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2.0

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report describes the conduct and results of the 2016 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Property
Assessment of the Proposed Trenton Lock 1 Hydro Project, Part Lots 2 & 3, Con. 2
(Geographic Township of Murray, County of Northumberland), City of Quinte West (Trenton
Ward), conducted by AMICK Consultants Limited. This study was conducted under
Professional Archaeologist License #P1024 issued to Kayleigh MacKinnon by the Minister
of Tourism, Culture and Sport for the Province of Ontario. This assessment was undertaken
in order to ensure that the requirements of the Provincial Policy Statement are addressed
since changes in land use are contemplated. However, there are no applications under
specific legislation that would trigger or mandate this study. The Project will proceed
through Parks Canada Agency’s Environmental Impact Analysis process and will not likely
trigger the need for an environmental assessment for the portions of the Project on nonfederal lands. However, the Stage 1-2 Archaeological Property Assessment has been
completed to ensure compliance with the Ontario Heritage Act (OHA) for those components
not located on federal lands as Requested by member First Nations within the Williams
Treaty First Nations and the Bay of Quinte Mohawk First Nation. Within the land use
planning and development context, Ontario Regulation 544/06 under the Planning Act
(1990b) requires an evaluation of archaeological potential and, where applicable, an
archaeological assessment report completed by an archaeologist licensed by the Ministry of
Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS). Policy 2.6 of the Provincial Policy Statement (PPS
2014) addresses archaeological resources. All work was conducted in conformity with
Ontario Ministry of Tourism and Culture (MTC) Standards and Guidelines for Consultant
Archaeologists (MTC 2011), the Ontario Heritage Act (RSO 1990a).
AMICK Consultants Limited was engaged by the proponent to undertake a Stage 1-2
Archaeological Assessment of lands potentially affected by the proposed undertaking and
was granted permission to carry out archaeological fieldwork. The non-federal land within
the study area was subject to property inspection and photographic documentation
concurrently with the Stage 2 Property Assessment on 28 November 2016, consisting of test
pit survey at an interval of ten metres between individual test pits in order to confirm deep
disturbance. This Stage 1-2 Property Assessment was conducted concurrently with a
Cultural Heritage Evaluation. All records, documentation, field notes, photographs and
artifacts (as applicable) related to the conduct and findings of these investigations are held at
the Lakelands District corporate offices of AMICK Consultants Limited until such time that
they can be transferred to an agency or institution approved by the Ontario Ministry of
Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) on behalf of the government and citizens of Ontario.
At the time of the property assessment, AMICK Consultants Limited was denied access to
two parcels within the overall study area for the Project, which includes both federal and
non-federal lands. The first of these is the parcel managed by Parks Canada as part of the
Trent-Severn Waterway National Historic Site. These federal lands are not subject to
provincial regulation and will undergo a separate regulatory assessment and review process
through Parks Canada. A process is under way at the present time to gain access to this
AMICK Consultants Limited
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property and to complete the archaeological assessment. A copy of the report for that
assessment will be filed with MTCS as a matter of record, but not for the purpose of any
regulatory review. The second parcel belongs to Coco Paving. This area is an entirely paved
parking lot area and equipment yard. Although not permitted to enter the property, the entire
area included within the proposed undertaking is visible and there is no part of this area that
can be subject to Stage 2 Property Assessment employing conventional archaeological
survey methodology. Further, this area is a proposed equipment lay down area and
consequently, the intended use is very much in keeping with its current use and therefore,
there will be no potential construction impacts resulting from the proposed undertaking.
The fieldwork was completed with the participation of First Nations Monitors. Dr. Lawrence
Jackson of Northeastern Archaeological Associates Limited acted as the coordinator for
Aboriginal Engagement on behalf of AMICK Consultants Limited. Dr. Jackson has a
lengthy history of work with the First Nations communities with an interest in cultural
heritage within the larger geographic context of the study area. Communication was initiated
with the Williams Treaty First Nations and also directly with two First Nations communities
with membership in this larger umbrella group incorporating seven (7) First Nations
communities with shred interests resulting from their jointly held Treaty Rights under the
Williams Treaty. Direct contact was established with the Curve Lake and Alderville First
Nations as both communities indicated an interest in the proposed undertaking. Once
arrangements were made to include representation from Alderville, Curve Lake was satisfied
that appropriate representation to address their concerns was covered by this arrangement and
an additional monitor from Curve Lake was not necessary. Outside of the Williams Treaty,
direct contact was established with the Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte since they are the First
Nations community in closest proximity to the study area who have traditionally held an
interest in local development and have a history of working with local approval agencies.
Skye Anderson acted as the coordinator for archaeological monitoring on this project on
behalf of the Alderville First Nation and Amy Cowie acted as the coordinator for
archaeological monitoring on behalf of the Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte. Tracey Yeo
participated in the Stage 2 Property Assessment on behalf of the Alderville First Nation and
Sam Jeffries participated in the Stage 2 Property Assessment on behalf of the Mohawks of
the Bay of Quinte. A draft copy of this report has been provided to the Curve Lake,
Alderville and Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte First Nations for review and comment in
advance of submission to MTCS. Their feedback has been incorporated into the
recommendations of this report.
A Stage 2 Property Assessment was completed within the areas depicted in Maps 4 & 5. No
archaeological resources were identified and it was determined that archaeological potential
has been removed from all areas subject to Stage 2 Property Assessment. Consequently, the
following recommendations are made with respect to the areas assessed as illustrated within
Maps 4 & 5 of this report:
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-

-

No further archaeological assessment of the assessed portions of the study area
as depicted within Maps 4 & 5 of this report is warranted;
The Provincial interest in archaeological resources with respect to the proposed
undertaking has been addressed with respect to those areas where the Stage 1-2
Property Assessment has been completed as depicted within Maps 4 & 5 of this
report;
The proposed undertaking is clear of any archaeological concern with respect to
those areas where the Stage 1-2 Property Assessment has been completed as
depicted within Maps 4 & 5 of this report.
This Stage 1-2 Archaeological Property Assessment is not complete until an
archaeological assessment report is accepted by Parks Canada and submitted to
MTCS.
The archaeological fieldwork and reporting to be completed on behalf of Parks
Canada must be completed and approved by Parks Canada in conformity with
their requirements, their land is outside of jurisdiction under the Ontario
Heritage Act (RSO 1990), and is therefore exempt from the Standards and
Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (MTC 2011).
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5.0

PROJECT CONTEXT

5.1

DEVELOPMENT CONTEXT

This report describes the conduct and results of the 2016 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Property
Assessment of the Proposed Trenton Lock 1 Hydro Project, Part Lots 2 & 3, Con. 2
(Geographic Township of Murray, County of Northumberland), City of Quite West (Trenton
Ward), conducted by AMICK Consultants Limited. This study was conducted under
Professional Archaeologist License #P1024 issued to Kayleigh MacKinnon by the Minister
of Tourism, Culture and Sport for the Province of Ontario. This assessment was undertaken
in order to ensure that the requirements of the Provincial Policy Statement are addressed
since changes in land use are contemplated. However, there are no applications under
specific legislation that would trigger or mandate this study. The Project will proceed
through Parks Canada Agency’s Environmental Impact Analysis process and will not likely
trigger the need for an environmental assessment for the portions of the Project on nonfederal lands. However, the Stage 1-2 Archaeological Property Assessment has been
completed to ensure compliance with the Ontario Heritage Act (OHA) for those components
not located on federal lands as Requested by member First Nations within the Williams
Treaty First Nations and the Bay of Quinte Mohawk First Nation. Within the land use
planning and development context, Ontario Regulation 544/06 under the Planning Act
(1990b) requires an evaluation of archaeological potential and, where applicable, an
archaeological assessment report completed by an archaeologist licensed by the Ministry of
Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS). Policy 2.6 of the Provincial Policy Statement (PPS
2014) addresses archaeological resources. All work was conducted in conformity with
Ontario Ministry of Tourism and Culture (MTC) Standards and Guidelines for Consultant
Archaeologists (MTC 2011), the Ontario Heritage Act (RSO 1990a).
AMICK Consultants Limited was engaged by the proponent to undertake a Stage 1-2
Archaeological Assessment of lands potentially affected by the proposed undertaking and
was granted permission to carry out archaeological fieldwork. The non-federal land within
the study area was subject to property inspection and photographic documentation
concurrently with the Stage 2 Property Assessment on 28 November 2016, consisting of test
pit survey at an interval of ten metres between individual test pits in order to confirm deep
disturbance. This Stage 1-2 Property Assessment was conducted concurrently with a
Cultural Heritage Evaluation. All records, documentation, field notes, photographs and
artifacts (as applicable) related to the conduct and findings of these investigations are held at
the Lakelands District corporate offices of AMICK Consultants Limited until such time that
they can be transferred to an agency or institution approved by the Ontario Ministry of
Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) on behalf of the government and citizens of Ontario.
At the time of the property assessment, AMICK Consultants Limited was denied access to
two parcels within the overall study area for the Project, which includes both federal and
non-federal lands. The first of these is the parcel managed by Parks Canada as part of the
Trent-Severn Waterway National Historic Site. These federal lands are not subject to
AMICK Consultants Limited
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provincial regulation and will undergo a separate regulatory assessment and review process
through Parks Canada. A process is under way at the present time to gain access to this
property and to complete the archaeological assessment. A copy of the report for that
assessment will be filed with MTCS as a matter of record, but not for the purpose of any
regulatory review. The second parcel belongs to Coco Paving. This area is an entirely paved
parking lot area and equipment yard. Although not permitted to enter the property, the entire
area included within the proposed undertaking is visible and there is no part of this area that
can be subject to Stage 2 Property Assessment employing conventional archaeological
survey methodology. Further, this area is a proposed equipment lay down area and
consequently, the intended use is very much in keeping with its current use and therefore,
there will be no potential construction impacts resulting from the proposed undertaking.
A preliminary plan of the proposed undertaking has been submitted together with this report
to MTCS for review and reproduced within this report as Map 3. The proposed undertaking
consists of the installation of a Hydroelectric Powerhouse at the location of the existing Lock
1 Dam on the Trent River. The proposed site is on the east bank of the river. Lock 1 of the
Trent-Severn Waterway is on the west bank of the river. Ancillary features of the proposed
undertaking include a Tailrace Canal running south of the powerhouse location; a Turbine
Intake to the north of the powerhouse location; There is a Transmission Connection Line
Corridor running southeast from the Powerhouse to an existing Hydro Corridor where a new
temporary road access is to be constructed; Two potential Laydown areas are situated to the
east of the waterway and north of the existing hydro corridor; A second temporary road
access travels north between the two lay down areas and then west to the Intake location.
There is a third Laydown area to the north of this roadway. These features of the proposed
undertaking are illustrated on Map 3 of this report.
5.2

