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Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment
Downtown Streetscapin@ity ofBrantford [

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Under a contract awarded@ctober2019, Archaeological Research Associates Icatried out a

Stage 1 assessmeanttlandswith the potential to be impacted llye Downtown Streetscaping

projectin the City of Brantford Ontaria The project involvesmprovements to Dalhousie and

Colborne Streetbetween Brant Avenue/lcomm Drive to west of Puleston Streewel as
improvements tdrant Avenue/lcomm Drive, King Street, Queen Street, Market Street/Square,
Charlotte Street and Clarence Street between Dalhousie and Colborne Bieatssessmentas

completed as a component of a SchedGl®é Muni ci pal Cl ass ESi r onme
report documents the background research and potential modelling involvedniaestigation
andpresents conclusions and recommendations pertaining to arafiaabmncerns.

The Stage 1 assessment was conductediuigust2020 under Project Information For#P007
11302020. The investigation encompassed the entirety of the prigieds including the subject
thoroughfares as well as the intervenipgpperties All field observations were made from
accessible public areas; accordingly, no permissions were required for propertyAtdtessme
of assessment, tletudyarea comprised mixture of roadway platformsjdewalks parking lots,
drivewaysand laneways, grassed and treed areaspantsl ofa wide variety of residentigbublic
and commercial properties.

The Stage 1 assessmetgtermined that the study area comprised a mixturareés of
archaeological potentidnd areas of no archaeoliogl potential It is recommended thall
identified areas of archaeological potentiat could be impacted by the projeet ubject to a

Stage 2 property assessment in accordance with Section 2.126fith@tandards and Guidelines

for Consultant Arbaeologists Given that the areas of archaeological potential consist of both
upper layers and lower layers, it is recommended that both test pit survey and deeply buried survey
methods be utilized to complete the assessment

The identified areas of no archaeologipatential do not require additional assessment. If the
detail design process results in the determination that project impacts are required within any of
the identified areas of archaeological potential, then no ground alterations or development of any
kind may occur until the Stage 2 assessment is complete, a recommendation that the lands require
no further archaeological assessment is made, and the associated report is entered into the Ontario
Public Register of Archaeological Reports.
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1.0 PROJECT CONTEXT
1.1 Development Context

Under a contract awarded in October 20A8chaeological Research Associates LIARA)

carried out a Stage 1 assessment of lands with the potential to be impactdte by
Downtown Sreetscaping projectn the City of Brantford, Ontario The project involves
improvements to Dalhousie and Colborne Streets between Brant Avenue/lcomm Drive to west of
Puleston Streets well as improvements Byant Avenue/lcomm Drive, King Street, Quegineet,

Market Street/Square, Charlotte Street and Clarence Street between Dalhousie and
Col borne Streets. The assessment was compl ete
Class Environmental AssessmdiiA). This report documents the background research and
potential modelling involved in th@vestigationand presents conclusions and recommendations
pertaining to archaeological concerns.

The subject study aréad p r o | ecorsistd oamrreegularly-shapedoarcelof landwith atotal
areaof 27.58 ha (Map 1). This parcelextends for approximate8.2 km alongDalhousie Street
between Brant Avenue afast east of th®alhousie Street/Colborne Street East junction, 2.2 km
along @lborne Street tgust east of the Dalhousie Street/Colborne Street East jun&i@nm
along Brant Avenu¢o Icomm Driveandapproxinmately 122 m along King Street, Queen Street,
Market Street/SquareCharlotte Street and Clarence Stréetween Dalhousie Street and
Colborne Streetlt is generally bounded by mixture of residential, public and commercial
properties to the north andwh, Puleston Street to the east and the Grand River to the west
In legal terms, the studgreafalls on part ofthe Plan of the City of Brantford and partladt C,
Concessior in the Geographic Township &rantford former BrantCounty.

The Stagel assessmenwvas conductedn August2020 underProject Information FormR|F)
#P00711302020. Theinvestigation encompassed the entirety of the prdgects including the
subject thoroughfares as well as the intervening propefiilfeeld observations were made from
accessible public areas; accordingly, no permissions were required for property &tcess.
compliance with the objectives set outSection 1.0 of the 201%tandards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologis{$&Gs) thisinvestigation vas carried out in order to:

1 Provide information concerning the geography, history and current land condition of the
study area;

Determine the presence of known archaeological sites in the study area;

Present strategies to mitigate projespacts to such sites, if they are located,;

Evaluate in detail the archaeological potential of the study area; and

Recommend appropriate strategies for Stage 2 archaeological assessosm,af all of

the study area has archaeological potential.

= =4 =4 =9

TheMinistry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries (MHSTE#sked to review the

results and recommendations presented herein and enter the report into the Ontario Public Register
of Archaeological Report#ARA did not engage with any Indigenous groups over the course of

the subject investigation.

Novembef021 Archaeological Research Associates Ltd.
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1.2 Historical Context

After a century of archaeological work in southern Ontario, scholarly understanding of the
historical usage of tharea has become very wdkveloped. With occupation beginning in the

Palaeo period approximately 11,000 years ago, the greater vicinity of the study area comprises a
complex chronology of Indigenous and Ex@anadian histories. Sectidn2.1 summarizes the
regionds settl ementl2hdoduwment swhtelree ast USckeyc t a roema
land usesMultiple previous archaeological reports containing relevant background information

were obtained during the research component of the study. These reports are summarized in
Sectionl.3.3 and the references (including title, author and PIF number) appear in Se@tion

1.2.1 Settlement History
1.2.1.1 Pre-Contact

The PreContact history of the region is lethg and rich, and a variety of Indigenogsups
inhabited the landscape. Archaeologists generally divide this vibrant history into three main
periods: Palaeo, Archaic and Woodland. Each of these periods comprise a range of discrete sub
periods characterized by identifiable trends in materialceilhnd settlement patterns, which are
used to interprgbastlifeways. The principal characteristics of these-pebods are summarized

in Tablel.

Table 1: Pre-Contact Settlement History
(Wright 1972; Ellis and Ferris 1990; Warrick 2000; Munson and Jamieson 2013)

Sub-Period Timeframe Characteristics
Gainey, Barnes and Crowfietdhditions; Small bands; Mobile hunters and
Early Palaeo 9000 8400 BC gatherers; Utilization of seasonal resources and large territories;

Flutedprojectiles
Holcombe, HiLo and Lanceolatbiface traditions; Continuing mobility;

Late Palaeo 8400 7500 BC Campsite/WayStation sites; Smaller territories are utilized; Nbried
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 and chisels)
Stemmed (Kirk, Stanly/Neville), Brewerton sidand cornemnotched traditions;
Middle Archaic 6000 2500 BC Reliance on local resources; Populationcreasing; More ritual activities; Full
ground and polished tools; Nsinkers common; Earliest copper tools
Narrow Point (Lamoka), Broad Point (Genesee) and Small Point
Late Archaic 2500900 BC (CrawfordKnoll) traditions; Less mobility; Use dish-weirs; True cemeteries
appear; Stonpipes emerge; Londistance trade (marirghells and galena)
Meadowood tradition; Crude cordughened ceramics emerge; Meadowoo
cache blades and sig®tched points; Bands of up to 38gple
Saugeen tradition; Stamped ceramics appear; Saugeen projectile points;
Middle Woodland 400 BA AD 600 | spall scrapers; Seasonal settlements and resource utilizatiompRssthearths
middens, cemeteries and rectangular structures identified
Princess Point tradition; Cord roughening, impressed lines and punctate d
AD 600G 900 on pottery; Adoption of maize horticulture at the western end of Caltario;
Ov al houses and 06i ncides; ¥illagedwith 5 pepibl¢

Early Woodland 900400 BC

Middle/Late
Woodland Transition|

Late Woodland AD 90Gi 1300 Glen Meyer traditionSettled villagdife based on agriculture; Small villages

