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EXECUTI VE SUMMARY

Undacrontract Aag&k@Ardc haneol ogi cal Receararrichd Ac sto
St age 2 aspsaersismefn GA@ifipdul t ur al Research I nst|
( Gu eTluprhfsg rlansy tclatt ,etde at 328 Victoria Road South
The pr opreeltayt chuapsl gax pri esvacoaysaocdaall o aaddwhbe e ct
assessansemnduwt))od stod i dat e | rafsde pnadti srsdfluoocna t @
previously identifB3¢gdndncmaeawinacdgiamasicedgi.teeg ua m(
St age 3 astshees sdnmecat b H werdeosga.\Eriagke s e swanseonnip | et e d
to satisfy IndErabégadicteree®Puitanements i n advanc
of the Tphriosperrgpyjart documents the background r
assessment, and presents conclusions and reco
wi tthdh nst udy ar ea.

The ddaoawsmassedsment of the property occurred i
out at the Turf GRAd3suhosenitOdMadCBAOPITOAERHD

di stinc€) | were (Adent i flitedr awi tfhiienl danonaga i cer r .
Eramosa River-Conmtnadctbo(tAr chhrae €Capadi ad) aandf aEc
recovered. I n 2005, a Stage 1 assessment wa
I nf or mat i onO 4F/o r (mF BHCP 6P4020s s e S s me n t determined ¢t
moderate to high potenti al for extant archae

recommeBRAE@d2 0MBt:algre) 2 assessment of the proper
and December PROpP8ctuntdef or mabtliZdmM 8 ForC G P 271020
Th&ssessment resulted in the)addseoygdrty icfol &t
(Fi ndls8p8t ses 1 and 4 were not recommended fo
whereas Sitaeong andh FOYgPpsestusnab, y2 ,a eyrpaod)r ap
recommended for additional archaeol ogi cal res
Site 3 and EBindsp&GCandda®Behaepl ogi cal sRdegaar ch
understands that the revAewhadoltdhegi Sdlaghks e 3
Gui de(lMO™®R93) is still ongoing.

ubSetagss2swaseomtd betteveen Oct ober uan opeacd mbe
or mat#P @ @W7/%2006lth e as s ess meretv efno odussead nocnt wor k
nohret hwestern pantompadapbricenvg rotulpsd ryt yi,@cunit n if m @ ©
rther eval udielasn wleWdr kasAree alsar ge dureiang dtemd
evStoage 2 Bwbhbaeswmennot (eWoprikr iAcreebah 7 )pes me ds i
ter and conduct all necessary fieldwork act
oper tAtt mevner me of apsaeseaet v mwithasse datdydacent
amos at rReeemddr gr @se@ad aedos ¢ dhet haenads tmai nt ainded | a
agescarrecahs on either siGMe BfosheRdseaewhyahth
ntre.

® " - =35 - C 35 35T

oOQ mo oT ™ — H

_|
=y

e Stsasgees s2meendt irne stuhet successful rel oPeei on o
ContSactte 5 from the pEuL@aoadéi assPsemenpyahndte
t hey have baeseunrt a mmb n sCeoth t Rarce -Caamada &8 wa(dg BE8bS .

Si mi Pa=@bd ytFacntdspots 7 and 8 from the previous
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EurCanad®idr 1 -cosmpwmnlkadntRrcd -CGiannda (&t wrgh | HBbY .
Sitles 2 and 4 bwerwaftffeundc utl dalrmd ddrNoi mE@greeas to.na
archaeol ogi cal maagirdieemlds Fvade poitascd viet2edeamsb
t hes g epirteessent minor depoBastesd odn |tihrme tdeeds csriigpmti
the previesesSmage PReport, additional testing
warranted.

After evadsuualttisngf rtohne t he previous assessment a
of Sheandards and Guidelines fMTC 1CD0BsPY I, t ant
Archaeol ogi cal Rehsaesardecent eAGmsiorcd G ttelsd tLR3dad4 pod s
6are of no further culAswatmlccalbar tth®geo usalases esrs
no archaeol ogical maherrn eapdén tvedi€l) & o flunrtdfh e@ rtahsisn

I nstitut7%i ven(AhBEbsignificance of the Archa
1992, the cultural heritage or valwue of the T
addiatli aam chaeol ogi cal a s ssehsosumedn tlh e accoacrosnidd dmrgd dy |
cultural heritage value or interest.

Archaeol ogi cal Research hAa$SsdesaB&¥X Al BBiB()AT edb o m
(Aj-89) and the Tuef SGr2a/dE AjsHibtjietct s pe Sitfaige
assessmentSite 3 does not require further arch
and 6 do not require furtthhear ger am@aoli dgindaalf ia
douing the p2ewnssassmarmeige (7Worlke subj &ttge o2 an
assessment t o aoadftibrgemalii sdenmr bahcédvobssegsede
further archaeol ogical assessment

It i's requested rtehdati ®rhei st hree pPuUli| ibce Reengtiest er
Reportas provided f o@®ntiaxr iSe cHd roint &gpe 1Acootf. t he
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1.0 PROJECT CONTEXT
1.1 Deel opment Context

Under a contAwuglRdtbMiRArnded eidh age 2 apsmessmdntt ha
Guel ph ARI O DTantigra&selpbtitute) | ocated at 3:

Guel ph, Ont ari o. The opnpd per thyi shag ya of elpateivv e
fieldwork, and the subject assessment was CO
reports/ studi es, 2) relocate previously ident

concerasedacuier.i,ng Stage 3 assessment) for the
Thasseswaeompl|l et ed Oo dsat idsfly gkence requiremer
pl anned di sposiTthiisn refpotrite dprcaupreernttys. twer backg
invol ved i n the assessment, and presents cCo
archaeol ogi catthe osntciedyrsarwa d .hi n

The subject stuady i arse@muddy nlgy aals ooff | amd tlhoec at
nort hepaasrttemef CGugl Wdid) (Thiparcglenerally tbhhoeunded
Er amRismer to the northwest, the Guelph Juncti
the Turf Grass InstiandeVipcioopreira yRoadtBeutshhut
assessment focused on seven distinct work are
encompassing the previously ident i fligads swmetlds 1
as a rfTeagedanti fied as disturbed during the
empirically telsltedgal( Woekmar etahdotseiZDyvaseanf &l
i n tder &ehi c Goawifpdrige rd fi Ggu jomny

TheubjSd ajjaes seswme o h d ubcettewdle en Oct ober andemMece
P EPO-078% 0 1l6e g all permi ssion to enter and condu
within the assesbsyedt Heanprso pearstoyg poawnaeajdeec twii vt ehs t
set out 2i.mM DEFLGEMAFTO PW41)ihs nvestwasadariroined out
or deor:

T Empirically document al/l archaeol ogi cal re
T Determine whether the study araga ngorftuaitrhse
assessment; and

T Recommend appropriate Stage 3 assessment S
requiring further assessment are identifie

The MTCS is asked to review the results and r e

their satisfaction with tlLheet tfeirelodfwoRekv iaennd arnedp

Ontario Public Regist.er of Archaeol ogical Rep
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1.2 Hi storical Cont ext

After a century of archaeol ogi cal ovfohhdt sitrs cut
us aogfe t hea sarbeeac o meé e v e FWiptehd lolccupati on blengdiinanni n g
period approximately 11,000 years ago, the gr.
chr onol eCyoyn toaf c tP-Caemdh dik sarndsréicels..r bvi des atmdnoveryv
regesht| emenatn de itSsdn @B%.y mmar i paest tareda pdoefs stah e

st uadye a .

Thr ereevimaulsaeaol ogcocmal aireipmg tr el evant backgroun
the choice of fiel dwor ka ssdternatt nreftlgi ye dorr € grlestqeminmeThid
documknt t he i nvestigati on of t h@7) Tuirrd G Az
(MacDdm®I59 ,Stageal assessmpadt] ¢ o€l R hikR 4 7
(FAQOD&n A a Stage 2 assessment of -@ hZEO0O0sBubj ec
(CABDO09) .

121 Settl ement History
1211 Pr-€ont act

The -Cornet act thhestoegitdy asndl emgh, andgaowvpasi et

inhabited the |l andscape. Archaeol ogi sts gener
peri odsl:ndlaanaeoAr chaic and Woodl and. Ead¢lk of t
superi ods characterized by identifiabl] ewhrehd:
are used tolifnewaypyg.et Tlpasprinci papercihcadsacaee

summar iTaéld ei n

Tabl e FCroent act Settl ement History
(Wright 1972; EIllis and Ferris 1990; Warrick 200
Sub-Period Timeframe Characteristics
Gainey, Barnes and Crowfield traditis Small bands; Mobile hunters and
Early Palaeceindian 9000 8400 BC gatherers; Utilization of seasonal resources and large territories;

Flutedprojectiles
Holcombe, HiLo and Lanceolatbiface traditions; Continuing mobility;

Late Palaeelndian 8400 7500 BC Campsite/WayStation sites; Saller territories are utilized; Neftuted
projectiles
Sidenotched, Cornenotched (Nettling, Thebes) and Bifurcate traditions;
Early Archaic 7500 6000 BC Growing diversity of stone tool types; Heavy woodworking tools appear

(e.g.,ground stone axes awtlisels)

Stemmed (Kirk, Stanly/Neville), Brewerton sidand corneinotched traditions;
Middle Archaic 6000 2500 BC | Reliance on local resources; Populations increasing; More ritual activities;
ground and polished tools; Nsinkers common; Earliesbpper tools