HISTORICAL CONTEXT

A note on terminology:
The use of the terms “Pre-contact” and “Post-contact” is one that is enforced by MTCS.
MTCS has converted the archaeological record within the Archaeological Sites Database to
remove other choices to describe temporal or cultural categories in favour of this ostensibly
temporal division. AMICK Consultants Limited does not share this point of view and does
not agree that this approach to cataloguing Ontario’s archaeological record is acceptable.
With the arrival of the Europeans, an arbitrary divide has been created amongst historians
and archaeologists that separate the events before the arrival of Europeans (Pre-contact) from
those of the period after the arrival of Europeans (Post-contact). The choice of language
makes it clear who is of central importance in the categorization of historical events. In fact,
there is no moment at which this occurs and it is a free-floating date that changes according
to how that event is determined, whether it be through the first appearance of European
goods within the archaeological record, the arrival of disease heralding the appearance of
Europeans hundreds of miles from the location of the outbreak, or the first documented
AMICK Consultants Limited
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interaction between First Nations peoples and Europeans. The moment changes
geographically as well, since any of these “arrivals” occurs on different dates in different
locations. Ultimately, the organization of time by such a convention is meaningless. As a
cultural construct it means nothing since, as an organizational tool, if such an argument
indeed favors the deployment of this terminology, it categorizes nothing of cultural
relevance. First Nations cultures and traditions do not simply end with the arrival of some
sort of evidence of European interaction is one location or another at one time or another.
They survive and adapt according to their own cultural paradigms and according to choices
and consequent actions they make of their own free will. The use of the “Contact” divide
only serves to subordinate First Nations cultures to prehistory and to erase them from the
evidently more important historical period that occurs “Post-contact”.
5.2.1

GENERAL PRE-CONTACT HISTORICAL OUTLINE

The purpose of this section is to provide a temporal and cultural context with which to
evaluate potential sites when data is recovered. This section summarizes human settlement
of the area very broadly and generally. It should be borne in mind that these categorizations
are archaeological constructs based on accumulated data recovered from many sites
investigated by many researchers. Archaeological constructs such as this are based on
physical material remains and may or may not reflect or depict how cultures functioned in
the past.
Approximately 11,000 years ago is roughly when the earliest direct evidence of human
occupation in what is now Ontario can be found. Archaeologists refer to this period of
human occupation as Palaeo-Indian. People slowly inhabited southern Ontario with the
retreat of the glaciers of the last Ice Age. It is generally believed that these people relied
primarily upon big game hunting, perhaps following the migration of caribou. They produced
a distinctive fluted projectile points as well as other chipped lithic tools including, scrapers,
burins and gravers. Most evidence for this period has been found in south-western and southcentral Ontario at sites located on the former shorelines of glacial Lake Algonquin. First
Nations settlement of eastern Ontario was late in comparison to these other parts of the
province as a result of the high water levels of the St. Lawrence Marine Embayment of the
post-glacial Champlain Sea (Hough 1958:204).
During Archaic period (c. 7000 to 1000 B.C.), people continued a mobile hunter-gatherer
lifestyle, although there appears to have been a greater reliance on fishing and gathered food
(e.g. plants and nuts) and more diversity between regional groups. It is during this period that
the forest regions of North America developed and diversified similarly to what is known of
the modern era. This diversification in wildlife and plant life allowed for a greater variety of
food sources available and very likely reduced the range of travel required to sustain the
needs of the group. Tools became increasingly diversified, reflecting an adaptation to
environmental conditions similar to those of today. Adzes, axes, gouges and other tools
believed to have been used woodworking appear at this time. Lake Superior copper also
begins to find its way across southern Ontario. A wide variety of decorative or ceremonial
AMICK Consultants Limited
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ground stone objects including gorgets, pipes, and ‘birdstones’ were produced. Based on the
proliferation of sites across southern Ontario that are dated to this period, it seems clear that
populations grew significantly over the preceding Period (Ellis, Kenyon and Spence 1990:93;
Kennedy 1970:61). Artifacts from eastern Ontario suggest a close relationship to the
Laurentian Archaic people of what is now New York State. The Laurentian Archaic artifact
complex contains large, broad bladed, chipped stone and ground slate projectile points, and
heavy ground stone tools. This stage is also known for the extensive use of cold-hammered
copper tools including “bevelled spear points, bracelets, pendants, axes, fishhooks, and
knives” (Kennedy 1970:59).
The introduction of ceramics marks the beginning of the Woodland period (c. 1000 B.C. to
A.D. 1550). In most other respects, the subsistence strategies of the people appear to have
been much the same as in the previous Archaic Period. In the spring people would
congregate at specific lakeshore sites to fish. This would allow for socialization with the
larger group and to conduct business and ceremonies that would require the presence of the
entire community. This gathering would last through to the late summer. Throughout the late
fall and winter, small groups would occupy an inland ‘family’ hunting area.
The introduction of domesticated plants was perhaps the most significant of the changes to
occur during the Woodland period. Around 800 A.D. domesticated plants were introduced
south of the Canadian Shield. The cultivation of corn, beans, squash, sunflowers and tobacco
gradually assumed an economic role of central importance to the lives of the late Woodland
peoples. The rise of dependence upon horticulture as a major source of food and trade goods
led to the development of large semi-permanent villages. A large number of such sites appear
to have been surrounded with substantial palisade structures, which has led many to conclude
that there must have been significant hostility between various groups during this period.
Three pre-Contact stage tribal groups occupied eastern Ontario immediately prior to the
arrival of Europeans. Agricultural villages (c. A.D. 1400) of an Iroquoian people referred to
as “proto-Huron” have been found in southern Hastings and Frontenac Counties (Pendergast
1972). By A.D. 1500, the easternmost settlements of the Huron were located between Balsam
Lake and Lake Simcoe. The people known as the St. Lawrence Iroquois occupied the upper
St. Lawrence River valley and the Ottawa Valley was occupied by several Algonquin groups
(Day and Trigger 1978:793).
The fourteenth and fifteenth century Iroquoian sites of Eastern Ontario are directly related to
the communities that Jacques Cartier and his crew encountered in 1535 at Stadacona and
Hochelaga (Quebec City and Montreal Island respectively) (Jamieson 1990:386).
Subsequent exploration of the same locations by Europeans found only abandoned
settlements. At this time, a significant increase of St. Lawrence Iroquoian influenced ceramic
vessel types appear on Huron sites lending credence to the belief that at least some remnants
of the St. Lawrence Iroquois may have migrated north and west and were ultimately
absorbed into the Huron Confederacy (Wright 1966:70-71). The widespread and large scale
cultural upheavals experienced throughout the northeast of North America during the late
AMICK Consultants Limited

Page 9

2016 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment of the Proposed Trenton Lock 1 Hydro Project, Part Lots 2 & 3,
Con. 2 (Geographic Township of Murray, County of Northumberland), City of Quite West (Trenton Ward)
(AMICK File #16011/MTCS File #P1024-0201-2016)

1500s and early 1600s were directly related to the disruption of traditional economic, social
and geo-political patterns amongst all First Nation peoples. This continental cultural
destabilization was in large measure instigated by the arrival, activities and settlement by
various exploration, commercial and colonization entities originating in Europe represented
by the Basques, Spanish, French, Dutch, Swedish and British along the Atlantic seaboard.
Table 1 below summarizes the development of the archaeologically defined cultural groups
and periods.
TABLE 1
Years ago
350
1000
2000
3000
4000
5000
6000
7000
8000
9000
10000
11000

CULTURAL CHRONOLOGY FOR SOUTHERN ONTARIO

Period
Terminal Woodland
Initial Woodland

Southern Ontario
Ontario and St. Lawrence Iroquois Cultures
Princess Point, Saugeen, Point Peninsula, and Meadowood
Cultures

Archaic

Laurentian Culture

Palaeo-Indian

Plano and Clovis Cultures

(Wright 1972)