(Early) (0.4ha) with 75 200 people andi% longhouses; Seriermanent settlements

Late Woodland AD 1300 1400 Uren and Middleport traditions; Classic longhouses emerge; Larger villag

(Middle) (1.2ha) with up to 600 people; More permanent settlements (30 years)
Novembef021 Archaeological Research Associates Ltd.
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Sub-Period Timeframe Characteristics

PreContact Neutral tradition; Larger villages (h&); Examples up to tsa with
AD 1400'1600 2,500 people; Extensive croplands; Also hamlets, cabins, camps and ceme
Potential tribal units; Furade begins cd.580; European trade goods appeg

Late Woodland
(Late)

Although lroquoiarspeaking populations tended to leave a much more obvious mark on the
archaeological record and are therefore emphasized in the Late Woodland entrieg aingste,

be understood that Algonquiapeaking populations also represented a significant presence in
southern Ontario. Due to the sustainability of their lifeways, archaeological evidence directly
associated with the Anishinaabeg remains elusive, pentigavhen compared to sites associated

with the more sedentary agriculturalists. Many artifact scatters in southern Ontario were likely
camps, chipping stations or processing areas associated with the more mobile Anishinaabeg,
utilized during their travelalong the local drainage basins while making use of seasonal resources.
This part of southern Ontario represents the ancestral territory of various Indigenous groups, each
with their own land use and settlement pattern tendencies.

1.2.1.2 PostContact

The arrival of European explorers and traders at the beginning of theehiury triggered
widespread shifts in Indigenodseways and set the stage for the ensuing Himoadian
settlement process. Documentation for this peri@bisdant, ranging from the first sketches of
Upper Canada and the written accounts of early explayetstailed township maps and lengthy
histories. The Postontact period can be effectively discussed in terms of major historical events,
and the principl characteristics associated with these events are summarizaiole2.

Table 2: PostContact Settlement History
(Smith 1846; Sutherland 1869; Coyne 1895; Lajeunesse 1960; Johnston 1964; Mika 1972; Ellis and
Ferris 1990; Surteesl994; AO2015H

Historical Event Timeframe Characteristics
Bralé explores southern Ontario in 1610/11; Champlain travels through in
and 1615/1616, making contact with a number of Indigenous groups (inclu
the Algonquin, HuroANendat and other First Nations); European trade god
become increasingly commamd begin to put pressure on traditional industr

Conflicts between various First Nations during the Beaver Wars result i
numerous population shifts; European explorers continue to documenédhe

and many Indigenous groups trade directly with the French and English

Early Exploration | Early 17" century

Increased Contact | Mid- to late 11

B century 60TIGe eat Peace of Montreal 6 treaty
First Nations and New France in 1701

Growth and spread of the fur trade; Peace between the French and Englis|
Fur Trade Early to mid the Treaty of Utrecht in 1713; Ethnogenesis ofNtéis; Hostilities between

Development 18" century French and British | ead to the S

in 1760

Royal Proclamatiorof 1763 recognizes the title of the First Nations to the la

- . W Numerous treaties subsequently arranged by the Crown; First land cessior]
) Crale) gL ey the new protocols is the Seneca surrender of the west sideNibtigra River

in 1764; The Niagara Purchase (Treaty 381) in 1781 included this areg

Novembef021 Archaeological Research Associates Ltd.
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Historical Event

Timeframe

Characteristics

Loyalist Influx

Late 18" century

United Empire Loyalist influx after the American Revolutionary War (1775

1783); British develop interior communication routes and acquire additior

lands; Between the Lakes Purchase completed with the Mississaugas in

and confirmed in 1792 (Treaty 3)aldimand Proclamation of 1784 grants la

to Six Nations (the Haldimand Tract), clarified by the Simcoe Patent (Trea
in 1793;Constitutional Acof 1791 creates Upper and Lower Canada

County Developmen

Late 18"to early
19" century

Became part of York Countyds 6
LinconCountyds O6First Riding6 ii6aftha 7
Hal di mand Tract to the Crown in 1

Oxford County and Haldimand County in 17%8rt of Halton County,
Oxford County and Wentworth County in 1816; Brant County created thiter,
abolition of the district system in 1849

Township Formation

Late 18"to early
19" century

Brant | eased some of t he Slesin NV&% i
First settlers |l ocated along Fa

I. Fairchild, J. Filer, I. Whiting and Major Westbrook; In 1810, only J. Stalts
E. Burrell lived in the area that would become the Town of Brantford; T. Pe
was he first pioneer in the western part of the township; Town plot for
Brantford surrendered to the Crown in April 1830; Surveyed by L. Burwell
Summer 1830; Brant s | eased | ands

Township
Development

Mid-19"to early
20" century

In 1841, the population of the Township of Brantford was 5,199; By 1846
total of 23,486 ha had been taken up, with 17,107 ha under cultivation
Contained six grist mills and six saw mills at that time; Population reached
by 1861; Traversed by the Buffalo, Brantford & Goderich Railway (1854/18
the Harrisburg & Brantford Railway (1871), the Brantford, Norfolk & Port
Burwell Railway (1876)the Brantford, Waterloo & Lake Erie Railway (1889
the Toronto, Hamilton & Buffalo Rilway (1895)the Grand Valley Railway
(1903),the Brantford & Hamilton Electric Railway (1908) and the L&kie &
Northern Railway (1916); Principal communities at Mt. Pleasant, Mt. Vern
Paris, Cainsville, Langford and Brantford

1.2.2 Past andPresent Land Use

1.2.2.1 Overview

During PreContact and Early Contact times, the vicinity of the study area would have comprised

a mixture of coniferous trees, deciduous trees and open buidigenous communities would have
managed the landscape to some degdPeging the early 19 century, EureCanadian settlers

arrived in the area and began to clear the forests for agricultural and settlement purposes. The study
area was located within the hist@iccommunity of Brantford.The land use at the time of

assessmnt can be classified as a mixture of infrastructural, public, residential and commercial.

1.2.2.2 Brantford

The Town of Brantford, named after Joseph Brant and the hmtoricv er cr os s i
was one of the most thriving commercial and manufacturing towns in the province during the

19" century. The Hamilton Road (latgZolborne Street) was opened in 1810, and it was
rehabilitated as a corduroy road to facilitdite transportation of troops and supplies in 1812. Parts

ng

of this road would subsequently be either planked or gravelled (Mika 197Bx\W)824, there
were already a few settlers living on the town site, and stores were kept bWikés,

S.V.R.Douglas Nathan Gage, William Dutton and A. Huntington. Tingt mills in the area were
erected by Henry Sage and Marshal Lewis, which were taken over by Jedediah Jackson in 1830.

Novembef021
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After the surrender of the town plot in April 1830, the lots laid out by Bumwellr e s ol d fit o
settlers at an wupset pri ce Inaddition ® endsaes,publec per
auctions were held beginning on May 14, 1831 as a means to populate the new town
(Reville 1920:91).Tanneries, hotels, distilleriestdweries and grist mills were quick to follow.

The Grand River Navigation Company was chartered by an Act of Parliament in 1832, and the
canal was laid out in 1840 to facilitate the shipping of produce and goods (Mika 1872:xii; Irwin &
Burnham 1867:116). @borne Street was a major thoroughfare in the town, particularly due to the
fact that it formed part of the Hamilton Road, linking the major centres of Hamilton and London.
The south side of Colborne Street was more popular than the north, as it wasocdbee
GrandRiver Navigation Company canal and its key role in transporting goods (Reville 1920:86).