Narrow Point (Lamoka), Broad Point (Genesee) and Small Point
Late Archaic 2500 900 BC (CrawfordKnoll) traditions; Less mobility; Use of fistveirs; True cemeteries

appear; Stonpipes emerge; Londistance trade (marirghells and galena)

Meadowood tradition; Crude cordughened ceramics emerge; Meadowoo

cache blades and si®tched points; Bands of up to 35 people

Saugeen tradition; Stamped ceramics appear; Saugeen projectite Goioble
Middle Woodland | 400 BQ AD 600 | spall scrapers; Seasonal settlements and resource utilizatiohoRssthearths
middens, cemeteries and rectangular structures identified

Early Woodland 900400 BC

Archaeological Research Associates L
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Sub-Period Timeframe Characteristics
Middl e/ L Princess Point trgditiona;nct_:opnﬂncrto
AD60i600| on pottery; Adoption of maiz®nhar
Woodl and o . D ) . .
val hod sesépdmagghouses,; First pali
Late Woodland AD 900G 1300 Glen Meyer tradition; Settledllage-life based on agriculture; Small villages
(Early Iroquoian) (0.4ha) with 75 200 people andi® longhouses; Sergiermanent settlements
Late Woodland AD 1300 1400 Uren and Middleport traditions; Classic longhouses emerge; Larger villag
(Middle Iroquoian) (1.2ha)with up to 600 people; More permanent settlements (30 years)
Late Woodland PreContact Neutral tr_adition; Larger villages (h&); Exa_meIes up to Ba with
(Late Iroquoian) AD 1400'1600 2,500 pgoplt_e; Exte_nswe croplands_; Also hamlets, cabins, campsgmetecies;
Potential tribal units; Furade begins cd.580; European trade goods appeg

1.212 Po€bnt act

The arrival of the European explitoerttwriyggdr ¢ d ¢
wi despread shilfitfsewany sl nadhidggeshn®fusrnt he FCean@ads ainng
settl ement process. Documentation for this pe
Upper Canada and the wr ittot edne taad d ceudn ttso wonfs he gr In
hi stori eGantTdme rPioosdk can be effectively discuss
and the principal characteristic3ahblkesoci ated

Tabd e ROsnt &¢tt | $ment History
(Smith 1846; Coyne C8m®m®mindg &]1se tahneds sFee rl1r9i6sD 919MU3DQAOSur t ees

Historical Event Timeframe Characteristics
Brllé explores the area in 1610; Champlain visits in 16%81615/1616;
Early Contact Early 17" century Iroquoianspeakers (Huron, Petun and Neutral) and Algonkigeakers

(Anishinabeg) encountered; European goods begin to replace traditional

Haudenosaunee (Five Nations) invadel&h0; NeutralHuron and Petun
Mid-17" century | Nations are defeated/removed; vast Iroquoian hunting territory established
second half of the 17century; Explorers continue to document the area
Ojibway, Odawa and Potawatomi exp into Haudenosaunee lands in the Ig
17" century; Nanfan Treaty between Haudenosaunee and British in 170
Anishnabeg occupy the area and trade directly with the French and Eng
Growth and spread difie fur trade; Peace between the French and English

Five Nations
Invasion

Late 17" and

Anishnabeg Influx early 18" century

Fur Trade Early and mid the Treaty of Utrecht in 1713; Ethnogenesis ofh® t Hostijities between
Development 18" century French and British |l ead to the Se¢
1760
Royd Proclamationof 1763 recognizes the title of the First Nations to the |a
British Control Mid-18" century Numerous treaties arranged by the Crown; First acquisition is the Sene

surrender of the west side of the Niagara River in Aufjé6t
Uni Emgdire Loyalist influx af¢&w7}

1783) ; British develop interior
Loyalist|Latétdamst | anBet ween the 6Lak&#%8Ruochhsestra
obtain | ands for sSiSx xNd&Ntait o ms;s Bra

Constitutional Act of 1791 cr
Became part of York Countybs OWes
in the secondes BRUurwelreans et ei L ak7 9 2
Lat ead@®| i n th6&imdéNokiet awasaga Purchased an
earl'gebh® the 6Huron Tract Purchase6 in 182
Wellington District and Waterloo County created in 184@&llington County

created after the abolition of the district system in 1849

County De

Archaeological Research Associates L
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Historical Event Timeframe Characteristics
Guelphwasnni ti ally patented in a bl oc

Thefirst settlersarrived prior to the patent date, and inclutieel Rifes, Hinds
and Ryans in 1825 and a group of
Township Formation| Early 19" century | (WaterlooRoad) wasegunby Absalom Shadén 1825 andvas completed by
the founding of Guelph i6827 The township was fully surveyed by
JohnMcDonald in 183(and comprised Divisionsi&s; Many additional settlerg
arrived between 1829 and 1832
Guelph was one of the best setttednships inOntariq with a population of
3,400 in 1845Themajority of settlergamefrom well-established and wealthy
English families in Suffolk and Norfoll§,904ha taken ufby 1846, with
5,196haundercultivation; 3 grist mills and 2 saw mills in operation at that tin
Traversed by th&rand Trunk Railway (1856)he Galt & Guéph Railway
(1857),the Wellington, Grey & Bruce Railway (1870) and the Guelph Junct
Railway (1888); The principal community was the Town/City of Guelph

Township Mid-19" and
Development early 20" century

122 Past and Present Land Use

Duri ngortraect and Early Contacrnediwewsl,dthaeveiaca

a mixture of coniferous trees, decidNMausohsee
managed the | andscape to some degr ee, but the
t heear I'% e byBFu r-@a n a ceitan esr s arrived in the area ar
agricultural andT hsee tvtil ceimmeintty poufr ptedseststsliteudd yf oarr

remaé&em of -Ctame diE warno p esra wtdh e ahsntg tosfa stchhe Liph t s of
Guelfpphynded in 1827 by Joh Gal t o nCoamphalnoyc k
gradually emerged as the ul tur(aImiL8é : 2 DInme |
JoMe Donal d surveyed thefbr t#&,rfeeek laesdr &t, hved mscthumap
town streets were | aid out in a radial patt e
squares, broad mai n sTthree &tisr satn dnonnatrhrso wvesried es pset
in different parts of twowh 8&ahd Cthegeshgcthbhaeae
Mar Sguar e and eastward on WatEeCumom %88.r eet as

n
C
5

Situated on a gravel terrace aRi vtelres, c armfel uceonm
grew quicklyetowrey drme si@®read over the surroun:
features of the town were situated on | arge d

the end eol$lt Maetdoand t he hospitals and Tdhemet er
educational hub of GWwetpboul tmcdaludColgl ¢ehhe HOHmd a
l nstitut e, the Ontario Veterinary Coll ege and
to the soud hi ndlhst rtyowinni t i dlelvyel d ggw eolumpde da dgmc
Er amisvmenr stohuet .hietasltat er spread to the northwest
(Chapman alndd 4R113)IBa m

By t he9%tmeindtQureylhmi a popul ation of 1, 24r0i tainsdh bo
Hot el ,68FArmer amsd Reitrcd itfHe most prominent), f|
three grist mill s, one saw mill, three tanner
eight cabinet maker s,rst,en woaiulndres,t atkheirrst,e d wos
plus dozens of other professions both | arge a
chartit8phplivas officialdloybbnhB86&66npdr &tiéd/east BUBA 9 n
June 2017 Archaeological Research Associates L
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| n a@&mpdattt o reconstrudthet lsd uldiys taa rettac b ARIAD re ix & anli

maps doopamehtresi dent s, structures (e.g., hon
f eatduurreisn d atntde eh® ¢ nitedO@naeer i alf riomag-ht& ent ur y
Specifically, the following resources were CcO

1T G. Lesl i e an&Ma®. Jo.f Whheee IGoocuknt y ofl 1@&IL) i mdt a
scal echoadi 6sO t o 1 inch (OHCMP 2017);

T Guelfprhoa | ker &ToMdiolgeapdi HalsAtalratchaebf County ¢
Wel |l i ngt dmr,8a@n taa Mlc acl hea iioni savicGil{(Unilversity 2001);

T ThBownship fafdmGueHipsht ori cal At saer Poal i Abhl a
County of Wel(L9i0p6g sstcrad 4@ O roth a1 iinnscCni(ing11972,
and

T Anea al i mMaS¢g&ni vemsity of Toronto 2009)

The limits of the study area are showngre or ef er enced versions of 1
r es ourMag®Maifm Unfortunately, thec our se of t he ¥empwolsya Ri v
repreisentwodtleont ury maps (this was''eetuty map)
These resources indicate that the surrounding landswaeltsettledby the mid19™" century.

sl i e an@d@Ma®p Jaof Whlree|l ©cknt y o f( 1\Welaldlii ncgatt cers,
the subject part of Lot 12, Division G w
cated dadvy t HMa@).tGue Ifrthoum Wal k é T o p& gMialpehs c a l

orical Atl as of thel&hbaé&mitygt oft Well amdgowme
y ar ea, includlng H.J. SaQ@Qudielrlsanni ®n heh@os
Ma@tBot h t he anders and McQuillan far mhou:
toria Road South

ThBownship fafomGueéelepHi st ori éGal sAbragaPhigt CaBino
of Wellindtl®deé mOmtsdamriaa es t hat the northern ha
Arnol d Sanders and that the souther ht@matlt dr was
Ma @ . Theof@amdese is illustrated in the nortt
Wal sd&ar mhouse appcemrrtsr aln pairet nofr tthhe study ar ea
whiamened i n 1888, appears along t her neordfhet e
Eramosa River is muchTmcereaeaocatJraatmeasng;e sifheomwree it €h
t wo farmhouses, as wel | as an accessMapmad tr a
Thleand use odt atslkseeatsimbeat cli @asd i ftaukndpordassie ea(@ and

grassed research stations).