5.2.1

GENERAL POST-CONTACT HISTORICAL OUTLINE

The documented official history of the area begins with the arrival of Champlain and First
Nations allies to the area in 1615 on their way to attack the Five Nations Iroquois in what is
now New York State. This party arrived in what is now Trenton by descending the Trent
River to Lake Ontario. Champlain wrote a description of the banks of the Trent River at the
time of this expedition:
“We continued our course towards the enemy and made some five or six leagues
through these lakes,1 and thence the savages carried their canoes over land about ten
leagues, and we came upon another lake2 from six to seven leagues in length and
three in breadth. From here issues a river3 which makes its discharge into the great
lake of the Onondagas.4 Having crossed this lake we passed a rapid and followed the
course of the said river, downstream continually, some sixty-four leagues, to what is
1

According to Biggar these are what are known today as the Cranberry Balsam and Cameron Lakes (see Biggar 1929: 58).
According to Biggar this is Sturgean Lake (Ibid).
3
According to Biggar this is a representation of the Otonabee, the Trent and the Bay of Quinte as a single waterway or continuous channel
that matches Champlain’s description of a journey measuring sixty-four leagues (Ibid).
4
Lake Ontario.
2

AMICK Consultants Limited
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the entrance of the said Lake of the Onondagas,5 and on our way we portaged round
five rapids, some from four to five leagues in length. We also passed through several
lakes of very considerable size6, as is likewise the said river which passes through
them, and which abounds greatly in good fish. It is certain that all this country is
very fine and of pleasing character. Along the shores one would think the trees had
been planted for ornament in most places. Moreover all these regions in time past
were inhabited by savages, who have since been compelled to abandon them out of
fear of their enemies. Vines and walnut-trees grow there in great quantity. Grapes
here come to maturity, but there remains always a very pungent acidity which one
feels in the throat after eating many of them. This proceeds from lack of cultivation.
The cleared portion of these regions is quite pleasant. Hunting deer and bear is
common here, and for the sake of the experience we had a hunt and captured quite a
good number as we journeyed down. To do this four or five hundred savages placed
themselves in line in the woods, until they reached certain points which jut out into
the river; then marching in their order with bow and arrow in their hands, shouting
and making a great noise to frighten the animals, they keep on until they come to the
end of the point. In this way all the animals that are between the point and the
hunters are compelled to throw themselves into the water, unless they pass through
the line at the mercy of the arrows which are shot at them by the hunters. Meanwhile
the savages posted in the canoes, ranged on purpose along the edge of the shore,
easily draw near the stags and other animals, hunted and harried and very terrified.
Then the hunters kill them easily with sword blades fastened to the end of a stick like
a half pike, and in this way they do their hunting, as also in like manner on the
islands, where there is much game. I took particular pleasure in watching them hunt
in this manner, noting their skill. Many animals were killed by arquebus-shots, at
which they were greatly astonished: but it unfortunately happened that in aiming at a
stag, a svage came inadvertently into the line of fire and was wounded by a shot,
having no idea of such a thing, as may be supposed. At this a great clamour arose
among them, which nevertheless subsided upon the gift of some presents to the
wounded man, which is the ordinary method of allaying and ending quarrels; in case
the wounded man dies, the presents and gifts are made to his relations.As to game, it
is in great abundance in its season. There are also many cranes as white as swans,
and other kinds of birds, resembling those of France.
“We went by short stages as far as the shores of the lake of the Onondagas, hunting
continually, as is mentioned above, and when we reached it, we crossed it at one end,
that pointing eastward, which is the entrance to the great river Saint Lawrence, in
latitude forty-three degrees, and in this crossing are five very large islands7.”
(Biggar 1929: 58-62)

5

6

The present day location of Trenton and the outlet of the Trent River on Lake Ontario.