By 1846, the population of the Town of Brantford was roughly 2,000, and a wide variety of
industries were flourishing. The town had 3 physicians angesus, 4 lawyers, 3 grist mills,

1 carding machine and fulling mill, 1 foundry, 2 surveyors, 2 breweries, 4 distilleries, 21 stores,
1soap and candle factory, 14 taverns, 2 druggists, 1 printer, 12 groceries and many other
businesses at that time (SmitB456:18 19). Brantford also contained eight churches and chapels,
aFreCompany with an engine, and a weekly newspa
incorporated in July 1847 and had a population of approximately 10,000 by 18751OMxii).

Brantford was incorporated as a City in 1877.

1.2.2.3 Mapping and Imagery Analysis

I n order to gain a gener al undeonespatanhplarsikg o f t
historical settlement maps, one topographic map @melaerial image were examineiiring the
research component of the study. Specifically, the following resources were consulted:

1 TheBrantford TownshipPatent Plan (No Date) (AO 2015);

1 L.Burwelld Rlan of the Village of Brantfor¢(lL830) (AO 2015);

T M. Smi Map 6 sf the Town of Brantford Canada West (1852
(BrantMuseumandArchives;

1 G.C. Tremaind sSTr emai neds Ma p of t he Co (189 vy of
(OCHMP 2019);

T Page & Hustratech Bistorical Atlas of the County of Brant, Or(tl875)

(McGill University 2001)

H. BrBisi dé8$ Eye V(18&7%)(Ciyfof BEantfard 2017p r d

TheCity of Brantford, Canad§1892) Brant Museum and Archivgs

A topographic mafrom 1916 (OCUL 2®0); and

An aerial image from 1954 (University of TorontoZ2).

= =4 -8 -9

The limits of the study area are shown georeferenced versions of the consulted historical
resources iMap 2i Map 10.

The Brantford TownshigPatent Plan, initiated on a copy of an original suvieyy and updated
with patent information until the records were transferred to the Archives of Ordads,not

identify any patenteefor the subject lands'he planclearly illustratesColborne and Dalhousie
Streetsextendingfrom the intersectionof Dumfries Street (later Brant Avenuahd West Street

Novembef021 Archaeological Research Associates Ltd.
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(later Bridge Streetjo Stanley StreetMap 2). The swamp, noted in various eaHistories of
Brantford (e.g., Burwell 1830 and Reville 1920), is seen to the north of Nelson, Streahe
eastern study area boundary abuts the Mohawk Parsonage Lot to the south.

L. B u rPiareof thedvdlage of Brantford1830)identifies severatarly patentees of the lots

within the study areaap 3). King, Queen, Market, Charlot@nd ClarenceStreets are also all
depicted in their modern alignmeygsave for a section of Market Stréahd George Streetjhich
wasclosed andlevelopednto Market Square in 198€ity of Brantford 2017)The block between

Market, Dalhousie, George and Colborne Streets was designated as a Market and Municipal
Council area in this map, though an additional block between Canning StreeR &i&tavenusg,
Dalhousie, Peele and Colborne Streets was also given the same designation which may indicate
that these two blocks were alternative locations for the planned marketTaseanarket lot

between Market and George Streets was the location of the BrantfatdtNdad Town/City Hall

into the middle of the 20century.The western portion of the block between Clarence, Dalhousie,
Alfred and Colborne Streets is traversed by a tributary of the Grand River, which may indicate
why this section of the block was sefled for the J.A. Wilkes DistilleryMuch of the early
settlement appears to have been focused in the downtown area, with more sparse occupation of the
lots within the study area east of Clarence Street. Stanley Street had not yet been surveyed and the
lands east of Rawdon Street remained swampy at this time.

M. S miiap bfdhe Town of Brantford, Canada WE852)provides a visual representation

of the development within the lots of the study afeap 4). Notable buildings include the
Brantford Foundry(future site of the post office)ear the northern intersection of Queen and
Dalhousie Streets as well Bbenezer Chapel at the northeremsection of Market and Dalhousie
StreetsThe Market Square had been developed to a degree, with the Town Hall building situated
centrally within theblock The Union Foundry was situated south of Colborne Street, east of the
Charlotte Street intersectiaand the Morton Stone Potyefactory was located at thaorthern
intersection ofClarence and Dalhousie. The tributary of the Grand River depicted in the earlier
map appears to have been diverted tato channelsand directedo John Wilkes distillery ah
custom mil] respectivelyThe Nelson Hotel faces north onto Colborne Street near its intersection
with Alfred Street and a tavern is depicted South of Colborne Street between Canning and Peel
StreetsThe block between CanninBalhousie Peeland Colbone Streets remained reserved for

a market location at this tim@ppositethe additionaimarket location a hotel is depicted on the
northern corner of Peel and Colborne Straeith the Colborne Hotel located a block to the west
between Murray and BrocBtreets. By this timeStanley Street had been laid along the eastern
boundary of the Towreadingnortheastfrom ColborneStreet

Tremainesd6 Map of t he (@859)depicts thefexpBnsienroftthe Tadva na d a
of Brantford Map 5). TheBuffalo, Brantford & Goderich Railwafiater Buffalo & Lake Huron
Railway/Grand Trunk Railwaytraversed the town edstest to the north ahe study area. The

map does not show much in the way of details, though the eastern boundary of the town is depicted

as terminating along the Mohawk Parsonage Lot south of Colborne Street and along Stanley Street
north of Colborne Streethe eastern terinus of the study area partially extends along Colborne

Street east into the Mohawk Parsonage Lot and a property occupied by Ignatius Cockshutt to the
south and north, respectively.

Novembef021 Archaeological Research Associates Ltd.
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Page & IfustratédHterical Atlas of the County of Brant, O(i875) depicts a similar
landscape in the Town of Brantford as shown in the 1859 Map §). In addition to the Grand

Trunk Railway, the Brantford, Norfol& Port Burwell Railway traversed nortsouth through the

centre of town by this time. Lands south of Colborne Street and east of Stanley Street remained
under the ownership/occupation of tdlehawk Parsonage Lothe eastern terminus of the study
area continued to ext,adastructore is deficied &spdrtialty wwithis pr o
the project lands. Two additional structures are shown just to the north of the study area along
Cdborne Street Easthe detailed inset map indicates that the market stall had been added to the
west elevation of the town hall between Market and George Streets. The market lot between
Canning and Peel Streets depicts a drill shed on the north hadtddth Stanley Street continued

to serve ashe eastern town limit at altitime.

H.Brosiu¥Bi r d 6 s EBrantfokd (1&Ay pravilesfurther insight into development within
Brantford Map 7). Commercial buildings appear to dominate the study area west of Clarence
Street, while residential structures prevalil to the east. The market square block in which the town
hall and market stall are situatisdlanked on almost all sides by space set aside for carriages and
horsesWithin the additional market blocka¢ drill shed, indicated on theset of thel875 map,

is depicted as a oranda-half storey, gableoofed building on the south side of Daliste Street.
Various railways traversed the Town of Brantfardisettlement at the eastern extent of the study
area remained sparse, with Stanley Steatinuing tarepresent the eastern boundary of the town

The subsequel@i r d 6 s Emitledthe Citg of Brantford Canada(1892) is very similar to

the one from 1875, although the 1892 map is orientedirsmthth(Map 8). Many smoke stacks

dot the landscape amepresenthe various industrial operations in the city attime. Within the

study areaindustrial buildings are depicted on the block between Charlotte and Clarence Streets,
while west of Charlotte appearsore commercially oriented. East of Clarence Street continues to
be residential, though the block between Park Avenue and Peel Street that had a drill shed in the
1875 mapping has now transitioned into Alexandra Park with its modern layout.