1.3 Archaeol ogi cal Context

The Stage 2vasssndsambaiei@enob2r and Decfthdrer 7
PI#PO0-07>-20 (bab3).ARAIt i lai zkedmi sphere S320 GNSS re
correction providianmggGar mrecie3rer &80 GP$8Smrece
corr e@atoiviard ipm@g ci sduwrng bh ki &s nhiUgTaMli 70 NAIDS 3 i mi t s
the stweyearceoeafir mesdphewsifng Gl & edcatt o itnrtasn sfl an
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reference in the field, i n combination with
f ormatrieolnast iionn t o the project | ands.

The archaeol ogicaldyoatextmwst amg ignfvemmed uby
property aslfpuhal) (Sexummaary of registered or
within a minimum II. kmanddedxys p{ Sensi of previo
fieldwork cartrhheedl| iomitt swiatfheil nyo rtatdhnanteedu b j e c t I
( Secl.ip.n3

131 Condition of the Property

The stuidgs awietahiln itShte (Graevatenca&@k dor est , whi ch
bet ween the southern deciduous forest and the
St . Lawrence River acHuwrsen cemd rwé seOnaodalrdmadk ¢tolt
rder with Minnesota, and its southern porti
is forest is dominated by hardwoods, featur
d red pine. Coni f er,o0 urse dt rpe ense , s uhcehm| aosc kw haintde v
mi X with delceaweod ss pe oiaels, such as yell ow bir
d red oak (MNRF 2015) .

hysiographically, the study

f the Paris Moraine and i ncl des roughly 300
hemsel ves consist |l argely of | oamy and cal car
izes in the neighboumdhodbd%odl|l ®#P.% Bhede Br5Wwmls
rouped, wemi ndpel omtegmround supports mainly f11
Chapman almd8 4RI B)a.m

area | iest wive $it n
u

A variety soils occuoc| Bothom tLtheBsamonpnag aRibee
Burford | oam i,n Ddhrenylddl acte ndlae cdinadsoawmea stpmdl B am
Granby samdyw hlamm&umed tpth | oam iTnh et hsep erca rfti hce acshtar a

these soil typ@ab3groef fsmammd)r.i zZ1e9d 3i n
Tab3fummary of Soil Types
Soil Type |Soil Soi | Gr ou SoMat eri aj Dr ai nasg
Bottom Lan B. L. Al l uvi al Sands, sil Var i a
Burford | o Bg Gr éeBywon Podz Gr avel Good
Donnybr ook sa8 Db Gr 88 own Pod Gr avel Good
Fox sandy | Fs Gr é88y own Pod Medi um s @ Good
Granby sandy Gr s Dar k Gray G Medi um s 4 Poor
Guel ph | oa Gl Gr &88r own Pod Loam til Good

Inet ms omMatleodschledsuyubj ect |[|Llanwesr fErld mavana gRinberd ech
whichnder t he jurGrsana t@oonuseers fv at h eGRC ARWBLh or i ty
Specifically, atjhaec esqitt udiyo atrheea dBErsase®B amaRiewastt o]
Cly€Cheek, 69 m sout hawl. 9 nk nu nnnoarntehde asswta nopf t he
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Att he time of assessmentreetdtharstasdwdaneantomp!
treed and grassed r eseairncthaiamesda sl avwn & haen & ogurt ahs
on either side of the driveway to iteda@n@.i Mi ofrsc
were ideal during the assasklimghtgr owund swouyf sdo
t hroughovuetstt hiNedt iuonnu.s u a l physical theaat ua fefse cwee
fieldwork strategy decisions or thedendseentridatc
mat s, boul deNsmenr aegpbil eqq redasxcegdr.ch phojtdet I nas $
served as constraints for the assessment, how
associated mapping.
132 Registered or Known Archaeol ogi cal Sites
The Ontario Archaeol ogi cal Sites Dhaabbegi @aalc
Reports were consulted to determine whether a
occur in the greater vicinity of the study ar
t hat tlhperreeviaaws | y | dge rctailf isad easr d meceadtlead wi t hi n
are summlaarbdlzeed i n
Tab4d e Regi stered or Known Archaeol ogi cal
Bordg Site N Time Pd Site Prewou St ad Resul ts an
No . (Il dent | Wo r k b Recommendat
Three ilCcion( A
overl ooking t;h
Locus A: (poev
finds B dluuBbead
andBr2ewer taqn
unspeci f;i ed
E a rAlr yc h @ LocBI€ESP and t
. Tur f G Mi ddI ¢ 1 929 excavaxx3momn, 468
Al ha Il nstit ArchaiLeg C"’”nlos(M}aDon)e & arti BamaewesSmadrh,
Ar chai Hi Ad kei)ftouur ¢
featwnmemeCHYI
LocusoC: {persetve
fi nds i rictl luidee
hi storic a8b0
earl'epOwumypecd
CHVI
2006 5 30 x 30 nmrstciaf
(Auspt further CH
Aj Hb6 Martin| Po€bnt dHomes 2011 Test exmiatvat i
(Figu 3 3, 5a3rot i(flagadtiod oh
9 cenjmdwrther
208 Unspeeci Zieed24
N/ A (Site| Po€bntg Scatf RN i 2 ( at'ét 019 econd
20t ent,ufmw)y t her
2 080 Unspesi Zieed 113
N/ A (Site Po€bntqg Scatt (Paau 2 (e ayrt lo 1 Stteen ) u 1
further CH
. ) 2 08 Unspesi fieed 4
N/ A (Site Po-€bnt g Scatt (P aa)uw 2 Cal.9B@nspeCHYI
208 Unspesi Zieed1l1l7
N/ A (Site| Po€bntig Scatf Paauw 2 (| at'ét o019 econd
2D0tenjufmot her
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Bordeg Site N . . Prewou Resul ts an
No . (Il dent | Ul e Fe §0 o Wo r K =6 Be Recommendat
. 2 08 Unspeesi Zieed5 &
N/ A (Site Pr-@Gont g Scatt (P a a)u 2 di agndsitritchee)r,
1fragment of
N/ A (Finds| Po€bnt g IFsior:da (Pzaoil)uv» 2 painted (wai t)g
further CH
. | 208 Unspesi Zieed?2
N/ A (Finds|) Po€bntgdqg Scatt (P a a)u w 2 (ch8P8 3By CHY I
. ) 208 Unspeesi Zieed 3n c
N/ A (Finds|) Po€bntg Scatt (P a a)uw 2 di agnantsipes HY
| I'sol 4 208 1 piece of <cog
MY A (Fapel PosEnt § oy g (Paa)uw 2 ndurther C
. | I'sol 4 208 1 piece of bag
NIFA | (Finds) Pofbnta i n gl paajull 2 | diagnosspegiVi
) | s @ld4g 208 lpi ece dfotsh
e (el nesy W2ONEE o 0w @wamwn © di aghbet CHWEF
. g | sol 4 208 lpi ece drfotsh
dia | (Fteds| Preoni s "=y oq magpn 2 di aghoBspeCHYI
. g | sol 4 208 lpri maa@gef di)a
M (F-adey Proowi e Find (Paajuw 2 unspeCHYIi ed
2015 5 8x8mB8&artidactk
(Popki further CH
35 x 30Cont 2
Aj Hb6 |Harri so| Po€obnt g Homes . artifacts (n
Z(S(!LZS(;(% 3 2, 5EfuCa nadi atns
P ( mitdko | ate 18
CHVI
Al of these i6t ea:,d3 GAQ \Habr & iofr lo idsqt tHidddye BeDr ellba p

SD Map A3)Bb andd 6A¢ Hbesent more distant archaeol
potieanlt t o t rdayverse .t he st u

133 Previous Archaeol ogical Wor k
Reports documenting 1) assessmentsdypamd eaus.l
2pssessments that resulted in the idntscotvlee ys tod

area owegdetr s ngathé remponentAsofa trhees uslttudof t hi
iwas deter mi nedr ¢éedpaotr t tsh eorne raerceoe lide vdaonct u nmeernct h anegc
fieldwork withaancar &8&nmerwaidi st hénr2gu.i 8 eamfe ntt I
S&Gs (2MTIA1R)ABS5hper e va vuesssment s and their associ
summari zed bel ow.

The first documented assessment of the proper:
out at the Turf GeRed3dadirhmceniftOdMedCD iP5 Aj] Hhr e
di stinc€) | were (Adenti fied within an agricult
Eramosa RiveCagntaamdt b(Arhc Pa-@enpéedriraodprand aEuiisow
(SD Mé&Pp i ohre tion vteisd u I@®,21 Kean Ol dri dge conducted
in Winter 1992 and dlocruimkgd eidd d MBees & ihg cep ¢ Bicii U ©
and two Brewerton projelcntiMay pb9®m2 s mé mblLeorcsu :
Archaeol ogy Society spent an evening mapping
nine |ithics from Locus B and one | ithic al ol
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Thul9Aazdsessmeausaevdasord Locus tBhel rleaprogretsetd |loyr noeli
most denseedl ving a CSPLmeaett he |l exiatdsdati on oD

debitage, cores and projectile points, four <c
mapped an®lopspkeetémmpendati ons for further worl
publication (MacDonald 1995:18).

