaeological sites are
permitted until notice of MHSTCI approval has been received.

6.0 Legislation Compliance Advice

ASI advises compliance with the following legislation:

e This report is submitted to the Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and
Culture Industries as a condition of licensing in accordance with Part VI of
the Ontario Heritage Act, RSO 2005, c 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 field work and report
recommendations ensure the conservation, preservation, and protection
of the cultural heritage of Ontario. When all matters relating to
archaeological sites within the project area of a development proposal
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have been addressed to the satisfaction of the Ministry of Heritage, Sport,
Tourism and Culture Industries, a letter will be issued by the Ministry
stating that there are no further concerns with regards to alterations to
archaeological sites by the proposed development.

e |tis 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 field work 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 the Ontario Heritage Act.

e 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 sec. 48 (1) of the Ontario
Heritage Act.

e The Funeral, Burial and Cremation Services Act, 2002, S.0. 2002, c.33,
requires that any person discovering or having knowledge of a burial site
shall immediately notify the police or coroner. It is recommended that the
Registrar of Cemeteries at the Ministry of Consumer Services is also
immediately notified.

e Archaeological sites recommended for further archaeological field work
or protection remain subject to Section 48(1) of the Ontario Heritage Act
and may not be altered, nor may artifacts be removed from them, except
by a person holding an archaeological license.
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8.0 Images

Image 1: AfGt-289 view north of
controlled surface pick-up.

Image 3: AfGt-289 view west of field
crew recording and collecting
artifacts.

Image 2: AfGt-289 view south of
controlled surface pick-up.

Image 4: AfGt-289 view west of field
crew setting in datum at 500-200.
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Image 5: AfGt-289 view north of Image 7: AfGt-289 view south of
grid being established and unit unit excavation.
excavation.

Image 8: AfGt-289 view southwest
Image 6: AfGt-289 view southwest of crew backfilling unit.
of unit excavation.
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Image 9: AfGt-290 view south of
controlled surface pick-up.

Image 10: AfGt-290 view north of
controlled surface pick-up.

Image 11: AfGt-290 view south of
recording and collecting of surface
artifacts.

Image 12: View northwest of grid
being established at AfGt-290
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Image 13: View south of unit Image 15: View east of unit being
excavation at AfGt-290. backfilled at AfGt-290.

Image 14: View northeast of unit Image 16: AfGt-289 west profile unit
excavation at AfGt-290. 495-200, showing typical
stratigraphy.

AS|
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Image 17: AfGt-289 view of orth
profile in unit 500-195, showing
typical stratigraphy.

Image 18: AfGt-290 profile of 505-
205, showing typical stratigraphy.

Image 19: AfGt-290 planview of
shallow unit with bedrock (505-
205).
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Image 20: AfGt-290 planview of unit
494-202.
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Image 21: AgFt-289 Onondaga Image 22: Representative flaked
biface fragment, medial section artifacts from AfGt-290.
(L27).

9.0 Figures

Please see following pages for detailed assessment mapping.
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Appendices
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Appendix A

A list of sites registered within a one-kilometre radius of these sites as listed in
the Ontario Archaeological Sites Database uploaded from Past Portal April 22,

2021.
Borden  Site Name Time Period Site Type Current
number Development
Review Status
AfGt-103 Unknown Archaic Othercamp/ Unknown
campsite
AfGt-104 Unknown Archaic Othercamp/ Unknown
campsite
AfGt-105 Unknown Archaic Othercamp/ Unknown
campsite
AfGt-17 Rathfon Pre-Contact scatter Unknown
Point 1
AfGt-19  AfGt-19 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
Highway 3
No. 2 (1-8-2)
AfGt-21  Young Unknown Unknown
AfGt-22 Highway31 Unknown Unknown
AfGt-239 P1 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-241 P3 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-242 P5 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-243 P7 Pre-Contact scatter No Further CHVI
AfGt-244 P9 Pre-Contact scatter No Further CHVI
AfGt-245 P11 Pre-Contact scatter No Further CHVI
AfGt-248 P14 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-249 P17 Pre-Contact scatter No Further CHVI
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Borden Site Name Time Period Site Type Current
number Development
Review Status
AfGt-250 P18 Pre-Contact scatter No Further CHVI
AfGt-255 P24 Woodland, Late  scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-256 P25 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-257 P26 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-259 P28 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-260 P30 Pre-Contact scatter No Further CHVI
AfGt-261 P32 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-262 P36 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-263 P39 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-264 P40 Archaic, Middle  scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-265 P41 Pre-Contact scatter No Further CHVI
AfGt-266 P43 Archaic, Middle  scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-267 P44 Woodland, Late  scatter No Further CHVI
AfGt-268 P45 Pre-Contact scatter No Further CHVI
AfGt-269 P46 Pre-Contact scatter No Further CHVI
AfGt-270 P47 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-271 P49 Pre-Contact scatter No Further CHVI
AfGt-272 P50 Woodland, Late  scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-273 P51 Woodland, Late  findspot No Further CHVI
AfGt-274 P52 Archaic, Middle  scatter Further CHVI
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Borden Site Name Time Period Site Type Current
number Development
Review Status
AfGt-275 P56 Pre-Contact scatter No Further CHVI
AfGt-276 P60 Archaic, Middle, scatter Further CHVI
Woodland, Late
AfGt-277 P61 Woodland, Late  scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-278 P63 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-279 P64 Pre-Contact scatter No Further CHVI
AfGt-280 P67 Pre-Contact scatter No Further CHVI
AfGt-281 P69 Archaic, Middle  scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-282 P70 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-283 P74 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-284 P88 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-285 P89 Archaic, Middle  scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-286 H3/P90 Post-Contact, homestead, Further CHVI
Pre-Contact scatter
AfGt-287 P91 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-288 P93 Pre-Contact scatter No Further CHVI
AfGt-289 P96 Pre-Contact scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-290 P99 Archaic, Middle  scatter Further CHVI
AfGt-291 P101 Pre-Contact scatter No Further CHVI
AfGt-292 P105 Pre-Contact scatter No Further CHVI
AfGt-293 H1 Post-Contact scatter Further CHVI
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Borden  Site Name Time Period Site Type Current
number Development
Review Status

AfGt-294 H2/P73 Post-Contact, homestead, Further CHVI
Pre-Contact scatter

AfGt-295 H4 Post-Contact homestead Further CHVI
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