The topograpic map from 1916 shows thestablishedtseet gridas well as the tributary of the
Grand River(Map 9). The Brantford Street Railway had been estaétisivithin the cityby this

time and traversed the project land$ie East Ward of the City, south of Colborne Street, was
beginning to encroach on the Mohawk Parsonageakandustrial operations were being moved

out of thedowntowncore. Residences are indicated along the east side of Stanley Street, north of
Colborne StreetNumerousstone otbrick (red) structures appear along the various thoroughfares
within the west ad central portions of the study area, while some wooden (black) structeres ar
visible along Stanley Street and Colborne Street &#ista brick yardio the immediate soutth

large brick structure abuts the western terminus of the study area whiclsréfledBrantford
Armouries that were completed in 1893 (@fBrantford2017). The armouries replaced the
residential and commercial buildings visible in this location in the 1852 and 1875 maps and was
originally commissioned for the B6Field Regimenbf the Royal Canadian ArtilleryThe only

portion of the study area within the city limigekingdevelopment at tittime is Alexandra Park.

Theaerial image from 954 depicts the development of lands east of Stanley Street and north of
Colborne Street Map 10). The resolution of the aerial image is nogh enough to identify
particular buildings, though thgrantford Armouries an@fown Hall remain visible. The majority

of the study area was developed by this time with the exception of east of Stanley Street, which
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had been annexed by the City of Brantford in 1954 (City of Brantford 2017). ThenN@husthe
study areammediately east of Stanley Street appear to have had buildings constructed, though
additional streets had not yet been surveyed.

1.3 Archaeological Context

The Stage 1 assessméuroperty inspectionyas conductedn August 28 2020under PIFPO07
11302020. The limits of the study area were confirmed using georeferenced aerial imagery
showing artificial and natural formations in relation to $kijectiands.

The archaeological context of any given study area must be informed by 1) the condition of the
property as found (Sectidn3.]), 2) a summary ofgistered or known archaeological sites located
within a minimum 1 km radius (Sectidh3.2 and 3)descriptions of previous archaeological
fieldwork carried out withirthe limits of, or immethtely adjacento the property(Sectionl.3.3.

1.3.1 Condition of the Property

The study area liewithin the deciduous foresegion which is the southernmost forest region in
Ontario and is dominated by agricultural and urban areas. This region generally has the greatest
diversity of tree and vegetation species, while at the same time having tis¢ pyeygortion of

forest. It has most of the tree and shrubs species found in the Greait3takesvrence forest

(e.g., white pine, red pine, hemlock, white cedar, yellow birch, sugar and red maples, basswood
and red oak), and also contains black walnuitteonut, tulip, magnolia, black gum, many types of
oaks, hickories, sassafras and red bud (MNRFOR0

In terms of local physiography, the subject lands fall witheNorfolk Sand PlainThis region

consists of avedgeshaped plaimpproximately 313,8Bha in size extending north from the shore

of Lake Erie.Theassociatedands and silts were deposited as a delta in glacial Mak@t#esey

and Warren, which was built from west to elhgtmeltwater from the Grand River araa the

glacier withdrew (Chaman and Putnam 1984:13%6). The soils within the study area were not
classified during the Ontario S@lurveydue to past developmeahdwere designated as part of
Brantforddés o6Urban Landd (Acton 1989: Sheet 3)

The subject lands fafintirelywithin the Lower Middle Granddrainage basirwhich is under the
jurisdiction of theGrand River Conservation Authorif@RCA 2020). Specifically, the study area
is traversed by a tributary of the Grand River antb¢ated 26 m northeast of the Grand River,
187 m east of an unnamed wetland, 661 m norttheMohawk Lake and Oxbow Wetlands and
942 m northeast of Mohawk Lake.

At the time of assessment, teeidyarea comprised a mixture of roadway platforms, sidewalks,
parking lots, driveways anlhneways, grassed and treed areas, and parts of a wide variety of
residential, public and commercial propertieigeld conditions were ideal during thevestigation,

with high ground surface visibility. Nonusual physical features were encountered ffettad

the results of the Stageassessment.
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1.3.2 Registered or Known Archaeological Sites

The Ontario Archaeological Sites Database and the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological
Reports were consulted to determine whether any registered or knownoswgie resources

occur within a 1 km radius of the study area. The available search facility returned five registered
archaeological sites located within at least a 1 km radius (the facility returns sites in a rectangular
area, rather than a radius, putally resulting in results beyond the specified distance). In terms

of other known resources (e.g., Isolated Nlnagnostic Find Spots, Leads or unreported deposits),

no unregistered sites were identified within a 1 km radius. The sites are summatiabteB

Table 3: Registered or Known Archaeological Sites

Borden No Distance
/1D No " | Site Name / Identifier Time Period Affinity Site Type from Study
. Area
q Woodland, Indigenous, _— .
AgHa-181 Laurier YMCA PostContact EuroCanadian Hillside midden <50m
Woodland, Middle, Indigenous, Hamlet
RIS vl PostContact Euro-Canadian camp / campsite > Ligm
AgHb-369 - Archaic, Late Indigenous Unspecified > 1km
i ) Woodland Late, Indigenous,
Al PostContact Euro-Canadian SEEES > dLam
House, midden,
AgHb-676 | Wellington Block East PostContact Euro-Canadian outbuilding, 50 mi300m
residential

Laurier YMCA (AgHa-181)is located within 50 m of theestern portion of thetudy arealong

the south side of Colborne StreetAs a relevant archaeological resource that could impact
fieldwork strategy decisions and recommendations, the site is fully discussedtion3e3.3

None of theothersites are located within or immediately adjacent to the project lands; accordingly,
they have no potential to trasertheassessedrea Wellington Block EastAgHb-676) islocated
within 300 m of the study area, however, and must be consideradredlevant feature of
archaeological potential. The remainihgeesites, AHb-6, AgHb-369and AgHb-530, represent
more distant archaeological resources.

1.3.3 Previous Archaeological Work

A review of available archaeological management plans and/or other archaeological potential
mapping was undertaken to inform the assessment pr&m@ssifically,the City of Branfordd s
Official Plani Figure 2: Areas ofArchaeologicaPotential(2020) was examined for information

that could influence the choice of fieldwork techniques or recommendailitesassociated
maypping indicates that thevestern part of the study areastpotential for Indigenous and
Euro-Canadian archaeological materials. Tamainder of th@roject landsfrom Alfred Streetto

the eastern terminyarelisted as having no archaeological poter(iahp 11).

Reports documenting assessments conducted within the subject lands and assessments that resulted
in the discovery of sites within adjacent lands were sought during the research comptment o

study. In order to ensure that all relevant past work was identified, an investigation was launched

to identify reports involving assessments within 50 m of the study area. The investigation
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determined that there ammultiple available reports documgng previous archaeological
fieldwork within the specified distance. The relevant results and recommendations are summarized
below as required by Section 7.5.8 Standardscf the 2011S&Gs.

1.3.3.1 Brantford Southern Access Road Corridor (Stage 1)

In Novemberl992, a Stage 1 assessment was conducted for proposed Brantford Southern Access
Road (BSAR) corridor from Colborne Street East to Market Street under lic&¥2:@13

(MHC 1992). The assessed aapgears tiraverse th@roject lands at the intersectioh@olborne

Street and Parkvenue howeverthe low resolution of the mapping in the 1992 report prexent

any accuratgeospatial representation of the assessed @heaStage 1 assessment determined
thatareas in the vicinity of the Colborne and Mar&gteetrights-of-way (ROWSs) were heavily
disturbed, but there was archaeological potential beyond the ROW limitas recommended

that a Stage 2 assessment be conducted for any undisturbed areas along th@HICIA8029).

1.3.3.2 Newport StreeExtension (Stagei 2)

In SeptembeR001, Stage 1 and 2 assessments were conducted for a preptsesion of New

Port Street between the intersec@dBSAR and Market Street to the intersection at Colborne and
Clarence StreetsnderContract Informatiofrorm (CIF) #2001-:030-002(ASI 2001). The assessed

area overlaps a section of the subject latdie Colborne Street and Clarence Street intersection

The Stage 1 assessment determined that the majority of the study area had archaeological potential,
andthe Stage 2 assessment of the identified areas of potential did not result in the discovery of any
archaeological materials. The property was not recommended for further assesShn2001A).