I n 2005, a Stage 1 assessment #WwHHB 2o FACt 2006
The assessment determined that ottéret iparlopfean y
archaeol ogi cal resources, and a2@0@agk7R. asses

A Stage 2 assessment of the property was car:
PI#P2-022008 (CAGIlag9®93 meil h ariesscuolvteerdy ionflitfhieve s
5) and eight i soli&)iTened friepdst €éFi hdsc@mot ®ns of
SDMagiSDMagSites 1 and 4 were not recommended f «
whereas Sites 2damadt $ B, dkrge Swimdahndl Fyi na t ypogr ap
recommended for addit iSpreali farccan deql d diiec dlo | rl e swe
were made:

1) Artifacts recovered from Site 2 indicat
nieebhth century and may representegoinoen.of th
Addi tional archaeol ogi cal reseaeclermsneecor
the type of site. Thi s wi kslur bfee@a cucroensp | a nsch e
gatrheg a representative artifact sampl e.

2) Given the early dates establish2zed for th
additional archaeol ogi cal researtemts hodultd eb
finds.

3) Given thathaamr extremnsi we tr avas found i n
findspots 6 and 9, and that these areas w
research should be undertaken to identify t

4) Give that the artifadttas$eminintet) @ efndthem S
century and well into the t wkeatta eotfh sceetnttluernye

in the region, no additionmnal tdreclkaaosleagi. c al
5) The | icensee wil/ ol d nt hter uasrtc haate otl hoeg i ntas
The Central Archaeology Group I nct.o iaan Lakef
appropriate public institutionl iacsempcea. the t
6) I n the event deepolsyi thsuraireed dairscclwdveeor!|eodg iicne
devel opment , the Cul tural Progsams | Br dec h,
contacted I mmed7/ilazz3.ly at (416) 314
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7) I n the event human remains are encounte
cont aCul ttireal Programs Branch, PRegiastioamMini
of the Cemeteries, Regul at i oo nSeuarteir o na nadf t
Business Servi4iE&L£AGL 244098 )33P6
Nocl ear recommendati onsnawepet sna8le 4o0r5Si7TeaBdaes
ARA understands that the revVArewaebl| bbec &It age
Technical ( OQTI®®I33) netsi | | ongoi ng.
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2.0 STAGE 2 PROSSERBTSWEANT

2.1 Field Methods

The Stage 2 adls)esvsinseunatl iinnvsoplevcet i on t ag2kregat uat e
pit survey in all/l identi faepd adg mhkaisn aotfi oar cohfa e
i nspection and test pi $esgairsateuyrdigdecd cocaandfaen mdt h e
test Apdtnotngd i th eaSescetsifsonmented, on seven distinc
in the northwestern part of the property, enc
further eval ud6jljasn weWderekasAremaldsadegnt i fied as d
previous St atgheat2 wvaasss emsocstméavbprikr iAo aelal y7 )t.est ed
Environment al conditions were ideal during th
features and provcdimd dmndhongeavedlenbanof a
Abreakdown of t hac tsipaemncd if@ v ifaimenddesotrakdTsa blpegp e ar s
ARA therefore confirms thathéedri edndvolrikg hwaisn ¢ aac
met the requirements set out2.iln SSmoddi@a@@se . 2 S

(MTZO11: 16, 29).

Tab3 e Summary of Fieldwork Activities and
Field Weat hel Temper a Lighti

Jal @ SUTVEWREU 8) | eonailn Eondl il A C) Conditi

12/ 10 Test Pit (Work Dry Sunny 23 Excel |l
Test Pit (Work

13/10 Reidentificat Da mp Cl oudy 15 Very G

14/ 10 Tets Pit (Wor k Dry Sunny 10 Excell
Test Pit (Wor

17/ 10 Reidentifideat Dry Cl oudy 20 Very G
Test Pit (Work

18/ 10 Reidentificat Dry Partly 25 Very G
Test i tAr(eWo rl

19/ 10 Combination Sur Dry Sunny 20 Excell

07/ 12 Test Pit sl Wbn)k Dry Cl oudy -3 Good

The udy area was subjected toana i sig®fmmai nc v
accordance with the redqui2r eoR&GEMBEIZ0eltl d)pt i n
Thei sually inspected areas were examined under

ground surface visibilitysurTihieciian s pfeecattiuorne sc oon

potent wate(ebpgsfossrcaeygd, rpmptacdemaey spresent wher

previously identified, and did not result i

archaeol ogneaetal vipoitlelne ir@all ima pwd tngr (ceh aghmeail ;e d p a
) -

soil s, et c.

Sevarreeda st urbed by past ecdencumearcttd d no vaecrt i tvh @ i

visual i mp arddderinigne way t o t he n@& M.n fForronsatt |1 Roens eCael
structure itself, &kt aarasdjhadentl |r €ed eravrdiyr be
moving/ construction activities, resulting in

June 2017 Archaeological Research Associates L
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depNeat ur al arcdase 00 fogn a aal spoactoeumtt iiean lealdwerld s madfs

sl ope@OnA Worsk , Ar26 damaltikema4.e dlobher feawveregsogws. (
vegetati on, heaveec. 3o0bftsstphganfegpettbdilt ffe
|l andscapes, pl aques, monument s, cemeteries, e
i dentNiufmeedgsi My research projects assowctiated
for the assessment, and these areas of no PTE

The test pit survey met hod was ut i lainzde dvotod ecdo |
ar descause ploughing Wwaswisiodtmapiors ssichdeef tqirimee .a,n dt
woodhadkas wer-acoegtlumpebtt®wgh he presence of)trees
Using this method, -eXRAa vcarteewdmesmiaelrls rheagnudl ar t e
di ameter of 30 cvnalasac cpomedsacird eb diltidt BEGS ti loen

(MTZ0113 34, | | ands mwiathliyemt 310 of archaeol ogi c
assessed atO5anl (margteenra@y@Dueft o t he ntatrer orwo andaw auyr
t hrough Woaar ks uivnveeay r &5ari ¢ oaufl thaibret aiin®e d&hi ea@.n ht he

proximity of thef ettdarecahr aeehp ladog inndualiatt!i , s uere vaeny

i nt erOvamaocsf not conducted.

Acombination of visual i nsepde dtoi cwm ndn d Btveesnta | peixt
di sturalsedadgraecent to the driveway to the G. M.
(WoAkea n7)accordance 1wiBtSe 68 M #&0 lolIn: 38) . Seven t
arsehaad already beesmuaskub jreeitecd | War, ea cecxoa av antge dt
professional judigkBgdtbeo®n conmp(laenh ¢ bydt diOs bEir b«
was utTdsitzepdi)t.s wer e excavak.edrtos twiRtelksiem r Il hm ac
Centraes required by Se&S&GEMT Q@ . 201124 :S3Ragn.dsaorudt hdw ec
part of Work Aresmsomeaumalkasoekhsbratngraphy we
combinati on sur viehye waesst haplittesd suggested t hat
|l evel l ed/ graded rather than deeply disturbed

Each test pi tt owaad dxaasuvattendy ofrb etdot o &k cimn off h e u
Worhkr eaarmd the resekbamnnegi for weteatigraphy,

evidencepotehtli bl Neatures were encowsntifegroend d
each test pihtr owgrhwei metsrhere nemertt ur@moadnadoexya miam €
for archaeol ogi cal materi al s.

The Stage 2 adséessmbet sueseksf ul rel ocation o

Cont act Si treevi ofusomstskee€ ammadt aan®i Eer8d8 occupy
t hey have been-coommbneCeoth t @asca mCenida di tarAg BBbt.e 2 (
Simil aCodryt a®reFindspots 7 and 8 from the prev
EufCanadi an Sictoenpb naQ@otna®lt teia@an e&Ediiraon S8 flen 1  ( Aj
al |l caacshe sRTPe was documeernttiefdacatnsd waelrle ocfoltlheect e
associ apieNlo taedsdti t i onal archaeol ogattalSi mat 8r iaa
Finddpot2s and 6, and it seems <cl ear that t he:
signi fBacsaendceon the descriptions provided in
additional testing aroumhtRidndspots 3 and 4 w
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When archaeol ogi cal resources are found duri
insufficient to make it clear whet heBSa&EsSt hge
sets out two strategies qOpbi omseAsbhyd Bheth
(MTZ011388Bption A involves the excavation of

around the PTP -meitdr @att é ®tasuniotneowerre the PTP,
excavation o-fmerteed dietsitonuanli tosnewi t hin 5 m of an
interest mmbnhngple PTPs (MTCS 2014:9).

A mi XxtQuprtei oonfs A uand i BEeltkendh e Sat €e tdhaeciCHY | was$

initial$pyeainfoihecaltleys,tunuridtdd dyt i onmand ttevsa ipsialsat ¢
uniwtes e excav,anddt avpbo sies® uindietdd bgnal test pits
at Sitiesdltet&Ondceuni t was al so excavated at Site
Once the CHVI of the sites becambaddieronahte

pits answetrestexwmivtiat ed i nto at | east the first
wer e exami ned for pot entf alf ifddtad nitkeeasl afnad tour
encounfther esb.i | s whkreughkhrmesnledwi th an aperture

examined for ar chAlalealifdrgqdcd &tl h enaa dedrii tail ssn &lr et e st
retained ffbe ItedsiteAadilithestb ankftisl lwed eupon compl

Theesults of the St age Ma pavsagdeTshsenver nkt ,parega sp 1t g/s e
' imind areRBFBRMOE doepi cted as Abayarkdoiwm wDhedeéd er
met hods aalpbear s i n

TabG e SuMetlyods

Category Study Ar
Property assessed bnptpedsbbtoian s 0.0 BAa)
Property assessed by OenSt pit sur 15 .%15]. B Q)

Property assessed by Oe#éd pit sur 0.00% (O.
Property assessed by combipnadat isaum vefy wios 3.%7(. a8a)
Property assessed with a modified surveg 0.00% (0.
Property not assessed because of 0.00% (O.
Property natusas vds ®exgpolsed bedr o 0.00% (O.