According to Biggar these are what are known today as the Pigeon, Buckbarn, Dear, Clear and Rice Lakes (see Biggar 1929:59).
According to Biggar these rare the False and Main Ducks, Great and Little Gallou, Calf and Great Stoney Islands. It is conjectured that
Champlain’s war party landed on the south side of Lake Ontario around Henderson Bay to the south of Sackett’s Harbour.
7
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Even based on the sparse description of Champlain it is of little wonder that the Anishnabeg
name for the Trent River was Saggettewedgewam, which means a river that is hard to follow
(Boyce 1967: 167).
In 1665 the Cayuga established a village on the north shore of Lake Ontario, which the
French referred to as “Kente” or “Quinte”. On early maps this name was applied to a variety
of locations and used to name a variety of geographical features. Consequently, the precise
location of this village remains unknown. In 1668 the Sulpician Order of the Catholic
Church established a mission at this village which was visited in 1669 by Joliet and Galinee
and in 1672 by LaSalle. The Sulpician mission was abandoned in 1680. A few years
following the end of the mission, the Marquis de Denonville, Governor of New France,
summoned a number of First Nations people to Fort Frontenac. While there roughly 130
men, women and children of the Kente village were seized and handed over to New France’s
First Nations allies to be tortured. They were then sent to Europe to be sold as galley slaves.
In retaliation, the Five Nations attacked and killed several hundred people near Montreal and
in 1689 the French were compelled to abandon Fort Frontenac. It was reoccupied in 1695
and eventually fell to the British during the Seven Years War and was destroyed (Boyce
1967: 15-18).
Kente or Quinte largely disappears from history until the end of the American Revolution.
The first Loyalists to settle in the area were the Fort Hunter Mohawks of New York who
arrived 22 May 1784. A treaty signed in October of 1783 secured the lake front lands
between the Gananoque and Trent Rivers from the Mississauga resident in the area. The
Mississauga retained certain lands within this area including what was to become the
downtown core of Belleville. Originally, this was to be the area settled by all of the Six
Nations loyal to the Crown. However, before the Loyalist Six Nations could be settled here,
Joseph Brant decided that he and his followers would rather be located closer to their
relatives in the Six Nations who remained on the other side of the border. This request was
conceded and they were permitted to move to the Grand River. However, most of the Fort
Hunter Mohawks of Lachine under Captain Deserondyou decide they would prefer to settle
at the Bay of Quinte. On 01 April 1793 the Mohawk Tract was officially granted to the Six
Nations. After 1820 the northern sections of the tract were transferred back to the Crown and
the Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte were settled within the Township of Tyendinaga (Boyce
1967 : 19-22).
The following is a summary of local history taken from the “Heritage” page of the City of
Quinte West website. The history of settlement at the mouth of the Trent River begins with
purchase of the land from the Mississauga through the agreement known as the Gunshot
Treaty, signed in 1783. The land was acquired in order to settle Loyalists who had remained
loyal to the Crown during the American Revolution. At that time the areas of Loyalist
settlement were Royal Townships. Three of these surrounded the Bay of Quinte. When
Upper Canada was created in 1791 there were 19 townships in Upper Canada (Quinte West
2017).
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With respect to the section of the City of Quinte West that was formerly situated within the
Township of Murray, Northumberland Township (now the Murray Ward), the “Heritage”
page of the City’s website notes that the famous Kente Portage passes through this part of the
city. This route was used by some of the most illustrious early explorers in North America
including Champlain, Joliette and LaSalle in addition to large numbers of anonymous traders,
missionaries and settlers. Kente Portage is the oldest road in continuous use in the province
of Ontario (Quinte West 2017)
Capitan John Meyers petitioned the government for land and a mill site near the mouth of the
Trent River in 1788. When his petition was refused he settled in the Bellville area and
became the founder of that community. Shortly thereafter his son-in-law, John Bleecker,
obtained the site at the mouth of the Trent in 1790, where he built a log house in what is now
known as Bleecker’s Grove. He acted as an unofficial agent amongst the local First Nations
and operated a ferry across the river. After his death in 1807, his wife ran the ferry and an inn
at the mouth of the Trent River. The fledgling settlement was then known as Trent Port
(Boyce 1967: 238).
Sawmills and gristmills were built during the first decade of the 1800’s, followed next by
churches and then by stores. A bridge was built across the Trent River came in 1834. At
about the same time preliminary work began on the Trent-Severn Waterway. Local resident
Sheldon Hawley led both projects. Mr. Hawley argued that a permanent bridge across the
river would decrease instances of drowning during attempts at dangerous river crossings
(which were common throughout the year) as well as contribute to the economic prosperity
and development of the community (Boyce 1967: 239). By 1852, the community then known
by the name of Trenton was officially a village with a population of 1,500. The community
included a number of schools, saloons, and manufactories in leather, flour, iron, cloth, and
timber. A strong timber industry further encouraged the growth of the village and by 1881
Trenton had achieved the status of a ‘town’(Boyce 1967: 242). With the arrival of the
Canadian Northern and Canadian Pacific Railways in 1912 new trade opportunities arose. At
the same time, the arrival of these railways caused a local construction boom as residences
were built to accommodate railway workers (Boyce 1967: 244).
Map 2 is a facsimile segment of the Township of Murray map reproduced from The
Illustrated Historical Atlas of the Counties of Northumberland and Durham (H. Belden & Co.
1878). Map 2 illustrates the location of the study area and environs as of 1878. The study
area is shown within the larger Township Lots 2 & 3 to the east of the River Trent. The
entirety of these two lots on this side of the river belongs to Cumming Gilmore & Co. No
structures or other features are indicated anywhere within the properties they own. In
addition the road allowances are depicted as unopened along the south edge of both lots and
between Lots 2 & 3. There is an unimproved dirt road or track that follows the bank of the
river from the urban limits of the community of Trenton heading north through the study
area. The developed and improved roads for ease of travel are drawn in a greater width on
the map. This track no longer appears on modern maps, but would have extended from the
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present-day Marmora Street. The Grand Trunk Railway passes through the larger Lot 2
property roughly 200 metres to the north of the study area.
It must be borne in mind that inclusion of names of property owners and depictions of
structures within properties on these maps were sold by subscription. While information
included within these maps may provide information about occupation of the property at a
specific point in time, the absence of such information does not indicate that the property was
not occupied.
Trenton’s most important industry was the timber trade. A large amount of this business was
in square timber that was rafted to Quebec. In 1860 4,000,000 cubic feet of square timber
was delivered to Quebec. Much of this timber was not harvested locally and came from as far
as the Counties of Perth and Peterborough. Approximately 14,000,000 board feet of sawn
lumber was shipped to the United States annually from Trenton (Boyce 1967: 242-3).
Trenton served as a processing and shipping centre for timber and cut lumber throughout the
19th century. The Gilmour Company drove it’s logs down the Moira emptying into Lake
Ontario at Belleville. From Belleville the logs were floated over to the site of their Trenton
Mill (Boyce 1967: 325).
James Cumming was in business running various timber operations, as was Gilmour & Co.
before they collaborated. It is not known precisely what was the nature of their use for this
property as they had been involved in the local timbering operations since at least as early as
the 1850s (see Guillet 1957). At the time of Confederation a predecessor firm by the name of
Gilmour & Page was said to be shipping 30,000, 000 board feet of lumber to the sates from
their sawmills at Trenton. By this time timbering had moved 75 miles to the north (Boyce
1967: 142). It is therefore most likely that the situation of the property adjacent to the Trent
River with access to the Gran Trunk Railway made it the ideal location for the transhipment
point from log flotilla to rail. It would seem likely that the property would have included one
or more sawmills and that this may have been the location of the Gilmour and Page
operations.
In 1872-3 the Gilmour Company 22,000,000 board feet of lumber out of a combined total of
117,000,000 board feet for the Trent River sawmills. The Gilmour Company was by far the
largest operation. Shortly after this peak production season, the lumber industry died off due
to a complete depletion of timber within the industries catchment area. By 1912 the lumber
production of the Trent River mills was 10% of what it was in 1871-2. The Gilmour
Company ceased operations and the only surviving producer was the Pearce Company of
Marmora producing 450,000 board feet per annum. As a direct result of the mismanagement
of timber resources in this area steps were initiated for the beginnings of a national
reforestation program (Boyce 1967: 170).
From the 1840s through to the 1870s many efforts were launched to attract or to build a
railway service to connect local industry to the Grand Trunk railway mainline between
Toronto and Montreal. The name given to the local proposed loop connection was the Grand
AMICK Consultants Limited
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Junction Railway. Finally, in 1873 ground was broken and finally, after a series of legal
disputes and financial difficulties, the first freight car travelled from Stirling to Belleville in
1877. Two years later this line was completed west to Peterborough. It is this section of the
railway that runs immediately north of the study area through what was the Cumming
Gilmour & Co. property discussed in further detail below. The Grand Junction Railway was
absorbed by the Midland Railway in 1881. The Grand Trunk Railway already owned most
of the Midland Railway by this time and provided the funds to purchase the Grand Junction
Railway. By 1893 the Midland Railway ceased to exist and had been fully absorbed by the
Grand Trunk Railway (Boyce 1967: 152-156).
The study area also has a significant connection to the history of the Trent Canal, also known
more correctly as the Trent-Severn Waterway. This is due to the fact that the study area is
situated adjacent to the Trent River, and is also the location of a significant lumber operation
which had a major interest in the development of the Trent-Severn Waterway. Lock 1 of the
Trent-Severn Waterway is situated on the opposite bank and upstream of the proposed
undertaking. Lock 1 will not be directly affected by the proposed undertaking. The dam
located downstream of Lock 1 and used to control the water level above the Lock 1 is
included within the study area on the east bank of the Trent River. It is at the eastern end of
the dam where the proposed hydroelectric turbine and powerhouse are proposed.
The story of the history and development of the Tren-Severn Waterway is lengthy and
complex. The following brief synopsis of the history of the Trent-Severn Waterway is taken
from Gerald E. Boyce’s work, Historic Hastings:
“In the early 1800s the inland movement of settlers, the need for timber, and possible
military advantages focused attention on this route. The noted agitator and reformer,
Robert Gourlay, proposed a canal to link the Bay of Quinte to Rice Lake, In his
Memoir of the Defence of Upper Canada, 1815, Gustavus Nicholls wrote of the
military advantages of such a canal from the head of the Bay of Qunite to Lake
Simcoe. Five years later, J. W. Bannister suggested that such a canal project might
be financed by a government-sponsored lottery or by combining that project with
settlement plans, tolls on the settlers’ trade paying for the improved waterway. The
Imperial government accepted this latter alternative as a possibility and surveyors
were sent out to make plans for a combined colonization and military route.
However, attention soon turned to the Welland Canal scheme to link Lakes Ontario
and Erie.
“It was only in the 1830s that positive action was taken towards commencing the
canal. Late in 1833, a civil engineer, N. H. Baird, submitted a thorough report on the
project based on his exploration of the existing system in the fall of that year. He
estimated the cost of a canal system from the Bay of Quinte to Peterborough to be
£23,000, but felt that this large expenditure would be offset by tolls charged to
lumberers (perhaps £6,000 a year), good access to the Marmora Iron Works (which
he had inspected and found to be very vital to the economy of all Upper Canada), and
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increased settlement, since he found the existing method of transportation to be by
“perhaps the worst roads in the province”. Moreover, there would be less loss of
human life among the “wicked” rapids near the mouth of the Trent and navigation
would be possible on Rice Lake. Following this report a short canal at Bobcaygeon
was completed in 1835and some work was done at Otonabee below Peterborough. In
a second report, compiled in 1835, Baird modified his stress on canals by suggesting
railroads could be used temporarily to bypass some of the worst sections, such as the
Nine Mile Rapids directly north of Trenton.
“Baird’s plans appealed to the Legislative assembly, a committee of which reported
in 1837 that the opening of navigation on the lower sections of the river would be
advantageous if only because the Marmora Iron works could be reopened. Because
of poor roads these works had been abandoned, and their reopening would mean that
it would no longer be necessary to import annually 200,000 pounds of iron into the
province. The Marmora Iron Works would supply iron for the “contemplated
railroads”. Accordingly, the provincial government set aside almost $140,000 to
develop the Trent and tenders were called for the construction of several parts of the
system. These included a dam, stone lock, and excavation at Meyers’ Island at the
mouth of the Trent, a dam nine miles north at Widow Harris’s, and a lock and timber
slide at Chisholm Rapids. (emphasis added)
“Unfortunately, these plans were only partly implemented. The depression of 183739 coupled with political unrest led the government to spend almost half of the
$140,000 elsewhere. Accordingly, when work was suspended in 1839, only the work
at Myers’ Island had been completed. The stone for this project had come from Ox
Point or Point Anne near Belleville where ten stone cutters had been employed for
two years in quarrying and preparing the stone. Unfortunately the Chisholm’s
Rapids were in an unfinished condition, and nothing had been done on the Nine-Mile
Rapids or the Harris dam at the northern end of this turbulent section. The first nine
miles of the waterway could not be used by boats and the completed sections were
denied access to the Bay of Quinte.
“Moreover, the canal system faced other problems. There had been a loss of life
during construction, and now that construction had stopped, lumberers were cutting
holes in the dams in order to facilitate timber movement. This vandalism temporarily
ceased in 1843 when the government again set out to complete the canal. Thomas
McGrath was named superintendent; and from his office at Brophy’s Hotel in
Frankford he supervised construction of a stone dam at the head of the Nine-Mile
Rapids, completed the unfinished lock and slide at Chisholm’s and began piers and
booms at Percy Landing, Raney Falls and Campbellford.
“Again the canal system was beset with problems. Construction slackened and fell
off. By 1849 the works at Widow Harris’s and Chisholm’s were said to have been
‘shamefully neglected’. The cost of maintaining the booms and timber slides
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continued to exceed the revenue from tolls. Consequently in 1855 the government
licensed the Trent Slide Committee to control these booms and slides. The committee
would levy tolls on timber, especially on the upper reaches of the system, and use this
money to keep the works repaired.
“During the 1850s Hastings County Council took the lead in pressing for the
completion of construction. Although only a small portion of the system’s 240 miles
was in Hastings County, the county would reap large rewards from a successful
canal, since Trenton was the southern entrance. At considerable expense, council
published N. H. Baird’s earlier reports on the advantages of this route and petitioned
the Canadian government to take action. But the slowly growing population along
the proposed waterway did not seem to justify a large expenditure in the 1850s, at a
time when the St. Lawrence route and the railroad expansion required large outlays
of funds.
“Since the Nine-Mile Rapids and other sections of the canal system were not really
navigable in the late nineteenth century, there was little hope of navigation on the
rather crooked waterway, and timber remained its main business. Slides, dams, and
booms aided the descent of timber, and in the 1872-73 season about 117,000,000
board feet of pine lumber were produced by sawmills along the Trent. The giant of
these companies was the Gilmour Company, whose Trenton mill manufactures
22,000,000 feet in that season. IN addition, the company rafted some square timber
for the Quebec market. Unfortunately, as the century progressed, the timber stands
were depleted, and by 1912 the lumber companies were producing less than ten per
cent of what they had in 1871-72. The Gilmour Company’s mill at Trenton ceased
operations and the only major county producer was the Pearce Company of Marmora
with a production of some 450,000 feet annually. So marked was the decline in
timber and so apparent was the mismanagement of the resources of the area that the
Dominion Conservation Commission made an extensive study of the Trent Watershed
region, leading to the beginnings of a reforestation policy.
“Meanwhile the building of the canal system was continuing by what one writer calls
a ‘driblet policy’. As the nineteenth century neared its close, small amounts were
being spent on widely separated parts of the waterway. Only in 1896 was this policy
abandoned and a determined effort begun to complete the project. By 1907, another
survey had concluded that Trenton should definitely be the entrance to the system (as
the original planners had decided almost a century before) rather than Port Hope
which sought the honour. By 1910, a million dollars a year was being spent on the
canal, and in 1912 that figure was doubled, this money being largely used to develop
the Lake Ontario entrance. It was not until 1918 that the northern access was
completed when two ‘cheaply-constructed marine railways’ were constructed instead
of the last two locks on the Severn River.
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“The serious decline in the lumber trade, the absence of any large agricultural traffic
in this region, and the drift of population away from the region especially after 1900
dictated that the route should be completed as economically as possible.
“Only in recent years has the canal become a real asset. With the increase in
pleasure-boating, it attracts many visitors to this area – visitors who in using the
canal help to justify the vision of the nineteenth century planners who predicted that
this waterway would one day be a significant link between Lake Ontario and the
Upper Lakes.”
(Boyce 1967: 167-171)
5.2.2