The overlapping area of previous assessment is therefacefofther archaeological concern.

1.3.3.3 South Side of Colborne Street Redevelopit&age )

In March 2010, a Stage 1 assessment was conducted for lands to be impacted by the proposed
redevelopment of the south side of Colborne Street uplife##P057607-2010(ASI 2010).The

assessed area overlaps the western portion of the subject lands along the southern Colborne Street
ROW from just east of Icomm Drive to just before Wdfr Laur i er Uni versityods
The Stage 1 assessment determined thatuldg area had been disturbed by the construction and
maintenance of Colborne Street and the construction of residential and commercial properties.
However, this disturbance was found to have primarily impacted lands within the ROW and
developed areas, atice lands outside of developed portions retained archaeological potiéntial.

was recommended that a Stage 2 assessment occur on any lands where potential for archaeological
sites was identified. It was also recommended that protective fencing be ingtatiedo
demolition to protect all areas deemed to have archaeological potential (ASI 2010:19). The
recommended work was not carried out prior to demolition in June 2010.

1.3.3.4 Laurier Brantford YMCAAthletics and Recreatio@omplex(Stage 1)

BetweenJanuary and Februa®014 a Stage 1 assessment wasducted for the proposed Laurier
Brantford YMCA Athletics and Recreatio@omplex under PIF #P0805962014 (ARA 2014).
The assessed area abuts the southern edge of the subject lands along the CodietriR©B4
from just east othe intersection of Colborne and King Strettgust before Wilfrd Laurier
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Uni versityo6s . The Stagedl assessnemt detéaningd that the surficial portion of the
study area had been disturbed to such a degreerasitwe archaeological potenti&lowever,
background research and geotechnical data indicatedptii@ntial pockets of deeply buried
archaeological materials remaindidwas recommended that the study area be subject to Stage 2
assessmergrior to develpment (ARA 2014:3R33). The associated report was entered into the
Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports on 23y2014.

1.3.3.5 Laurier Brantford YMCAAthletics and Recreationdnplex(Stage 14)

Between October 2014 and April 2016, Stage 1, 2 and 3 assessments were conducted for the
Laurier Brantford YMCA under PIF #P0838752015 and #P0890822015 (ARA 2017).The

assessed area abuts the southern edge of the subject lands along the ColldrROBirrom

east of the intersection of Colborne and King Streets to just beforadVilfL aur i er Uni v e
Grand River Hall. The Stage 1 assessnidantified potential for deeply buried pockets of
archaeological materiglend theStage 2 and 3 assesamis resulted in the identification of 14
locations of archaeological materials comprising one large,wcatiponent site: Laurier YMCA
(AgHa-181).All 14 findspots were found to have furthedtural heritage value or intere§&HVI)

and the site was remmended for dge 4 mitigation of development impacts. The associated

report was entered into the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports on August 25, 2017.

The Stage 4 excavation dfurier YMCA (AgHa181) was conducteatoncurrently with the
Stage2 and Stage 3 deeply buried surveys under PIF #P0822014 (ARA 2018). This
approach was followetb ensure that deposits of no furtf@HVI could be documented and
removed in order to access deeper layers. During the Stageadation of the 14 previously
identified locations, 9 other pockets of archaeological materials were encountered. All of these
locations clearly had furth€2HVI and were accordingly subject to Stage 4 excavationsifbe

was confirmed to comprise a A% 30 m multicomponent deposit of Indigenous and Euro
Canadian archaeological materials. A preliminary total of 429,001 artifacts and other remains were
observed during the various aspects of the excavation.

With two exceptions, thassessedortion ofLaurier YMCA was fully mitigatedit seemed clear

that the site extended to the west and the east, but these areas were not investigated). Full
excavation was not possible at doeation (Findspot 1falong the western edge of the jpeoty

and one locatio (Findspot 9)along the eastern edge due diable slope requirements and
associated health & safety concerns. The areas of further CHVI were sealed and were buried under
several metres of fil(there was to be no development aovewas recommended &h the
unmitigated portions in the west and eastsubject t@ longterm protection strategy to ensure

that they are not impacted in the futukerestrictive covenant on title ag determined tbe the

most effective longerm protection strategyrhe asociatedpreliminary report was entered into

the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports on May 17,.2018
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2.0 STAGE 1 BACKGROUND STUDY
2.1 Background

The Stage 1 assessment involved background research to document the geography, history,
previous archeological fieldwork and current land condition of the study area. This desktop
examination included research from archival sources, archaeological publications and online
databases. It also included the analysia efriety ofhistorical maps andaerial imagey. The

results of the research conducted for the background study are summarized below.

With occupation beginning approximately 11,000 years ago, the greater vicinity of the study area
comprises a complex chronology of fPentact and PosEontact histories (Sectidh2). Artifacts
associated with Palaeo, Archaic, Woodland and Early Contact traditions a@&tested in the

City of Brantford, and EureCanadian archaeological sites dating to-J®60 and pos1900
contexts are likewise commonhe presence dive previously identifiedsites in thesurrounding
areademonstrates the desirability of this locality for early settlen{Seicton 1.3.2. The
investigation confirmed that none ofele $tes clearly extend into the subject landsutit is
certainly possible that additionabgketsassociated witth.aurier YMCA (AgHa181) could fall

within the souttwestern terminus of the study ar&ackground research identifiexhe area of
previousassessmentithin the study areéSectionl.3.3.

The natural environment of the study area would have been attractive todigémousand Eure

Canadian populainsas a result of proximity tthe GrandRiver and its tributariesThe original

soils were likely weldrained and would have been ideal for agriculture, and the diverse local
vegetation would also have encouragedcusett!| en
Canadian populations would have beearticularly drawn to the historically-surveyed
thoroughfars, railwaysand amenities within theommunity ofBrantford

In summary, the background study included artaigate listing of sites from the Ontario
Archaeological Sites Database (within at least a 1 km radius), the consideration of previous local
archaeological fieldwork (within at least a 50 m radius), the aisabfa variety otistorical maps

(at the most detailed scale available) and the study of aerialiynageview ofan archaeological
management plan wasso carried outARA therefore confirms that the standards for background
research set out in San 1.1 of the2011S&Gswere met.

2.2 Field Methods (Property Inspection)

In order to gain firshand knowledge of the geography, topography and current condition of the
study area, a property inspection was conducteAugjust 28 2020 Environmental contions
wereideal during the inspection, witeunnyskies,excellent lighting ané high of24°C. ARA
therefore confirms that fieldwork was carried out under weather and lighting conditions that met
the requirements set out in Section 1.2 Standard 2 @th&S&Gs

The study area was subjected to random-spetking in accordance with the requirements set
out in Section 1.2 of th@011 S&Gs Specifically, the inspection begam thewest side of
BrantAvenue neathe Brantford Armouriesandprogresedsoutheast toaColborneStreet. Oncat
Colborne Streetthe inspection continueshst moving between the north and south sides of the
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road as different areas and structures were encount@&reds along King, Queen, Market
Charlotte and ClarercStreets werdocumented as thespection moveeast Once at the eastern
terminus of the study argast past the junction of Colborne and Dalhousie Streetsnspection
proceeded westlong theDalhousie Street in the same fashierbaforeThe inspection confirmed

that all surficial features of archaeological potential were present where they were previously
identified anddid not result in the identification of any additional features of archaeological
potential not visible on mapping (e.gelic water channels, patches of wethined soils, etc.).