Property not assessed because 1.240. Ka)

Property not assessed because ¢ 3.%1@ ha)

Property previously assessed and 4 0 .%3103 . h8a8)
Propetrtyyulmjoect t o Stage 2 asse 36 .% 182 .h6ab)
Tot 100 %4 (h4ad)

As required by Sect iSKRGEMRMTZO 1S1t: a@2mMd)ar dGPAS ocfo otr hld
recorded for at | east one dloacradl r vfei yxoerd breenfcehrn
Hyrdpol e, standard iceondbaaieéeed cme¢ n tt ddaed prxra@marr |
i mab7l eand the fixed r edrmeheorwda plnandmar k | ocat i
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Tab®7 e Fi xed Reference Landmarks

Fixed Reference Landmark ID Landmar k UTM Zon Easting Nort hing
FRL1 Utility 17 563, 394 4,822,0
FRL 2 Utility 17 563, 36 ¢ 4,822,0
FRLS3 Utility 17 563, 33§ 4,822,0
FRL 4 Utility 17 563, 31( 4,821, 9

Al | @aff chlaeol ogi cal resources i deoanide®rde fdairem
fi el dwimalp aeri al i magery, described in field
accordance 5wiOt St S encddeSr&aG(s MT20f 1 1t:IMoX)d.er t o pr ot e
| ocations ofalti hanapietveealdi b tteetb i bad i nf or mati o
restricted tgo $bhDba@BOMagmaDrwbh ei slt)Renclir d of Fi n
and Anal ysussi canngdpwoiatrced pr e s2eiReed2i.igdm Sect i on

During the laboratory processing of the retained artifacid other archaeological materjals
ARAGs Materi al C u | iledudocairhentatibn acdaanatyse® id orderutd prodidet a

1) arecord of the artifacts and other materials, 2) a basis for all recommendations and 3) enough
basic information to help future researchers determine relevancy to their studies (MTC 2011:97).

All oftheartf act s wer e c | adesidedtypeaicalisysiem,gvhich B Andadaptation

of the Parks Canada Database Artifact Inventory Coding GuidRarks Canada 2002)
andNomencl ature 4.0 f(©OBo WMuciea minddia systédmohgitfpassy) .

are determined in accordance with @teerts of Southern Ontar{&ley and von Bitter 1989), and

lithics are classified using the definitions set out in fheld Manual for Avocational
Archaeologists in OntaridAdamsetal. 1995) andArchaedogical Laboratory Methods: An
Introduction(Sutton and Arkush 200Zturo-Canadian artifacts atBvidedinto classesmaterials,

object types and object names using a variety of reference aidsAflams et al. 1995;
Kenyonand Kenyon 2008; Miller 20QCLindsey 20¥). Agl ossary discussing r
Canadi agnos(twiod fheyrpeamspesApp eilmAisx requi red by Sec
Standar 8&&sMTC thel1l: 128), i magasnpdfe afr @pragners
appebhmadid magje

The artifacts and otheomatbhba&odolagegi 2ala smatsern
polyethylene bags Boh@bXK aiTse 3i6st bar gd2bhidghtBBuay
doubl e bottom coryrugalteemed dairtdbboatd Boghive B
Bormumbers are assignedIlalsms ociunafécerdncaatl i oonr diesr , e ratr
digital catcalradg ee tdramlclkeacntgi.onAlilnf or mati on 1 s |}
AchiBwexes aoprp steekdsdafiodEE@edbhkehvBecaster, Ont

2.2 Si t(eAj:BF)
221 Record of Fi nds

SiIwearsiedentdufiad t ewitt \Woirnk Aurwmey in the northel
(Map/; SDMap/) The site abBsixst2eW) sefa(t EEurfCaonfadi an

archaeol ogi cal materials | ocated primataly wi
0f688&8rtif aodtheramkembises vedP&Pshi@lBDFsd 3 t est u
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( T&ntili3s)T.he initial field desi gOnat iPorP f(dPIT Pt 1IBd )
ocated on the fl oodpl,zil i okeeal olw mehset ol neev efl al ceed a
concrete and ni rgoenn estadi,r ctahsee.strati graphy comp
topsoi l (Lot 1) over a greyish yellowish brow
(Lot 5) anac&k BBrmaowryi $lmam | ayer (Lot 6) were e
Test 2Unands a bl ack ashy | ayer (Lot 4) was i d
TebWhBthel st r astuigggreasptheyd t hat the aataswme Bf Mt
petntially with material from the adjacent r ai
At ot al EofCat@aédr anf act s Iweelrcer actodrlge ad readli yad iss w(enm e
i n theNof iaddit:CaomtadctPrmat eri als associated wi
Findspatnsde r& enclquunaretrietdat i ve summary cdfastshe
appeadradv8 ierand t heulfliyn ddso daprmeenBdRakc dlidd7sE| or al and
fauemlins were also encountered, including 1
are fully ApgamekinR edbid g .
Tab8 ®i tilQulantitative Summary of Artifa
Class Material Object Group Object Name Freq. A Sty; eong b
Coar se Agricul t
L | Eartnen Hgorticul. Flower Pq 137| 20.63
Ferrou Barn Equi Hor seshoe 1 0. 1509
Activities Tot al 138 20. 78
Brick | Constructi Brk c(Ungl a 98 14.76
Cl ay Constructi Drainage ( 2 0. 309
Ferrou Har dwar Nai | 52 7. 839
. _ Saf et Gl 2 0.309
Architec Gl ass Wi ndow G Sheeyt 123 18 52
MortarfConstruct.i Foundati on 13 1. 9649
Pl ast e Const rMacttei Wa |l | Finig 3 0. 459
Architectural Tot al 293 44. 13
Domestic Ferr0u| Hardw.ar| .Clnot.hes P 1 0.15¢9
Domestic Activities T 1 0. 1509
Bone Ch Tabl ewarn Tabl eware (U 3 0. 459
Ige(l)ratrhseen CeCroan”t]sationr storegs (U & UL
Foodway Gl as s Gcl:c?:tsaisrtl Al cohol Be v ¢ 8 1. 200¢9
Il ronst | Tabl ewan Tabl eware (U 2 0. 30¢9
Whit ewg Tabl ewann Tabl eware (U 3 0. 459
Foodways Tot al 17 2.569
Car bon Lightin Carbon RO 1 0. 159
Furnishi Ferrou Hardwar. Brackgt 1 0. 159
Gl ass Decor ati Decorative 1 0. 1509
Furni shings Tot al 3 0. 459
Met al U A ar el Eyel et s 3 0. 459
Persona (| Ppeprson|al TotZI 3 0. 459
Recreati Glass| Toys | Mar bl e 1 0.15¢9
Recreational Tot al 1 0. 159
Uncl assi Clinke Mi scel |l a Scrap Mat 8 1.200%9
Coal Mi scel |l a Scrap Mat 38 5. 729
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Guel ph ARI O Lands (Guelph Turfgrass Inst
Class Material Object Group Object Name Freqg. L
As s emb
Composi Har dwar Wire 1 0.15¢9
Copféir o Har dwar Washer 1 0. 159
Har dwar Screw 2 0. 309
Washer 1 0. 159
Mi scel |l an
Ferrou (Unidenti f . 0. dsh
Mi scel | a Scrap Mat 2 0. 30¢9
Scrap Met 1 0. 1509
Strappin 2 0. 309
Gl ass St| Alcohol Bevg 15 2.269
Gl ass Contain| Storage (Un 33 4. 9709
Micsel | an g Mel t ed 2 0. 309
Har dwar Screw 1 0. 159
Mi scel |l an
Met al (U Miscell a (Unidentif 2 0. 309
Scrap Mat 1 0. 159
Pl asti Mi scel | a Scrap Mat 3 0. 459
Sl ag Mi scel |l a Scrap Mat 914 14.16
Uncl alslse fToat al 208 31.33
Grand Tot al 664 100.0
Thert iacaetmbl age consnasttead apsi maed!| wi oh archit
449% 3I3ncl assi fi adl e 3f mancattiivointsi es functions (2
1156517. 3r2t%)eaxah i evi ddncbheuroni ng or headl aag t(emr=a24)o
clinker (n=8), glass (n=8)A adhafln &G @B BtcOruy dc e
be at | east marginally dated basedcoaritstei ps e

chronol ogical significance ofTatbdbe di agnostic

Tab9®i tilAnlal ysi s of Diagnostic Artifa
Class Material Object Name Datable Attribute | Freq. Date Range
Brick Brick (Unglazed) Machlr_1e Made 42 late 19th centuiy
Brick present
Architectural Cut Nail 9 ca. 18301890
Ferrous Nail Wire Nalil 21 ca. 1890present
Wrought Nalil 1 pre-ca. 1830
Coarse Red . i
Earthenware Storagg(Unidentifiable) Lead Glaze 1 pre-1900
Bone China Tableware (Unidentifiable) Plain 3 ca. 1777present
Foodways Ironstone Tableware (Unidentifiable) Plain 1 18403 20th century
Ironstone Tableware (Unidentifiable) Wheat Pattern 1 G2, e i
century
Whitewae Tableware (Unidentifiable) Plain 3 ca. 1830present
Furnishings Glass Decorative Dish Pressed 1 1860 1930s
Recreational Glass Marble MEEIITEN EE 1 1907 present
Marble
Unclassifiable Glass Alcohol Beverage Bottle EmbossedPIatlng 1 1750 present
Lettering
Total 85
June 2017 Archaeological Research Associates L
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Stage 2 Archaeol ogical Assessment