CURRENT CONDITIONS

A preliminary plan of the proposed undertaking has been submitted together with this report
to MTCS for review and reproduced within this report as Map 3. The proposed undertaking
consists of the installation of a Hydroelectric Powerhouse at the location of the existing Lock
1 Dam on the Trent River. The proposed site is on the east bank of the river. Lock 1 of the
Trent-Severn Waterway is on the west bank of the river. Ancillary features of the proposed
undertaking include a Tailrace Canal running south of the powerhouse location; a Turbine
Intake to the north of the powerhouse location; There is a Transmission Connection Line
Corridor running southeast from the Powerhouse to an existing Hydro Corridor where a new
temporary road access is to be constructed; Two potential Laydown areas are situated to the
east of the waterway and north of the existing hydro corridor; A second temporary road
access travels north between the two lay down areas and then west to the Intake location.
There is a third Laydown area to the north of this roadway.
The present use of the study area is as situated within an industrial area of the City of Quinte
West (Trenton Ward). At the time of the property assessment, AMICK Consultants Limited
was denied access to two parcels within the study area. The first of these is the parcel
managed by Parks Canada as part of the Trent-Severn Waterway National Historic Site.
These federal lands are not subject to provincial regulation and will undergo a separate
regulatory assessment and review process through Parks Canada. A process is under way at
the present time to gain access to this property and to complete the archaeological
assessment. A copy of the report for that assessment will be filed with MTCS as a matter of
record, but not for the purpose of any regulatory review. The second parcel belongs to Coco
Paving. This area is an entirely paved parking lot area and equipment yard. Although not
permitted to enter the property, the entire area included within the proposed undertaking is
visible and there is no part of this area that can be subject to Stage 2 Property Assessment
employing conventional archaeological survey methodology. Further, this area is a proposed
equipment lay down area and consequently, the intended use is very much in keeping with its
current use and therefore, there will be no potential construction impacts resulting from the
proposed undertaking.
Part of the study area includes the dam and a portion of the east bank of the Trent River
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within the Parks Canada managed Trent Severn Waterway National Historic Site. Adjacent
to this area is a water treatment plant of the City of Quinte West. To the east of the City
property is a large equipment yard area owned by Coco Paving. The south edge of the study
area is within an existing Hydro corridor.
These features of the proposed undertaking are illustrated on Map 3 of this report. Current
conditions encountered during the Stage 1-2 Property Assessment are illustrated in Maps 4 &
5.
5.2.3

SUMMARY OF HISTORICAL CONTEXT

The brief overview of documentary evidence readily available indicates that the study area is
situated within an area that was close to historic transportation routes (water road and rail)
and in an area well populated during the nineteenth century and as such has potential for sites
relating to early Post-contact settlement in the region. Background research indicates the
property has potential for significant archaeological resources of Native origins based on
proximity to a natural source of potable water in the past. The study area is situated within
lands that were formerly owned by a major timbering operation with significant economic
impact on the development of Trenton. The property also includes components of the TrentSevern Waterway National Historic Site.

5.3

ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONTEXT

The Archaeological Sites Database administered by the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and
Sport (MTCS) indicates that there are no (0) previously documented sites within 1 kilometre
of the study area. However, it must be noted that this is based on the assumption of the
accuracy of information compiled from numerous researchers using different methodologies
over many years. AMICK Consultants Limited assumes no responsibility for the accuracy of
site descriptions, interpretations such as cultural affiliation, or location information derived
from the Archaeological Sites Database administered by MTCS. In addition, it must also be
noted that a lack of formerly documented sites does not indicate that there are no sites present
as the documentation of any archaeological site is contingent upon prior research having
been conducted within the study area.
On the basis of information supplied by MTCS, no archaeological assessments have been
conducted within 50 metres of the study area. AMICK Consultants Limited assumes no
responsibility for the accuracy of previous assessments, interpretations such as cultural
affiliation, or location information derived from the Archaeological Sites Database
administered by MTCS. In addition, it must also be noted that the lack of formerly
documented previous assessments does not indicate that no assessments have been
conducted.
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Data contained in previous archaeological reports in close proximity to the study area that is
relevant to Stage 1 Background Study is defined within the Standards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologists in Section 7.5.8 Standard 4 as follows:
“Provide descriptions of previous archaeological fieldwork carried out within the
limits of, or immediately adjacent to the project area, as documented by all available
reports that include archaeological fieldwork carried out on the lands to be
impacted by this project, or where reports document archaeological sites
immediately adjacent (i.e., within 50 m) to those lands.”
(MTCS 2011: 126 Emphasis Added)
In accordance with data supplied by MTCS for the purposes of completing this study, there
are no previous reports detailing, “archaeological fieldwork carried out on the lands to be
impacted by this project”, nor do any previous reports document known archaeological sites
within 50 metres of the study area.
The Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists stipulates that the necessity to
summarize the results of previous archaeological assessment reports, or to cite MTCS File
Numbers in references to other archaeological reports, is reserved for reports that are directly
relevant to the fieldwork and recommendations for the study area (S & Gs 7.5.7, Standard 2,
MTC 2011: 125). This is further refined and elaborated upon in Section 7.5.8, Standards 4 &
5, MTC 2011:
“4. Provide descriptions of previous archaeological fieldwork carried out within
the limits of, or immediately adjacent to the project area, as documented by all
available reports that include archaeological fieldwork carried out on the lands
to be impacted by this project, or where reports document archaeological sites
immediately adjacent (i.e., within 50m) to those lands.”
“5. If previous findings and recommendations are relevant to the current stage
of work, provide the following:
a. a brief summary of previous findings and recommendations
b. documentation of any differences in the current work from the previously
recommended work
c. rationale for the differences from the previously recommended work”
(Emphasis Added)
The study area is situated in area for which there is no archaeological master plan.
On the opposite side of the Trent River, located at the Lock 1 site managed by Parks Canada
as a tourism venue, there are a number of locations for plaques. However, at the time of the
Stage 1-2 Property Assessment these had all been removed with the closure of the lock
following the end of the recreational boating season.
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5.3.1

PRE-CONTACT REGISTERED SITES

A summary of registered and/or known archaeological sites within a 1-kilometre radius of
the study area was gathered from the Archaeological Sites Database, administered by MTCS.
As a result it was determined that no (0) archaeological sites relating directly to Pre-contact
habitation/activity had been formally registered within the immediate vicinity of the study
area. However, the lack of formally documented archaeological sites does not mean that Precontact people did not use the area; it more likely reflects a lack of systematic archaeological
research in the immediate vicinity. Even in cases where one or more assessments may have
been conducted in close proximity to a proposed landscape alteration, an extensive area of
physical archaeological assessment coverage is required throughout the region to produce a
representative sample of all potentially available archaeological data in order to provide any
meaningful evidence to construct a pattern of land use and settlement in the past.
The study area lies within and adjacent to the Trent-Severn Waterway (Trent River), which is
a source of potable water and a navigable waterway. The distance to water criteria used to
establish potential for archaeological sites suggests potential for Pre-contact occupation and
land use in the area in the past.
5.3.2

POST-CONTACT REGISTERED SITES

A summary of registered and/or known archaeological sites within a 1-kilometre radius of
the study area was gathered from the Archaeological Sites Database, administered by MTCS.
As a result it was determined that (0) archaeological sites relating directly to Post-contact
habitation/activity had been formally registered within the immediate vicinity of the study
area.
5.3.3