The inspection determined that parts of the study areadeemydisturbed by past construction
activities.No natural features (e.goermanently wet areasloped lands, overgrown vegetation,
heavier soils than expected, ethat would affect assessment strategies were identified. A wide
variety ofbuilt heritageresources andultural heritagelandscapesvere documented durinfe

research component8RA6s concurrent her i2f).ad\g etheasgfieanits me n t
built features (e.g., plagues, monuments, cemeteries, etc.) that would affect assessment strategies
were identifiedwithin the study area

2.3 Analysis and Conclusions

In addition to relevanhistorical sources and the results of past archaeological assessments, the
archaeological potential of a property can be assessed using its soils, hydrology and landforms as
considerations. Section 1.3.1 of 2@11S&Gsrecognizes the following featuresaharacteristics

as indicators of archaeological potential: previously identified sites, water sources (past and
present), elevated topography, pockets of sdedined sandy soil, distinctive land formations,
resource areas, areas of E@anadian settleent, early transportation routes, listed or designated
properties, historic landmarks or sites, and areas that local histories or informants have identified
with possible sites, events, activities or occupations.

The Stage 1 assessment resulted in thaetiftmtion of numerousfeatures of archaeological
potential in the vicinity of the study arellgp 12 Map 15; SD Map 1SD Map 4. The closest

and most relevant indicators of archaeological potential (i.e., those that would directly affect
survey interval requirements) inckeitivo previously identified site(AgHa-181 and AgHEG76),

two primary water sourcg (the GrandRiver anda tributary of the Grand Rivgronesecondary

water source (an unnamed wetlandhe physiographic landforma gerrace escarpmentiwo
historical communitycomponent§ Br ant f or dds ear |l y c¢ o munemnoui al ar
historial roadway (e.g., Colborne Dalhousie, King Queen, MarketCharlotte and Clarence
Street$ andfour historical railways (he Harrisburg & Brantford Railw@@rand Trunk Railway
Brantford, Norfolk & Port Burwell Railwasrand Trunk Railwaylake Erie & NortherrRailway

and Brantford StreeRailway). A wide variety ofbuilt heritageresources andultural heritage
landscapes were also recently identifiegt hese were not individually mappé8RA 2021).

Background research idenéifl a wide variety ofeatures indicating thaiarts ofthe study area

have potential for deeply burie@rchaeologicaresourcesPre and PostContact Indigenous
populations made extensive use of the area, and a variety of sites have already been documented
within the urbanized landscapEhe hillside midden component of Laurier YMCA (Agii81),

for example, suggests that an adjasattlement would have occupied the lands above the slope
down to the Grand River. The portionsBrant Avenue/lcomm Drive and Colborne Strehin

the western end of the study ateareforehave potential for deeply buriegockets associated
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with Laurier YMCA (AgHa-181), and this potential extends to smaller aralasg King, Queen

and MarketStreets Colborneand Dalhousie Stregtvere major focal poins for businesseand
homesbeginning in the early 19centuy, andColborne Streetvas particulagt important as it
connectedBrantfordandHamilton Historical settlementags depicta wide variety of structures
alongthe thoroughfargandintersecting roadways. Indigenous and EGemadian archeological
deposits couldhereforeexist beneatimany modermparking lotsandotherrelatively urdisturbed

parts ofthe study ared.arge portions of the study area would have been deeply impacted by past
construction, however, which limits the areas of deeply buried potential.

Although proximity to &eature of archaeological potential is a significant factor in the potential
modelling process, current land conditions must also be considered. Section 1.3.2 of the
2011S&Gsemphasizes that 1) quarrying, 2) major landscaping involving grading belowl topso

3) building footprints and 4) sewdgdrastructure development can result in the remafal
archeeological potential, and Section 2.1 states thaetnanently wet areas, 2) exposed bedrock
and 3) steep slopes (> 20°) can also be considered as mavarghaeological potentiahreas
previously assessed and not recommended for further work also require no further assessment

The City ofOffiat Rlant Figure®0Areas of Archaeological Potentié2020)
indicates that the western parttbé study area has potential for Indigenous and-Bamadian
archaeological materials. The remainder of the project lands, from Alfred Street to the eastern
terminus are listed as having no archaeological potentialwever, this modelling was not the
result of a propertyspecific assessment and therefore does not fully account feusnhistory

and current condition®ackground research identifiemhepreviously assessed argfano further
concernwithin the study area, btitis area vasre-evaluatedo confirm the past results

ARAGs visual i nspect i ohistorical sourgednd digitavantironmeéntale an a |
data, resulted in the identificationmiultiple areas of no archaeological potential within the study
area.Spedfically, deep land alterations have resulted in the removal of archaeological potential

from a wide variety ofroadwayplatforns, sidewalks, parking lotsjriveways laneways and

structural footprints (Image 1i Image 14). Utilities installation along the frontages of many
properties would have also resulted in deep land alteralibese areas had clearly been impacted

by past earttmoving/construction activities, resulting in the disturbance of the original soils to a
significant depth and severe damage to the integrity of any archaeological resources.

The remainder of the assessed area either has potttigurficial and/or deeply buried
archaeological materials or requsréest pit survey to confirm the presence/ext®f any
subsurface disturbancémagel5 Image30). The areas of archaeological potential can be broken
down into four distinct categories:

1) Areas of surficial archaeological potential (i.e., ttheed andgrassed areabehind
residentialor commercialstructures between Clarenaed Alfred Strees Murray and
Brock Streets, Brock and Drummond Streets, Drummond and Rawdon Streets, between
the Taal Restaurant parking areaaswealds t he f
Alexandra Park

2) Areas of deply buried archaeological potentiassociated with possible early structures
(i.e.,Prominence Pointa parking lot adjacent rominencd’ointand parking lot between
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two histori@l structures east of King Street as well as various developed arepssbets
disturbed upper layers that could be sealing over archaeologsoalrces in the lower
layers);

3) Areasof deeply buried archaeological potential associated with possible sealed pockets
relating toLaurier YMCA (AgHa181)(i.e.,the intersection dBrant Avenudcomm Drive
and Colborne Stree€olborne Streetintil just before Market Squaind parts of King,
Queen and Market Stregtand

4) Areas that were likely disturbed during past development activities but must be empirically
evaluated to determine thetegrity of the soils and the depth of any past disturbances
(i.e.,landscaped areas traae suitabldor test pit survey

In summary, the Stage 1 assessnatérmined that the study area comprised a mixtuegeafs

of archaeological potential and areas of no archaeological potential. The potential modelling
results are presentedap 16iMap23. The project |l ands (6study
in these mapdn order to facilitate thdurther explanation and documentation of the potential
modelling results, the followindiscussion is presentdy tile from west to east

Tile 1

The area west of King Street contains a mixture of areas that were dilstlybed by past
construction activities, areas of deeply buried archaeological potential and areas where
archaeological potential has been removed by past construction actMiéipd ). Specifically,

the area fronting the Brantford Armouries, the intersection of Brameand Dalhousie Street,

along the Dalhousie Street ROW and the northern part of King Street have all been subject to deep
land alterations assot& with the construction/maintenance of the roadbeds, commercial and
industrial building footprints as well as utility infrastructure that have removed archaeological
potential from these areas.

The Dalhousie Street roadbed has undergone extensivébdisterfor its entirety within the study

area corridor. However, Prominence Point located southeast of the BranieAarel Dalhousie

Street intersection retains potential for deeply buried archaeological materials as structures did
exist in this area be®en the midto late 19" century and the land was utilized as a recreational
park exclusively afterwarddmage16). Similar to Prominence Point, a parking area north of
commercial structure may also have deeply buried archaeological potential as it had remained
fairly undeveloped between the late 1800s and 1900s. An area of deeply buried archaeological
potential was also identified east of King Street behind some coiain&ructures that associated
historical mapping indicates had been relatively unaltered after th@3ficentury. Immediately

east of Prominence Point, a grassed and treed area was encountered that was likely impacted by
past land alteration and rages testing to confirm disturban¢bnage23). An additional area
behind mixeeuse structures west of King Street would also require testing to confirm disturbance.