Guel ph ARI O Lands (Guelph Turfgrass Inst 17

The diagnostic ansusnebodbrl agei i eitswekedmié'then tluartye 1
and t88temdury. Madlkikse smpdbent war YtacimetdulrD0 dat
as the relatwveayl gsaecediitnmlys of suggests that t
both 'ame'®Pent Theeseramic assemblage included |
i ronshwheavaadgoear se r ed eaardt henwaorte par tTiheu lgd ralsys
f rmegnalssoppor t'tae nltautréy® montdu rBfds eédt ¢ he contlseé der at
assembl age as ageaheorlael,|l yt hdea taer tfirfoart 9t@0es , | avti & h1l §
first hdténvtiryhbBeRpgeshkhatomd por

Nocul tural features on istlr CHtVUr avle r =T e ed epnrtt is nfi @ rfeyd
areataffact a@empeantsr dtoi re-cenotabakdpanttbe thets
artiyfi ®delcr essaushbesd antthheal Weystaer n enfchieo¥enther xlefar
document drny ntd¢srdite i s includedppemdiihehiover
i nvent oray quadtuidteasd fi vtehreodffamealhdpt ogr aphs and maj
associated .with the project

222 Analysis and Conclusions

The r esBlttaggeof2 talses e s s mend mpsruigsgeessri-a itt zhéagt siattet el
EurC@anadian artifacts generald yri®@®tOibmg tf famt t
assembl age consmastteerd ap rsi naasrsiolcyi adfed with arch
uncl assifiable functions (31N83%)YddatGoonataatcitPr €
resources weSter eetnicgpyan@iey £ dt. hat t hei setlei hasgr ¢
it seems podsi béwayw hand ther haps part of t he
constructed of fill from the nearby rail way.

Pr el i nuicrkagrryoeubnedar c h i ndfiledvat s nt lmat a§ irdi cecuulpti uerda |
by Henry Sanders in 1861, H. J. Sanders in 187

available historical maps, the earlier Sander
and a | atwars dturiddt urne the norbbéeak®&aanhd pa806 o
Aerial i mages from 1954 andot@%6 @domendvit ahtme t i1 at

of tlwapsi S® Map 4) .

Based on thd aditag mexnttiionandt iabove, coupled wi
reseamtthe findpr édvioomust h&r chaeol PRA c@ad o paossseess st
principal ti me frame of ogelcla/p.dthieomviaot abhe 81

sugtges Shaterepr etslkeent $ emai ns of a demol i shed ¢
Arn&hddeds sabsequeditft @acntatpiaonnt sappearasteo haeece
demolition of the struldtteurteuriyn t he second hal
When evaglhuasedtae criteri S&GCsMTGCua2DlIAn8ethieon
additional guSdatnicen BHRMIdX®dti4i:68 hel abaie evi den
indicateédsstbatf 88peaerfaCtH¥elagt L metovaceéed whe;
analyzed as an assemblage can date the period
1900i.1wearrant s a -Speagief i3c,salk®te sistmendtehsss t @wanlvsiok é | y
regquitrag ea 4S nii tdiegvaetlioopnmiebntt h o argphadcdB st@io m naarld ti f act s
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|l nst
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wer e
found

23 Si t(eAj2BB)

231 Record of
Si twears2 i

(Ma B, SDMaB) The

archaeocdtogi calbhs end w
UB7TaPmldt e st

wi t yP@m P38

encountered,
dur i3n ga stshees sSrteang e

Fi

desch td uUrii

t he

nds

ng t

est
ite tOhM
i th

CHVWelv aolfu &ttha dsd ictoiorepmoale  t

It

survey within

Wor k

sixst3eRIWjpp f6 BlEt t-@a n aodfi aEu r
i n Aa ttort@s daorfeisltac ch we ree

includieeidndop dt (sf olrs atnlden Be sntoe rtrh eaarsd er n

t hese
topsoi l (Lot 1) over a
A totltl®dBukdnadi an artif

greyish

acts

anndase qgueme | Bh ec osmbrianteidgr aphy

uni t Theesnhi Uniat sfigrel tdh e essii t

parts, r

comprised a
yel l owi sh

br ow

wer e abéeleaktsedweéneé

in theNof iaa@ldd tGoonntaalc tPrmeat eri als associated wit|
wer e enchoquunatnetrietdati ve summary of t heTarb#feai ned
and the findst adAlep pheud iyR edtodcBur@®ema® ENol d oa l
faunal remains were encountered
Tabl@Si tilQu2antitative Summary of Artif e
. . . % of
Class Material Object Group Object Name Freq. Assemb
Coar se H Agricul tu
Acti vi Earthenw Horti cul { Flower P 5 2. BEh
Activities Tot al 3 2.869
Bri ck Construct.i Brick (Ung¢ 1 0. 959
Ferrous Har dewar Nai |l 5 4. 7679
Archite Gl as s Wi ndow GI Sheet 20 19. 05
Mort ar Constructi Foundati on 1 0. 9509
Architectural Tot al 27 25. 71
Coarse § Ceramic S Storage (Un 6 5 7109
Eart henw Containe 9 )
Tabl ewar i
Il ronsto Tabl ewar (Unident i 3 2.86
Pearl wa Tabl ewar Taplewar 3 2. 8629
(Unidentii
Refined Eq Tabl ewar LI 9 8.57F¢
(Uni dentii
Foodwa Stonewar e Ceramlc_ < Storage (Un 1 0. 95¢
Containe
Ceramic S i
Stonewal € Containe Storage (Un 1 0.95
Whi t ewa Tabl ewar Ta_blewa_r 4 2 40.00
(Uni dentii
Yel | owwa Tabl ewar Ta.blewa.r 2 1.90¢
(Uni dentii
Foodways Tot al 67 63.81
. Smoking Pipe Bow 1 0. 959
Per son White ClI Pipe Ste 1 0. 959
Personal Tot al 2 1.900¢9
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PIF#BOQO7 2316



Stage 2 Archaeol ogical Assessment 19
Guel ph ARI O Lands (Guelph Turfgrass Inst
Class Material Object Group Object Name Freq L
) As s emb
Mi scel |l an .
Ferrous Mi scel |l an (Unidenti . vo U9
Strappin 2 1.9009
unelass Gl ass Gl ass Stor a Bottle (Uni L Y
Storage (Un 2 1.900¢9
Uncl adsief iTot al 6 5. 719
Grand Tot al 105 100.0
Thartidaaemblaage consmatedisalbes matetdy wofth foodyv
(63.81%) and architectural f uncetxihdrmbsit(ddm.c®el %)f
burning mat ihamt aftehich weAet dtalgmehdedF Cer :
could be at | east marginally dated based on tt
The chronological significancenTablllehe diagnos
Tablilsi tilAnal ysi s of Diagnostic Arti f a
Class Material Object Name Datable Attribute Freqg. Date Range
Architectural Ferrous Nail Cut Nalil 4 ca. 18301890
Coarse Red Storage
Earhenware (Unidentifiable) Lozl Glke el
Ironstone Tableware Plain 2 18408 20th century
(Unidentifiable) Transfer (Blue) 1 18408 20th century
Pearlware Tableware Plain 2 ca. 17801830s
(Unidentifiable) ShellEdge (General)] 1 ca. 17801 1830s
Storage . )
Stoneware (Coarse (Unidentifiable) Albany Slip 1 1805 1920
; Storage . )
Stoneware (Fine) (Unidentifiable) Albany Slip 1 1805 1920
Annular (Blue '
Banded) 1 1840 early 1900s
Flow Transfer (Blue)| 2 ca. 1845 early 1900s
Flow Transfer 1 ca. 18511868
Foodways (Mulberry)
Painted (Late Palette) 1 ca. 18301870
Plain 22 ca. 1830present
Tabl ShellEdge (General)] 2 ca. 18301890s
Whiteware ableware Sponge (AlOver) 2 ca. 18401900s
(Unidentifiable) Spria Moulded
prig Moulde ca. 18501950
(Blue)
Stamped 5 ca. 1840kearly 20th
century
Transfer (Black) 1 ca.18301840s
Transfer (Blue) 5 ca. 1830present
Transfer (Brown) 1 ca. 18301880s
Transfer (PinkRed) 1 €a.18301850
Tableware .
Yellowware (Unidentifiable) Plain 2 ca. 1842present
Unclassifiable Glass Bottle (Unidentifiable) Pontil Mark 1 pre-1870
Total 61

Archaeological Research Associates L



Stage 2 Archaeol ogical Assessment 20
Guel ph ARI O Lands (Guelph Turfgrass Inst

The diagnostic assembl age i nkcdtuwednrn -d@gatnhdeal iaé¢ ey
19%entury, and quamd i $i @t boif treetyaivesr d 9encount er

Curtai | g eperesentced amarcd timel tledt aryafoemy sfic
and transfer ironstone, Al bany slip Psrie@B8@&war e
ceramics (e.g., ppeasreinwar ea)l bwerne i al snotHh30d esse
ceramic types (e.g., transfer, stamped, spong

di agnosti c a¥rlt8i7Blasard dtahtee dc o nbsepdaeesr saed molna o as a
atibeoesally date from the early 1800s to the

Nocul tural features onistlr CHtVUr avlerel e demtt s fo fe d
areaasst of act caopnpceeanrt rtact itben | ocat ed i ns tdfe tcleat
scafThienventory of théodotbmensategy 1recomndl uded
presenAtpepde Midm XThi s i nveantaougntiintcd bufdveds h e a thansed
phot ogmdapmappmi ng materials. associated with the

232 Analysis and Conclusions

The r es Slttagyeo f2 talses e s s memd mpruigayesda a mdat diSfi ft les &

EurC@anadian artifacts generally datTihmg tfif@amtt
assembl age consmatedi plrd mass 6o yi atfed wi th f ood\
architectural fNoncda d ointsComM&ab cTRPMMesour ces wer

Stratisqurggelsyt s t hat the sidwelhmtk ags irtefl garted vwed s
evidence of sigmintiecahe diepbasesiabvadoiciedord r t @ ep ma t ¢
and recent | andscaping.