LOCATION AND CURRENT CONDITIONS

The study area is described as the Proposed Trenton Lock 1 Hydro Project, Part Lots 2 & 3,
Con. 2 (Geographic Township of Murray, County of Northumberland), City of Quinte West
(Trenton Ward). This assessment was undertaken in order to ensure that the requirements of
the Provincial Policy Statement are addressed since changes in land use are contemplated.
However, there are no applications under specific legislation that would trigger or mandate
this study. The Project will proceed through Parks Canada Agency’s Environmental Impact
Analysis process and will not likely trigger the need for an environmental assessment for the
portions of the Project on non-federal lands. However, the Stage 1-2 Archaeological Property
Assessment has been completed to ensure compliance with the Ontario Heritage Act (OHA).
The present use of the study area is as situated within an industrial area of the City of Quinte
West (Trenton Ward). At the time of the property assessment, AMICK Consultants Limited
was denied access to two parcels within the study area. The first of these is the parcel
managed by Parks Canada as part of the Trent-Severn Waterway National Historic Site.
These federal lands are not subject to provincial regulation and will undergo a separate
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regulatory assessment and review process through Parks Canada. A process is under way at
the present time to gain access to this property and to complete the archaeological
assessment. A copy of the report for that assessment will be filed with MTCS as a matter of
record, but not for the purpose of any regulatory review. The second parcel belongs to Coco
Paving. This area is an entirely paved parking lot area and equipment yard. Although not
permitted to enter the property, the entire area included within the proposed undertaking is
visible and there is no part of this area that can be subject to Stage 2 Property Assessment
employing conventional archaeological survey methodology. Further, this area is a proposed
equipment lay down area and consequently, the intended use is very much in keeping with its
current use and therefore, there will be no potential construction impacts resulting from the
proposed undertaking.
Part of the study area includes the dam and a portion of the east bank of the Trent River
within the Parks Canada managed Trent Severn Waterway National Historic Site. Adjacent
to this area is a water treatment plant of the City of Quinte West. To the east of the City
property is a large equipment yard area owned by Coco Paving. The south edge of the study
area is within an existing Hydro corridor.
5.3.4

PHYSIOGRAPHIC REGION

The study area is located in the Iroquois Plain, which is located on the lowland bordering
Lake Ontario. This area used to be under Lake Iroquois and the old shorelines can easily be
identified based on unique features such as cliffs, beaches, bars and boulder pavements. Due
to the fact that this physiographic region was under a lake, the conditions of the soil and
landscape vary greatly from land smoothed by wave action to cliffs. Soil types range from a
sandy base to a clay base, with poor drainage in some areas. The Iroquois Plains consists of
the area from the Niagara River to the Trent River and around the western end of Lake
Ontario. (Chapman and Putnam 1984: 190-196)
5.3.5

SURFACE WATER

Sources of potable water, access to waterborne transportation routes, and resources
associated with watersheds are each considered, both individually and collectively to be the
highest criteria for determination of the potential of any location to support extended human
activity, land use, or occupation. Accordingly, proximity to water is regarded as the primary
indicator of archaeological site potential. The Standards and Guidelines for Consultant
Archaeologists stipulates that undisturbed lands within 300 metres of a water source are
considered to have archaeological potential (MTC 2011: 21).
The study area is partially within, as well as adjacent to, the Trent River.
5.3.6

CURRENT PROPERTY CONDITIONS CONTEXT
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Current characteristics encountered within an archaeological research study area determine if
property Assessment of specific portions of the study area will be necessary and in what
manner a Stage 2 Property Assessment should be conducted, if necessary. Conventional
assessment methodologies include pedestrian survey on ploughable lands and test pit
methodology within areas that cannot be ploughed. For the purpose of determining where
property Assessment is necessary and feasible, general categories of current landscape
conditions have been established as archaeological conventions. These include:
5.3.6.1 BUILDINGS AND STRUCTURAL FOOTPRINTS
A building, for the purposes of this particular study, is a structure that exists currently or has
existed in the past in a given location. The footprint of a building is the area of the building
formed by the perimeter of the foundation. Although the interior area of building
foundations would often be subject to property Assessment when the foundation may
represent a potentially significant historic archaeological site, the footprints of existing
structures are not typically assessed. Existing structures commonly encountered during
archaeological assessments are often residential-associated buildings (houses, garages,
sheds), and/or component buildings of farm complexes (barns, silos, greenhouses). In many
cases, even though the disturbance to the land may be relatively shallow and archaeological
resources may be situated below the disturbed layer (e.g. a concrete garage pad), there is no
practical means of assessing the area beneath the disturbed layer. However, if there were
evidence to suggest that there are likely archaeological resources situated beneath the
disturbance, alternative methodologies may be recommended to study such areas.
The study area contains no buildings or structural footprints.
5.3.6.2 DISTURBANCE
Areas that have been subjected to extensive and deep land alteration that has severely
damaged the integrity of archaeological resources are known as land disturbances. Examples
of land disturbances are areas of past quarrying, major landscaping, and sewage and
infrastructure development (MTC 2011: 18), as well as driveways made of gravel or asphalt
or concrete, in-ground pools, and wells or cisterns. Surfaces paved with interlocking brick,
concrete, asphalt, gravel and other surfaces meant to support heavy loads or to be long
wearing hard surfaces in high traffic areas, must be prepared by the excavation and removal
of topsoil, grading, and the addition of aggregate material to ensure appropriate engineering
values for the supporting matrix and also to ensure that the installations shed water to avoid
flooding or moisture damage. All hard surfaced areas are prepared in this fashion and
therefore have no or low archaeological potential. Major utility lines are conduits that
provide services such as water, natural gas, hydro, communications, sewage, and others.
These major installations should not be confused with minor below ground service
installations not considered to represent significant disturbances removing archaeological
potential, such as services leading to individual structures which tend to be comparatively
very shallow and vary narrow corridors. Areas containing substantial and deeply buried
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services or clusters of below ground utilities are considered areas of disturbance, and may be
excluded from Stage 2 Property Assessment. Disturbed areas are excluded from Stage 2
Property Assessment due to no or low archaeological potential and often because they are
also not viable to assess using conventional methodology.
“Earthwork is one of the major works involved in road construction. This process
includes excavation, material removal, filling, compaction, and construction.
Moisture content is controlled, and compaction is done according to standard design
procedures. Normally, rock explosion at the road bed is not encouraged. While filling
a depression to reach the road level, the original bed is flattened after the removal
of the topsoil. The fill layer is distributed and compacted to the designed
specifications. This procedure is repeated until the compaction desired is reached.
The fill material should not contain organic elements, and possess a low index of
plasticity. Fill material can include gravel and decomposed rocks of a particular size,
but should not consist of huge clay lumps. Sand clay can be used. The area is
considered to be adequately compacted when the roller movement does not create a
noticeable deformation. The road surface finish is reliant on the economic aspects,
and the estimated usage.” [Emphasis Added]
(Goel 2013)
The supporting matrix of a hard paved surface cannot contain organic material which is
subject to significant compression, decay and moisture retention. Topsoil has no engineering
value and must be removed in any construction application where the surface finish at grade
requires underlying support.
Installation of sewer lines and other below ground services associated with infrastructure
development often involves deep excavation that can remove archaeological potential. This
consideration does not apply to relatively minor below ground services that connect
structures and facilities to services that support their operation and use. Major servicing
corridors will be situated within adjacent road allowances with only minor, narrow and
relatively shallow underground services entering into the study area to connect existing
structures to servicing mainlines. The relatively minor, narrow and shallow services buried
within a residential property do not require such extensive ground disturbance to remove or
minimize archaeological potential within affected areas.
The study area appears to have been developed in the past and subject to demolition and
extensive grading. Large sections of the study area consist of lands which are currently paved
with asphalt, concrete or aggregate.
5.3.6.3 LOW-LYING AND WET AREAS
Landscape features that are covered by permanently wet areas, such as marshes, swamps, or
bodies of water like streams or lakes, are known as low-lying and wet areas. Low-lying and
wet areas are excluded from Stage 2 Property Assessment due to inaccessibility.
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Part of the study area extends into the Trent River. However, this area is situated within
Parks Canada managed lands and cannot be assessed as part of this provincial study. In
addition, land based archaeology cannot assess underwater environments and this part of the
proposed undertaking will require assessment by a qualified underwater archaeologist with a
permit issued by MTCS to undertake this study.
5.3.6.4 STEEP SLOPE
Landscape which slopes at a greater than (>) 20 degree change in elevation, is known as
steep slope. Areas of steep slope are considered uninhabitable, and are excluded from Stage
2 Property Assessment.
Generally, steep slopes are not assessed because steep slopes are interpreted to have low
potential, not due to viability to assess, except in cases where the slope is severe enough to
become a safety concern for archaeological field crews. In such cases, the Occupational
Health and Safety Act takes precedence as indicated in the introduction to the Standards and
Guidelines. AMICK Consultant Limited policy is to assess all slope areas whenever it is safe
to do so. Assessment of slopes, except where safety concerns arise, eliminates the invariably
subjective interpretation of what might constitute a steep slope in the field. This is done to
minimize delays due to conflicts in such interpretations and to increase the efficiency of
review.
The study area does contain a small area of steep slope along the bank of the Trent River.
However, this area is situated within Parks Canada managed lands and cannot be assessed as
part of this provincial study.
5.3.6.5 WOODED AREAS
Areas of the property that cannot be ploughed, such as natural forest or woodlot, are known
as wooded areas. These wooded areas qualify for Stage 2 Property Assessment, and are
required to be assessed using test pit survey methodology.
The study area does contain wooded area within the hydro corridor lands.
5.3.6.6 PLOUGHABLE AGRICULTURAL LANDS
Areas of current or former agricultural lands that have been ploughed in the past are
considered ploughable agricultural lands. Ploughing these lands regularly turns the soil,
which in turn brings previously buried artifacts to the surface, which are then easily
identified during visual inspection. Furthermore, by allowing the ploughed area to weather
sufficiently through rainfall, soil is washed off of exposed artifacts at the surface and the
visibility of artifacts at the surface of recently worked field areas is enhanced markedly.
Pedestrian survey of ploughed agricultural lands is the preferred method of physical
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assessment because of the greater potential for finding evidence of archaeological resources
if present.
The study area does not contain any ploughable lands.
5.3.6.7 LAWN, PASTURE, MEADOW
Landscape features consisting of former agricultural land covered in low growth, such as
lawns, pastures, meadows, shrubbery, and immature trees. These are areas that may be
considered too small to warrant ploughing, (i.e. less than one hectare in area), such as yard
areas surrounding existing structures, and land-locked open areas that are technically
workable by a plough but inaccessible to agricultural machinery. These areas may also
include open area within urban contexts that do not allow agricultural tillage within
municipal or city limits or the use of urban roadways by agricultural machinery. These areas
are required to be assessed using test pit survey methodology.
The study area consists primarily of area maintained as lawn outside of gravel, asphalt and
concrete surfaces.
5.3.7