Previous archaeological assessments have demonstrated that areas along ColborrmulBtreet
contain sealed pockets relating to Laurier YMCA (Agt&il). However, the exact extent of the

site has not been identifiedt is possible thatgiven the natural fwography of the area, the
associated village site may have extended beneath the Brant Ave/lcomm Drive and Colborne Street
intersection, along the Colborne Street ROW and potentially the southern part of King Street and
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its intersection with Colborne Stref@nagel5). As a deeply buried assessment using trenching
would not be appropriate for this areange it seems likely that any preserved areas would be
exceedingly minor due to past impg¢taonitoring is considered the most appropriate approach.

Tile 2

As discussed in Tile Xhe adjacent portion of théolborne Street ROW as well as the southern
sections of Queen Street and Market Street have teatmdtfor sealed pockets relating to Laurier
YMCA (AgHa-181) and archaeological monitoring of construction activities is recommended due
to the minimal likelihood of any significant preservatidmap 18, Imagel?). The intersection of
Market Street and Colborne Street was determined to be the logical conclusion of the area of
potental for sealed pockets of deeply buried archaeological materials as extensive land alterations
have occurreturtheralong Colborne Street which were associated with the construction of Market
Square in the 19808mage 13). The Colborne Street roadbed is therefore considered to lack
archaeological potential east of Market Street.

Historical mapping from 1892lsoindicates that the area between Queen Street and Mairket

was heavily developed by that time. Redevelopment of areas between Queen Street and Market
Squarealsooccurred between 2003 and 2006. As such, the area between Dalhousie Street and
Colborne Street in this area has been heavily modified by constractreplace older structures

such as a market shed and the town hall as well as other commercial buildings.

Tile 3

A similar situation pevails withinthe portion of thestudy area depicted in Tile &ith much of

the landbeing heavily developed by the late ¥%entury and subsequently altered and deeply
disturbed by redevelopment in theé™entury Map 19). However, one parking area sandwiched
betveen two modern buildings west of Charlotte Stoeethenorthsideof Colborne Street retains
potential for deeply buried archaeological materfmgagel8). This ara may be associated with

the Kirby House Hotel which stood between George Steet and just west of Charlotte Street during
the mid19" and early 20 centurieswhich appears to have undergone minimal developritaet.
parking area just west of Charlotte &t does not contain the same deeply buried potential
however,as numerous structures appear to have been constructed and removed from this area
between the midndlate 1800s. Additionally, an automobile service station existed within the
parkinglot at the corner of Colborne Street and Charlotte Street betagel®39 andat least

195Q which would haveequired substantial subsurface infrastructure (tanks).

The large parking area west of Clarence Street and north of Colborne Street also appears to hav
had multiple structures dating from the méohd late 19 century with a large production factory

in the southeast portion of the Ifimage 19). Most of thesestructures appear to have been
demolished between 1915 and 1927 and the area remained vacant before being utilized as a parking
lot. A smaller parking area between commercial and residential structures east of Clarence Street
appears to be in an area fornlgeccupied by a custom mill visible in the 1852 mapping. While it

is likely that these areas have been impacted by more recent land alteth&aetative lack of
development aside from their use as parking lots suggests they have potential fobdaegly
archaeological materials.
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The level of disturbance could not t@nfirmedfor one grassed and treed area behind commercial
buildings east of Charlotte Street as well as one smaller grassed and treed area east of Clarence
Street. These areas wereammended for combination survey as they were likely disturbed by
adjacent construction activities, though historical mapping indicates that these areas remained
relatively unaltered. The grassed and treed backyards of homes fronting the south sideusi®alh

Street were recommended for test pitting as these areas also do not appear to have been extensively
modified and the adjacent structures have remained fairly consistent.

Tile 4

The grassed and treed backyard area west of Alfred Street wais@sumended for test pitting

as historial mapping indicates only minimal alterations within this afdag20). However, the

grassed and treed backyard areas betweadABtreet and Park Ave appear to have been more
significantly modified during the 2D century and require combination survey donfirm
disturbance. A large rectangular area of grassed and treed parkland between Park Avenue and Peel
Street is designatems Alexandra Park. The area once contained a drill shed, as indicated on the
map from 1875and became a park prior to 1892. Given that the parkland remained relatively
unaltered since the removal of the drill shed, it was determined that this arealshsulgject to

test pit surveylmage24 andimage30).

Tile 5

The land in fronbf an extant church (former St. Judes Episcopal Church), east of Alexandra Park
along Dalhousie Street may have been altered by the installation/maintenance of utility
infrastructure as well as the roadbedap 21). However, the church is depicted in the same
location on the historad mapping from 1875andthis areasshould be assessed using combination
survey to confirm distur ban agassed d&d teedllaad td the an
southeast between residential and commercial parking areas should evaluated usimgtioomb
survey as structures were adjacent to this area as indicated in the 1852 mapping. In fact,
immediately to the east and south is amaanf deeply buried archaeological potential which is
covered bya mixed usage parking Idimage20). This area is indicated as having at least two
structures present by 1852nd later mapping suggests that the area remained fairly unaltered
through the 20 centuryafter the removal of thstructures and paving of the parking areas.

Front lawns and boulevards along the northern edge of Dalhousie Street between Brock Street and
Drummond Street as well as one front lawn at the northwest corner of 8ireetand Dalhousie

Street should alsbe assessed using combination survey to confirm disturb@mege 29).
Structures were also present in this area since, B882hough the extant homes were constaict

in the 20" century disturbed deposits relating to the earlier structures may be present. Similarly,
the front yard of a home at the corner of Colborne Street and Drummond Ginégins the
location of astructure illustrated on the 1875 mapping angt be subject to combination survey

to confirm disturbance.

A large area of deeply buried archaeological potential is identified within a raseegarking lot
north of Colborne Street between Murray and Brock Streets. This location is indicated as the
location of several structures associated with the Colborne Hotel that operated between the 1850s
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and early 1900¢image21). This locality contained wooden structurégtween the 1930s and
1950s though it was determined that this area retained deeply buried archaeological potential
because those buildings were relatively ephemeral and caused minimal impact to earlier deposits.
As was the case in the previous tile,gih@ssed and treed backyards of homes fronting the southern
edge of Dalhousie Street between Murray and Brock Streets as well as the backyards between
Brock and Drummond Streets remained relatively unaltered and it was determined tratei#sese
should be gbject to test pit survey.

Tile 6

While the majority of this area appears to have been deeply disturbed by residential, commercial
and infrastructure development, an area of deeply buried archaeological potential was identified
north of the intersectionf Drummond Street and Colborne Streletap 22, Image 22). This
location is depicted as having a structure present within the road allowance within the 1852 map,
which suggests thatefstructure may have been present before the survey dt teptesens a

toll building as it was located near the eastern limits of the t&®egardlessa deeply buried
assessment is required to elucidate the nature of this structure.

Immediately east of the area deeply buried potential is grassed and treeddmchia section

of a structure visible on the 1875 map may have stood. While the exthoe@fury home has

likely disturbed any significant remnants of the earlier structure within its footprint, the grassed
and treed area to the west should be sulieatombination survey to evaluate the level of
disturbance. Similarly, a front yard near the intersection of Drummond Street and Dalhousie Street
as well as a larger front and side yard area off of Rawdon Street may contain materials associated
with strudures partially visible on the mapping from 1892. These areas should subject to
combination survey to confirm disturbancehe large central grouping of backyards between
Drummond and Rawdon Streets appears to have remained relatively undeveloped ahbdeshoul
subject to test pitting.