Pr el i micrkagrryoeubnedar ch i ndi cates that SiagcmapRefiel |
by Henry Sanders in 1861 and H.J. Sanders in
t he Sanders farmhouse was | ocated along Victo
inaccuratelAeriapr ¢ sneamgtesd famfm rlmM 5t4h atn dt Hi9% 6p ar |
comprised an agricultural 'teatMapuSiDndlatphe )s e
Based on the diagnostic artifacts mentioned &
res«ararmd the finds from the preXRAuprapchazsol
principal ti me frame of o8c3cll p.d@hieomviaot abhe 81

suggesSistretela & sheentrsemai ns of eithlkereaad oe mal idsohr
refuse deposit p ot bkeeatribaaleldyecr csis 3 B icfti @am neadt i wint ha p p e
to haveeackyaamloidert ury

eval uated against t heS&QsMTEr 2@41)aatd o bhte 1
tional guSaaticen BHEMIIdi®dtihi:e§ hel abdie evi den
catesstbatfaBbpaef CH¥lIly, at | east 20 art.
y

—_—— 5

zed as an assenibloacgceu pcaatni odna toef tthhee pseirtieo di

i.t erdanwar a -Sgeaagief i3c,salt®te sistmeing iubnlosleeqauri rief t
I tigation.Adft hdegd |l o prGodid iaitcm o aeatitsi P rae
ered, the CHVI ofetal sattcodpioneaad disthioawn all

ing the Stage 3 assessment.

.t r n
e 4 m
t r d

Qmmr—\m—'mg
S @

CB,...@:JO_I
-‘eg)gmo.o_m

Archaeological Research Associates L



Stage 2 Archaeol ogical Assessment 21
Guel ph ARI O Lands (Guelph Turfgrass Inst

2.4 Si 4(eAj-BB)

241 Record of Finds

Sitwasdei denti fied during test

propbapyDyap The
archaeol ogilcoaclat malt enroiralhswe st
nf an ma

Centre

of

t he

dr

picesturatyeparthi
si te 7c3o0nxs i3sBDwv (®MEBEt tCarn aafi abur
veway

andeamoegethr ¢ v @l 2T Sgnltaisfsact s

I
remanenrse obser7Pd8d®PswilitB&@m2t st uni t182) TAhest nUnhi &l
field designation 4fTohret triteapihgy t ®o nvparsi sFe dh des proe d i
| oam itlo p(sLoo t 1) over a greyish yell owish brow
| ayfyderot 3)
A total «€fanad0aBuraot i flaakh er amearey awmred leyad isesd wenm e
in thdguaet@e)}saammary off atchtes rbeyt aciTradstiQecaapipie & rhe
finds are fuAppemdBdcRen26d &8 omal and faunal rer
encountered, iaghadt snpamheh |bodh efsr, These are f
Appercdi Red @Giaad
TablaSid4ilQuantitative Summary of Artif e
. . . % of
Class Material Object Group Object Name Freq. Assemb
é:oarse el Agriculture or Horticulture Flower Pot 49 5.27%
arthenware
Activities Ferrous Agriculture or Horticulture Wire Fencing 4 0.43%
Barn Equipment Horseshoe Nail 1 0.11%
Activities Total 54 5.81%
Brick Construction Material Brick (Unglazed) 31 3.33%
Concrete Construction Material Foundation Material 3 0.32%
Architectural Ferrous Hardware Nail 87 9.35%
Glass Window Glass Sheet 326 35.05%
Mortar Construction Material Foundation Material 10 1.08%
Architectural Total 457 49.14%
Coarse Red Ceramic Storage Storage
Earthenware Container (Unidentifiable) = T
Alcohol Beverage 9
Glass Glass Storage Container Bottle 60 6.45%
Jar 1 0.11%
Cup 1 0.11%
Ironstone Tableware Tableware
(Unidentifiable) L S
. Tableware
Foodways Porcelain Tablevare (Unidentifiable) 1 0.11%
, Tableware o
Refined Earthenware Tableware (Unidentifiable) 2 0.22%
Ceramic Storage Storage
SITETER (CTEE) Container (Unidentifiable) L BLkRD
, Tableware o
Whiteware Tableware (Unidentifiable) 18 1.94%
Tableware 8
Yellowware Tableware (Unidentifiable) 33 3.55%
Foodways Total 191 20.54%
June 2017 Archaeological Research Associates L
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Stage 2 Archaeol ogical Assessment 29
Guel ph ARI O Lands (Guelph Turfgrass Inst

. . . % of
Class Material Object Group Object Name Freqg. Assemb
Bolt 1 0.11%
Furnishings Ferrous Hct;\rdv.vare Washer 1 0.11%
Glass Lighting Oil Lamp 52 5.59%
Furnishings Total 54 5.81%
Glass Grooming and Hygiene Toiletry Bottle 1 0.11%
Personal Shell Apparel Button 1 0.11%
Personal Total 2 0.22%
Clinker Miscellaneous Scrap Material 1 0.11%
Coal Miscellaneous Scrap Material 45 4.84%
Scrap Metal 5 0.54%
Ferrous Miscellaneous Strapping 1 0.11%
B Wire 1 0.11%
Unclassifiable Alcohol Beverage 8 0.86%
. Bottle
Glass Glass Storage Container Storage

(Unidentifiable) 99 10.65%
Slag Miscellaneous Scrap Material 12 1.29%

Unclassifiable Total 172 18.49%

Grand Total 930 100.00%

hart iafdaembl age conmagdrtiesissoci maed!| wi oh ar chit
49. 14%), foodways functions (20. 549%)r tainfda authsc
1. 6elxX4)i evi dénce of bur ni nigncdrudhea@gt sdlatge r(ant=ila
rick (rmmgmendmrmd y(fni-dr & mitleddr 0 f fha ®ils coblLl d be at
arginally dat ed based on t he presence of
hronol ogical significance ofTatbh¥® di agnostic

Tabl35i tiAndal ysi s of Diagnostic Artif a

Class Material Object Name Datable Attribute Freqg. Date Range
Activities Ferrous Wire Fencing Staple (WireCut) 3 post1876
. Brick Brick (Unglazed Yellow Brick 1 1850 early 1900s
Architectural Ferrous Nl Cut Nail 19 ca. 18301890
Wire Nall 58 ca. 1890present
CloEhse (R Storage (Unidentifiable) Lead Glaze 5 pre-1900
Earthenware
Glass Jar Crown Masons Jar) 4 1865 1925
(General)
Cup Ceramic Cup 1 ca. 18601880
Ironstone - — - "
Tableware (Unidentifiable) Plain 1 18403 20th century
Foodways Porcelain Tableware (Unidentifiable) Plain 1 ca. 1768present
SIELELE Storage (Unidentifiable) Albany Slip 1 18051920
(Coarse)
. . - Plain 14 ca. 1830present
Whiteware Tableware (Unidentifiable s (Cra) n 1830 present
. . Plain 10 ca. 1842present
Yellowware Tableware (Unidentifiable) el >3 ca. 18501930
Crimped Lamp
Furnishings Glass Oil Lamp Chimney (Machine 1 1879 present
Made)

Archaeological Research Associates L



Stage 2 Archaeol ogical Assessment

Guel ph ARI O Lands (Guelph Turfgrass Inst 23
Class Material Object Name Datable Attribute Freq. Date Range
. . 1870 mid-20th
Personal Glass Toiletry Bottle Milk Glass 1 century
Embosse(_:I/PIatlng 1 1750 present
Lettering
. - Machine Made
Unclassifiable Glass Storage (Unidentifiable) (Modern Non 1 pOSE1908
Owens)
Mould Blown 1 19th century1920
Solarized 1 1880 ca.1920
Total 148

The diagnostic ansusnelngorl agei i vttt své@chrmd@ehen tmi rdy

and tB8temtdury. The predominance of wire nail
occupation wals8 9p0r,i nbaurti stylpgp ocskt amaielag | i er st ar
stapl es-1f8r7&m ap st supeotrar v datte. 1Phe ceramic
primarily of whitewares and yell owwporscel diun
wer e al so dperceosreantti.veThset yl es f al l primarily be
including a Crown Masons Jar, oi |l l amp gl ass

support a dat e theettwe eyn atnhdke ethhtddd sepadr 9 tyhie?l @croantsi o n
othe assembl age asganeaevthall ley ndiditde0 dfisrtnot Hdh Gt Bhee

Nocul tural features ontistlr CHtVUr avlerel e demitts fo fed
areast iofact @prmpearmntradtte dore nl d he northern and e
al though | arge portions ofomdiengites ecaorudd eanoj
Thienventory of t hfeodotchiime ngiatreg ireciomadl uded i n
i Appemdi Khi s invengaoawnti hadfu dieses tf@isealrdp hot ogr a|
mapping materials associated with the project

242 Analysis and Conclusions

The r esblttaggeof2 talses e a8 m&oa repsrdigggeessrtaittzeé ¢ scatt e
EurC@anadian artifacts geh&0®md Iyicl®®Wehmg t f f amt t
assembl age consmastteerd ap rsi naasrsiolcyi adfed with arch
foodways Dubd®) ommdi( fainacd | e f uSntcrtaitoisgsrgayElsdt. 4 9t%)
the site has a relatively moderate | evel of i

Pr el i nmicrkagrryoeubnedar ch i ndi cates that Siacec udpifed |
by Henry SandeMcQuinl 11a8n6 1i,n PL87 7 and Mi chael W
available historical maps, the earlier Mc Qui
South, but this | ocation may have been inaccui
idepicted iateéhei cimmedy of Shuiel t4,b evthweern miagd/ 7 h
Aerial i mages from 1954 andot@6 @domendvitahtme t 1 at
of thHvwapsi S® Map 4) .