SUMMARY

The brief overview of documentary evidence readily available indicates that the study area is
situated within an area that was close to historic transportation routes (water road and rail)
and in an area well populated during the nineteenth century and as such has potential for sites
relating to early Post-contact settlement in the region. Background research indicates the
property has potential for significant archaeological resources of Native origins based on
proximity to a natural source of potable water in the past. The study area is situated within
lands that were formerly owned by a major timbering operation with significant economic
impact on the development of Trenton. The property also includes components of the TrentSevern Waterway National Historic Site.
Current conditions within the study area indicate that some areas of the property may have no
or low archaeological potential and do not require Stage 2 Property Assessment or should be
excluded from Stage 2 Property Assessment. These areas would include the areas under
various surface pavements. A significant proportion of the study area does exhibit
archaeological potential and therefore a Stage 2 Property Assessment is required.
Archaeological potential does not indicate that there are necessarily sites present, but that
environmental and historical factors suggest that there may be as yet undocumented
archaeological sites within lands that have not been subject to systematic archaeological
research in the past.

6.0

FIELD WORK METHODS AND WEATHER CONDITIONS
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This report confirms that the study area was subject to Stage 2 Property Assessment by test
pit methodology on and that the fieldwork was conducted according to the archaeological
fieldwork standards and guidelines, including weather and lighting conditions. Weather
conditions were appropriate for the necessary fieldwork required to complete the Stage 2
Property Assessment and to create the documentation appropriate to this study. The
locations from which photographs were taken and the directions toward which the camera
was aimed for each photograph are illustrated in Maps 4 & 5 of this report. Upon completion
of the property inspection of the study area, it was determined that select areas would require
Stage 2 archaeological assessment consisting of test pit survey methodology.

6.1

PROPERTY INSPECTION

A detailed examination and photo documentation was carried out on the study area in order
to document the existing conditions of the study area to facilitate the Stage 2 Property
Assessment. All areas of the study area were visually inspected and photographed.
Observations made of conditions within the study area at the time of the inspection were used
to inform the requirement for Stage 2 Property Assessment for portions of the study area as
well as to aid in the determination of appropriate Stage 2 Property Assessment strategies.
The locations from which photographs were taken and the directions toward which the
camera was aimed for each photograph are illustrated in Maps 4 & 5 of this report.
6.3

TEST PIT SURVEY

In accordance with the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists, test pit
survey is required to be undertaken for those portions of the study area where deep prior
disturbance had not occurred prior to assessment or which were accessible to survey. Test pit
survey is only used in areas that cannot be subject to ploughing or cultivation. This report
confirms that the conduct of test pit survey within the study area conformed to the following
standards:
1. Test pit survey only on terrain where ploughing is not possible or viable, as in the
following examples:
a. wooded areas
[All wooded areas were test pit surveyed at an interval of 5 m between
individual test pits]
b. pasture with high rock content
[Not Applicable - The study area does not contain any pastures with high rock
content]
c. abandoned farmland with heavy brush and weed growth
[Not Applicable - The study area does not contain any abandoned farmland
with heavy brush and weed growth]
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d. orchards and vineyards that cannot be strip ploughed (planted in rows 5 m
apart or less), gardens, parkland or lawns, any of which will remain in use for
several years after the survey
[The study area contained a lawn area amongst the roadways that could not be
ploughed and was test pit surveyed at an interval of 5m between individual
test pits.]
e. properties where existing landscaping or infrastructure would be damaged.
The presence of such obstacles must be documented in sufficient detail to
demonstrate that ploughing or cultivation is not viable.
[The study area is situated within an industrial area that is occupied and will
remain in use during and after development of the proposed undertaking.
Ploughing would damage or destroy landscape features associated with
current operations within the study area. The study area is situated in an area
of urban density development where there are numerous underground services
such as hydro, water, sanitary sewer, gas, communications, etc. Many of
these services support the existing uses of the study area. Ploughing of the
affected portions of the study area would therefore damage or destroy these
services. All areas where existing landscaping or infrastructure would be
damaged were test pit surveyed at an interval of 5 metres between individual
test pits]
f. narrow (10 m or less) linear survey corridors (e.g., water or gas pipelines,
road widening). This includes situations where there are planned impacts 10
m or less beyond the previously impacted limits on both sides of an existing
linear corridor (e.g., two linear survey corridors on either side of an existing
roadway). Where at the time of fieldwork the lands within the linear corridor
meet the standards as stated under the above section on pedestrian survey
land preparation, pedestrian survey must be carried out. Space test pits at
maximum intervals of 5 m (400 test pits per hectare) in areas less than 300 m
from any feature of archaeological potential.
[A linear survey corridor for a proposed transmission line meeting the
standards as stated under the above section were test pit surveyed at an
interval of 5m between individual test pits. Linear survey corridors to either
side of an existing roadway where roadway improvements will require
widening and resurfacing of the existing gravel roadway and meeting the
standards as stated under the above section were test pit surveyed at an
interval of 5m between individual test pits. ]
2. Space test pits at maximum intervals of 5 m (400 test pits per hectare) in areas less
than 300 m from any feature of archaeological potential.
[All test pits were spaced at an interval of 10m between individual test pits in
order to confirm disturbance as discussed in further detail below. No natural soils
were encountered anywhere within the study area.]
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3. Space test pits at maximum intervals of 10 m (100 test pits per hectare) in areas more
than 300 m from any feature of archaeological potential.
4. [All test pits were spaced at an interval of 10m between individual test pits in
order to confirm disturbance as discussed in further detail below. No natural soils
were encountered anywhere within the study area.]
5. Test pit to within 1 m of built structures (both intact and ruins), or until test pits show
evidence of recent ground disturbance.
[Not Applicable]
6. Ensure that test pits are at least 30 cm in diameter.
[All test pits were at least 30 cm in diameter]
7. Excavate each test pit, by hand, into the first 5 cm of subsoil and examine the pit for
stratigraphy, cultural features, or evidence of fill.
[Regardless of the interval between individual test pits, all test pits were
excavated by hand where possible and examined for stratigraphy, cultural
features, or evidence of fill. In areas where topsoil was not present, test pits were
excavated to a minimum of 30cm in depth to ensure that suspected subsoils, if
present, were not layers of fill or waterborne materials overlying buried topsoil.
If these areas consisted of fill soils, test pits were also excavated a minimum of 30
cm below grade in order to ensure disturbance extended below even deep topsoil
layers such as those encountered in agricultural fields to ensure that the depth of
disturbance was sufficient to remove archaeological potential in most contexts.
Where other evidence indicates locations of potentially significant archaeological
sites that may include cultural deposits below fill soils, alternative strategies to
explore beneath the fill layers found in some areas may be necessary to complete
the Stage 2 Property Assessment. In such cases, further Stage 2 Property
Assessment may be recommended following completion of the property survey
under conventional methodologies.]
8. Screen soil through mesh no greater than 6 mm.
[All soil was screened through mesh no greater than 6 mm]
9. Collect all artifacts according to their associated test pit.
[Not Applicable - No archaeological resources were encountered]
10. Backfill all test pits unless instructed not to by the landowner.
[All test pits were backfilled]
(MTC 2011: 31-32)

“A combination of property inspection and test pitting may be used when initial Stage
2 results determine that all or part of the project area may in fact be disturbed. The
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Stage 2 survey may then consists of a detailed inspection (equivalent to Stage 1),
combined with test pitting.”
1. If it was not done as part of Stage 1, inspect and document the disturbed areas
according to the standards described for Stage 1 property inspections.
[The disturbed areas of the study area were inspected and documented as per the
standards described for Stage 1 property inspections. Apparent areas of
disturbance where Stage 2 Property Assessment survey was not viable were
mapped and documented photographically but excluded from the Stage 2 survey.
Surfaces paved with concrete, asphalt, and gravel meant to support heavy loads or
to be long wearing hard surfaces in high traffic areas, must be prepared by the
excavation and removal of topsoil, grading, and the addition of aggregate material
to ensure appropriate engineering values for the supporting matrix and also to
ensure that the installations shed water to avoid flooding or moisture damage. All
hard surfaced areas are prepared in this fashion and therefore have no or low
archaeological potential. Major utility lines are conduits that provide services such
as water, natural gas, hydro, communications, sewage, and others. These major
installations should not be confused with minor below ground service installations
not considered to represent significant disturbances removing archaeological
potential, such as services leading to individual structures which tend to be
comparatively very shallow and vary narrow corridors. Areas containing
substantial and deeply buried services or clusters of below ground utilities are
considered areas of disturbance, and may be excluded from Stage 2 Property
Assessment. Disturbed areas are excluded from Stage 2 Property Assessment due
to no or low archaeological potential and often because they are also not viable to
assess using conventional methodology. Areas of suspected disturbance where test
pit survey was viable were shovel tested as described below.]
2. Place Stage 2 test pits throughout the disturbed areas according to professional
judgment (and where physically viable) as to confirm that these areas have been
completely disturbed.
[An area of suspected disturbance was identified during the property inspection
conducted concurrently with the Stage 2 Property Assessment. This area consists
of the woodlot associated with the corridor which was very irregular on the surface
and included chunks of concrete and asphalt protruding from the surface.
Additionally, it was soon discovered that all of the areas that were viable to test pit
were disturbed contexts with deep deposits of fill beyond shovel test pit depth.
Test pits were excavated every 10 metres across the entirety of the disturbed
portion of the study area. The excavated soil and the profiles of these test pits
were examined to determine if each represented an area of disturbance. If test pits
in such areas consisted of fill soils or lacked any stratigraphy overlying apparent
subsoil, test pits were excavated a minimum of 30 cm below grade in order to
ensure disturbance extended below even deep topsoil layers such as those
encountered in agricultural fields to ensure that the depth of disturbance was
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sufficient to remove archaeological potential in most contexts. Any such areas
deemed to have low potential for archaeological resources. Once the extent and
limits of the disturbances were identified, standard test pit survey at a 5-metre
interval between test pits was resumed.]
(MTC 2011: 38)
Approximately 70% of the study area consisted of lawn or woodlot area that was test pit
surveyed at an interval of 10 metres between individual test pits in order to confirm
disturbance. Approximately 20% of the study area was not viable to assess as these areas
were covered with concrete, asphalt or compacted aggregate material. Such areas are not
viable to assess through test pit methodology, although shovel testing of gravel areas was
attempted but shovels were refused just below the surface due to the highly compact nature
of the deposits. Approximately 10% of the study area was not assessable due to the presence
of paved surfaces that are not viable to assess. Approximately 10% of the study area falls
under federal jurisdiction and must be addressed through a separate regulatory process as
these lands are managed by Parks Canada as part of the Trent-Severn Waterway National
Historic Site.