The topographic map from 1916 indicates that there were multiple wooden structures in the north
and one larger brick or stone structure in the south of the lands between Rawdon Street and Stanley
Street However, these landwere completely disturbed later in the ™@entury by the
development of the extant shopping complex (Shoppers Drug Mart plaza) and parking area
(Image9). Historical mapping indicates that th#ensity and frequencygf structures decreases
markedly east of Stanley Street and reflects its later inclusion as part of the town. Indeed, most of
buildings in this particular area were constructed and altered through'tiee@@iry with heavy
utility installations throughout the boul evar
residence and the Four Star Inn which was constructed in th@0fidentury(Image27). The
grassed and treed areas adjacent to the Fast
greenspace along the opposite side of Colborne Street should be subjected to combination survey
to confirm distubance(Image28).
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Tile 7

This section marks the easternmost extent of the study area and much of it has been subject to
fairly recent (late 20 century)land alteratiors (Map 23). The landscagd lawn area north of a
sidewalk along Dalhousie Street may have been impactetthéogonstruction of a housing
development and its associated infrastructure as well as tHedastestaurant to the northwest
(Image?25). However, the extent of this disturbance was not evident based on visual inspection
alone andhis area thereforeequires combination survey to confirm disturbance. The only other
area of archaeologicpbtential within this portion of the study area consists of the backyard of a
home fronting Colborne Street between the Taal Fine Indian Cuisine restaurant parking area and
t he former ScoopYdage28.a8Bas@d op the Hstomt map@ing thia area
appears to have remained relatively unaltered and requires test pit survey.
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3.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

The Stage 1 assessmetgtermined that the study area comprised a mixturareés of
archaeological potentisdnd areas of no archaeological potentialis recommendedhat all
identified areas of archaeological potential that could be impacted by the project be subject to a
Stage 2 property assessment in accordance with Section 2. 201 #fe&Gs Given that the areas

of archaeological potential consist of both upper layers and lower layers, it is recommended that
bothtest pit survey and deeply buried survey methods beadtito complete the assessment

All areas of surficial archaeological potentmlst be assessed using the test pit survey method.

A survey interval of 5 m will be required due to the proximity of the lands to the identified features
of archaeological @ential. Any areas that were likelynpacted bypast development activities

must be subject to a combination of visual inspection and test pit survey to ctidigrtent of
disturbance in accordance with Section 2.1.8 oRELS&Gs This will allow for the empirical
evaluation of the integrity of the soils and the depth of any impHatésturbance cannot be
confirmed, then a test pit survey interval of 5 m must be maintakech test pit must be
excavated into at least the first 5 cm of subsmilgd the resultant pits must be examined for
stratigraphy, potential features and/or evidence of fill. The soil from each test pit must be screened
through mesh with an aperture of no greater than 6 mm and examined for archaeological materials.
If archaeolgical materials are encountered,@kitive test pitsf TP$ must be documented and
intensification may be required.

All areas ofleeply buried archaeological potentiakociated with possible early structurasst

be subject tomechanicakexcavationlf an area large enough to conduct a deeply buried survey is
ultimately required by the detail desjghen it is recommended that the full extent be mechanically
investigated to expose any deeply buried resouncascordance with Section 2.1.7 Standauaf
the2011S&Gs If the area iwverylarge and no specific targetave been identifiedrénching at

a maximum interval of 10 rean occurAn excavator or backhoe with an articulated wrist and a
straightbladed bucket must be utilized so that potential resources are not damaged. The
archaeologist must be able to guide the excavation so that sections and clear profiles afé visible.
it is ddermined thatthe requiredarea is too small to conduct mechanieatavation then
archaeological monitoring must be conduasdset out below.

All areas of deeply buried archaeological potential associated with possible sealed pockets relating
to Laurier YMCA (AgHa181) must be subject @rchaeological monitoringp accordance with
Section 2.1.7 Standard 4 of the 2&Gs Deeply buried survey using mechanical trenching is

not warranted due to the extent of the previous deep land alterations iaréegthe chancsof
encounteringany substantial archaeological remaaleng the roadwaysre minimaldue to
extensive past infrastructure and utility wpr®n-site monitoring must be carried out whenever
work is occurringwithin one of these areaand a contingency plan must be prepared with the
proponent and contractors in the event that archaeological resources are exposed.

If any archaeological deposits possessing sufficient CHVI to support a recommendation to proceed
to Stage 3 are encounterele tStage 2 investigation must cease in that location. In some cases,
the methods used in Stage 2 will be sufficient to accomplish the objectives of Stage 3, but it is
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often most practical to proceed immediately to Stage 3 and continue the assessmerdameec
with the requirements set out in Section 3.3.3 oRBELS&GSs

The identified areas of no archaeological potential do not require additional asses$isthent

detail design process results in the determination that project impacts are required within any of
the identified areas of archaeological potential, theiground alterations or development of any

kind may occur until the Stage 2 assessment is &@i&)@ recommendation that the lands require

no further archaeological assessment is made, and the associated report is entered into the Ontario
Public Register of Archaeological Reports.
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4.0 ADVICE ON COMPLIANCE WITH LEGISLATION

Section 7.5.9 of th2011S&Gs requires that the following information be provided for the benefit
of the proponent and approval authority in the land use planning and development process:

1 This report is submitted to the Ministertééritage, SporfJ ourism andCulture Industries
as a condition of licensing in accordance with Part VI of@mario Heritage AGtR.S.O.
1990, c0.18. The report is reviewed to ensure that it complies with the standards and
guidelines that are issued by the Minister, and that the archaeological fielamebreport
recommendations ensure the conservation, protection and preservation of the cultural
heritage of Ontario. When all matters relating to archaeological sites within the project area
of a development proposal have been addressed to the satistddheMHSTCI, a letter
will be issued by the ministry stating that there are no further concerns with regard to
alterations to archaeological sites by the proposed development.

1 Itis an offence under Sections 48 and 69 of@meario Heritage Acfor 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 dobinitthe site,
until such time as a licensed archaeologist has completed archaeological fieldwork on the
site, submitted a report to the Minister stating that the site has no further cultural heritage
value or interest, and the report has been filed m @ntario Public Register of
Archaeology Reports referred to in Section 65.1 ofQhéario Heritage Act

1 Should previously undocumented archaeological resources be discovered, they may be a
new archaeological site and therefore subject to Section 48t{iBOntario Heritage Act
The proponent or person discovering the archaeological resources must cease alteration of
the site immediately and engage a licensed consultant archaeologist to carry out
archaeological fieldwork, in compliance with Section 2Bdf theOntario Heritage Act

1 Archaeological sites recommended for further archaeological fieldwork or protection
remain subject to Section 48 (1) of tBatario Heritage Actand may not be altered, or
have artifacts removed from them, except by a person holding an archaeological licence.

1 TheFuneral, Burial and Cremation Services A2002, S.0O. 2002, c.38quires that any
person discovering human remains must notify thec@alr coroner and the Registir
the Ministry ofGovernment an@€onsumer Services.
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5.0 IMAGES

Image 1: Disturbed Lands Image 2: Disturbed Lands
(August 28 202Q Facing Southeas) (August 28 202Q Facing Wesf)

Image 3: Disturbed Lands Image 4. Disturbed Lands
(August 28 202Q Facing North) (August 28 202Q Facing Northeast)
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Image 5: Disturbed Lands Image 6: Disturbed Lands
(August 28 202Q Facing West) (August 28 202Q Facing West)

Image 7: Disturbed Lands Image 8: Disturbed Lands
(August 28 202Q Facing East) (August 28 202Q Facing Southwes)

Image 9: Disturbed Lands Image 10: Disturbed Lands

(August 28 202Q Facing Southwes) (August 28 202Q Facing West)
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Image 11: Disturbed Lands
(August 28 2020; Facing West)

Image 13: Disturbed Lands
(August 28 202Q Facing South)

Image 15: Area of Deeply Buried
Potential
(August 28 202Q Facing Northwes)

Image 12: Disturbed Lands
(August 28 202Q Facing Southwes)

Image 14: Disturbed Lands
(August 28 202Q Facing West)

Image 16. Area of Deeply Buried
Potential
(August 28 202Q Facing Southeas)
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