Basen t he di
reseamadht he
t

principal

ostic artifacts mentioned abov
ds from the preXkRAuprapachazsol
frame of 08c5087p.d thie o afhd re telve d®i

June 2017 Archaeological Research Associates L
PIF#B 007 2916



Stage 2 Archaeol ogical Assessment o4
Guel ph ARI O Lands (Guelph Turfgrass Inst
suggestSs t ¢rhegtr etslkeent $ emai ns of a demol i

Mi ¢ hdaells hs mmslequentSidamecummantosn. appearafs te

demol ition

shed S
0 h & e e

of the strulctteumriyeu i n the second hal

When evaluated against t heS&QsMTEr 2@4119atd o bhte 1
additional guSaeaatnicen BHEMITIAd®dtizhi:68§ hel abhie evi den
indicatesstbatf 88peenf Celablty20atarti facts were
anal yzed as an assemblage can date the period
1900 4wearrant s a -Spgagief i3c,puteaessmesntunbl saqui feth
at®g4 mitigation of development | mpacts
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Stage 2 Archaeol ogical Assessment

Guel ph ARI O Lands (Guelph Turfgrass Inst 25
3.0 RECOMMENDATIONS
The Stage 2 aedseéessmbet sueseksf ul rel ocation o

Contact Site 5 from th&€apraadyianu Si d®€s €s vmwernutp ya
t hey beawe combi-ocenmp as eCminlt Riica -Caamad di&E tarno S8i8t)e. 2 (
Simil aCoéyt a®PreFi ndspots 7 and 8 from the prev
EurC@anadi an Si-d @mplo ne&o miradi -Gannda dE tarnoH®8 7 . 1 (
Si les 2 and 4 were found to be of further CHVI
di scovered at Site 3 and Findspots 1, 2 and 6

deposits of i mited sigmiohiscpmwe.i dBadsed drhet
assessment report, additional testing around

After evaluating the results from the previou
of K MTZ0 114 BMRA has determined that Site 3 a
are of no further CHVI. As was the case in th
were found withinLbbiEC)Aeogunrtithee@r d o alkt m RT3t  t e

Given the significance of the Archaic remains
Tur f Grass Institute Site cannot be di smisse
accordingly, the site should be considered to

ARAr ecommeéera®s t1ge¢s 87 )Y Aj BB()A] H®I9O)Ajathbd t he Tur f Gr

Site -AZ7A)] Hilbe subjespetof StagesB8ssmeert, 2) Site
archaeol ogi cal assessment ,ot3)r e&gquidseot sr tlher2,
assessmeéileargel) area identified as 21i at sedsthe it

(WoAkea 7) be subj&thgeo2amsadsdsméemnhaihd coni
5) reemai nder odar debreo ta srseeggswsierde f urt her(Ma@ c haeol
Map; 18D Mahperséet ommendati ons weresienkeegmedtisy fto
advice to tAppeMITEBEpASEDdIdI x B) .

l mccordance wceéeésl abEgeCa pa/dpcraend o mi n@an d ¢gi a&Erur it
(MTQR® 14 anlad)p,r opr i atnmee tahsosde sfsomenxi tes 1, 2 and 4
excavatiosnr ats éPgpobh d@Pcot€bonrt act sit esewhaeatet itthi
the | evel of CHVI will resul t4 Tihni sa woeucl odmmennvdoal
excavat itersto furmMprtnt eartv alA RaAc racmnds CtAlGda nadidti et ieoxntaeln
testamountsing to at | eaaglt 4O %aodddhef ginde gy
not provide enough information on which to ba
not pr oceded tthoe nSttalgee@e 't at e@opnrtfabeots tsi t es wher e
evidenhet havel of CHVI will resultdishaulreeche
utilized. This would tiemwvtol wrei ttsheate xxabvadms omt ®
concendamadtiitamnal test wunits agwoiudntumigt ttoo taal |
interest.

Given that neither CAGI raalrd | AdRrAt n\edascet csa bt edt wi
LodiC of tGQreasTsurifnsti-210)Y e ASRAes dtAheithenhdst unit
be condaxdlemolradteeadt i on i n order to adequately
Section 3.2.1 SRuEsMaX0 hEt SidAddgeofa tthSeP canmnmet tlbe c
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Guel ph ARI O Lands (Guelph Turfgrass Inst 26

extant trees and,tahses adielgtyeodn draBcot-£ bosry at hhms iet e s
it | sewilckantl yt hat the | evemmerddaLtHVdn wti ¢4 preceilc
should be utilized. hbstwetul éachvokypedretshtd ueng ctas
atl@m intervéle adaredbdomoacli temounming to at | ea:
grid unit totaThe nexaaawast iodn imdsuletss .from t he
to determine i f any adadiot ifauralh etre stteisntg nigs svinaru
iitd ear that thearreepoctueadt épcati on

Regardl ess of the slplectidgtc wsnirtas emgys te mpd oe/xeada v
at teesfirst ,andmabfssmhsoi be screened throug

no greater than 6 mm. I f a potenti al cul tur al
mu st be recorded and geotextile fabric must

(MTZ011:49). Section 3. 2. 2 uGuiudalli Mme ald ugtest am
during a Stage 3 assessment only i f the infor)

against a Stage 4 mitigation of development i

Regar dli aggeé har ea i dentgi ftihed pa ® vd ioutsAlrradsats tE/e)ds umreinr
addi tSitce?geeh s sessment mu s t be cond2.cil1 edf&iGBhac c

(MTZ011328Biven that the area consi stsi tpriismar
recommended tshuartv etyh emett ehsotd poiet ut i | i zZA@dde stto padm
survey iOnMbewiviall mé required due to the proxi mi
of archaeol olgfi caVvi deotceent 0ol subsurfacei tdiisg ur |
recommended that a combination of visual i nsp:
extents of any disturbe@. ar 83& GsMThCa c2cOdrdd d8r8c) e\
test pit mu s t be excavaft esdub ndiol ,atandatshe trmhes
examined for stratigraphy, potenti al features
mu st be scrmeswd ht harnouagpher t ur emno f a nndo egxraenait neerd
archaeol ogi.dalk c had celrd qil csa l materi al s ar e enc
documented and intensification may be require
|t i s requested that OrmtiariroepPulil ibce Reengtiesrteedr

Reportas provided f oOntiamr i e cHteiran aggs=. IAcdaf. t he
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4.0 ADVICE ON COMPLIANCE WITH LEGISLATION

Section
the proponent and approval authority in the
( MTZO0 1 Bi:l 2.

B&EBrs®quifredhet hat the following inform

T This report is submitted to the Minister c
l icensing in accorOhdmce owiHtelR .RZarg@®. . VA&t @ 0T, hted «
report i s reviewed to ensured ghadeltne® mpl
i ssued by the Minister, and that the archa
ensure the conservation, protection and pr
When all matters rel atn ntghd opragjcencate od roga ca@
proposal have been addMEGS ead Iteot ttehre wsialtli shfe:
ministry stating t hat t her e ar e no furth
archaeol ogical siteesntby the proposed devel

T I't is an offence undoenrt aSd oot iHkews tAfypgamPpatdc Y
than a |icensed archaeologist to make any
remove any artifact or ot her ipvhiytsyi cfarl o ne vti hde
unt il such time as a |icensed archaeol ogi s
site, submitted a report to the Minister s
val ue or i nterest, anidn tthhee rCenptoarrti oh aPsubl e
Archaeol ogy Reports refDetnedot dlernt 8get Ao

T Should previously undocumented archaeol ogi
new archaeol ogical site (aln)d @hhtearheefoo rHee rsi ut baj ge
The proponent or person discovering the ar
the site i mmedi at el y and engage a | icens
archaeol ogical fieldwod&,( lI)dndfamipba Harciet avg

T Archaeol ogi cal sites recommended for furt
remain subject tOnSaectooreddt bhdy AHAOt the al
have artifacts r emowead ofnr chro | tdh enmg, aenx ae cth ake

T Thé&uner al , Buri al and Z0@nat $0@q  SPB&L casy A:

person discovering human remains must not.
Cemeteries at t heeMivnicsetsrry of Consumer
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