7.0

RECORD OF FINDS

Section 7.8.2 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (MTC 2011:
137-138) outlines the requirements of the Record of Finds component of a Stage 2 report:
1. For all archaeological resources and sites that are identified in Stage 2, provide
the following:
a. a general description of the types of artifacts and features that were
identified
b. a general description of the area within which artifacts and features were
identified, including the spatial extent of the area and any relative
variations in density
c. a catalogue and description of all artifacts retained
d. a description of the artifacts and features left in the field (nature of
material, frequency, other notable traits).
2. Provide an inventory of the documentary record generated in the field (e.g.
photographs, maps, field notes).
3. Submit information detailing exact site locations on the property separately from
the project report, as specified in section 7.6. Information on exact site locations
includes the following:
a. table of GPS readings for locations of all archaeological sites
b. maps showing detailed site location information.
7.1

ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES
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No archaeological resources of any description were encountered anywhere within the study
area.
7.2

ARCHAEOLOGICAL FIELDWORK DOCUMENTATION

The documentation produced during the field investigation conducted in support of this
report includes: one sketch map, one page of photo log, one page of field notes, and 49
digital photographs.

7.3

ABORIGINAL ENGAGEMENT PROGRAM

The fieldwork was completed with the participation of First Nations Monitors. Dr. Lawrence
Jackson of Northeastern Archaeological Associates Limited acted as the coordinator for
Aboriginal Engagement on behalf of AMICK Consultants Limited. Dr. Jackson has a
lengthy history of work with the First Nations communities with an interest in cultural
heritage within the larger geographic context of the study area. Communication was initiated
with the Williams Treaty First Nations and also directly with two First Nations communities
with membership in this larger umbrella group incorporating seven (7) First Nations
communities with shred interests resulting from their jointly held Treaty Rights under the
Williams Treaty. Direct contact was established with the Curve Lake and Alderville First
Nations as both communities indicated an interest in the proposed undertaking. Once
arrangements were made to include representation from Alderville, Curve Lake was satisfied
that appropriate representation to address their concerns was covered by this arrangement and
an additional monitor from Curve Lake was not necessary. Outside of the Williams Treaty,
direct contact was established with the Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte since they are the First
Nations community in closest proximity to the study area who have traditionally held an
interest in local development and have a history of working with local approval agencies.
Skye Anderson acted as the coordinator for archaeological monitoring on this project on
behalf of the Alderville First Nation and Amy Cowie acted as the coordinator for
archaeological monitoring on behalf of the Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte.
Tracey Yeo participated in the Stage 2 Property Assessment on behalf of the Alderville First
Nation and Sam Jeffries participated in the Stage 2 Property Assessment on behalf of the
Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte. A draft copy of this report has been provided to the Curve
Lake, Alderville and Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte First Nations for review and comment in
advance of submission to MTCS. Their feedback has been incorporated into the
recommendations of this report.
Detailed information, including correspondence with contacted parties is included in subsections 7.3.1 Determining Interested Aboriginal Communities; 7.3.2 Initial Notification
Letter; 7.3.3 Direct Contact and Engagement; and 7.3.4 Results of the Aboriginal
Engagement Program are included in the Supplementary Report Package filed under separate
cover with MTCS.
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8.0

ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS

AMICK Consultants Limited was engaged by the proponent to undertake a Stage 1-2
Archaeological Assessment of lands potentially affected by the proposed undertaking and
was granted permission to carry out archaeological fieldwork. The entirety of the study area
was subject to property inspection and photographic documentation concurrently with the
Stage 2 Property Assessment on 28 November 2016, consisting of test pit survey at an
interval of ten metres between individual test pits in order to confirm deep disturbance. This
Stage 1-2 Property Assessment was conducted concurrently with a Cultural Heritage
Evaluation. All records, documentation, field notes, photographs and artifacts (as applicable)
related to the conduct and findings of these investigations are held at the Lakelands District
corporate offices of AMICK Consultants Limited until such time that they can be transferred
to an agency or institution approved by the Ontario Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport
(MTCS) on behalf of the government and citizens of Ontario.
8.1

STAGE 1 ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS

As part of the present study, background research was conducted in order to determine the
archaeological potential of the proposed project area.
“A Stage 1 background study provides the consulting archaeologist and Ministry report
reviewer with information about the known and potential cultural heritage resources within a
particular study area, prior to the start of the field assessment.”
(OMCzCR 1993)
The evaluation of potential is further elaborated Section 1.3 of the Standards and Guidelines
for Consultant Archaeologist (2011) prepared by the Ontario Ministry of Tourism and
Culture:
“ The Stage 1 background study (and, where undertaken, property inspection) leads to an
evaluation of the property’s archaeological potential. If the evaluation indicates that there is
archaeological potential anywhere on the property, the next step is a Stage 2 assessment.”
(MTC 2011: 17)
Features or characteristics that indicate archaeological potential when documented within the
study area, or within close proximity to the study area (as applicable), include:
“ - previously identified archaeological sites
- water sources (It is important to distinguish types of water and shoreline, and to
distinguish natural from artificial water sources, as these features affect site locations
and types to varying degrees.):
o primary water sources (lakes, rivers, streams, creeks)
o secondary water sources (intermittent streams and creeks, springs, marshes,
swamps)
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-

-

-

-

o features indicating past water sources (e.g., glacial lake shorelines indicated
by the presence of raised sand or gravel beach ridges, relic river or stream
channels indicated by clear dip or swale in the topography, shorelines of
drained lakes or marshes, cobble beaches)
o accessible or inaccessible shoreline (e.g., high bluffs, swamp or marsh fields
by the edge of a lake, sandbars stretching into marsh)
elevated topography (e.g., eskers, drumlins, large knolls, plateaux)
pockets of well-drained sandy soil, especially near areas of heavy soil or rocky
ground
distinctive land formations that might have been special or spiritual places, such as
waterfalls, rock outcrops, caverns, mounds, and promontories and their bases. There
may be physical indicators of their use, such as burials, structures, offerings, rock
paintings or carvings.
resource areas, including:
o food or medicinal plants (e.g., migratory routes, spawning areas, prairie)
o scarce raw materials (e.g., quartz, copper, ochre or outcrops of chert)
o early Post-contact industry (e.g., fur trade, logging, prospecting, mining)
areas of early Post-contact settlement. These include places of early military or
pioneer settlement (e.g., pioneer homesteads, isolated cabins, farmstead complexes),
early wharf or dock complexes, pioneer churches and early cemeteries. There may be
commemorative markers of their history, such as local, provincial, or federal
monuments or heritage parks.
Early historical transportation routes (e.g., trails, passes, roads, railways, portage
routes)
property listed on a municipal register or designated under the Ontario Heritage
Actor that is a federal, provincial or municipal historic landmark or site
property that local histories or informants have identified with possible
archaeological sties, historical events, activities, or occupations”
(MTC 2011: 17-18)

The evaluation of potential does not indicate that sites are present within areas affected by
proposed development. Evaluation of potential considers the possibility for as yet
undocumented sites to be found in areas that have not been subject to systematic
archaeological investigation in the past. Potential for archaeological resources is used to
determine if property assessment of a study area or portions of a study area is required.
“Archaeological resources not previously documented may also be present in the
affected area. If the alternative areas being considered, or the preferred alternative
selected, exhibit either high or medium potential for the discovery of archaeological
remains an archaeological assessment will be required.”
(MCC & MOE 1992: 6-7)
“The Stage 1 background study (and, where undertaken, property inspection) leads to
an evaluation of the property’s archaeological potential. If the evaluation indicates
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that there is archaeological potential anywhere on the property, the next step is a
Stage 2 assessment.”
(MTC 2011: 17)
In addition, archaeological sites data is also used to determine if any archaeological resources
had been formerly documented within or in close proximity to the study area and if these
same resources might be subject to impacts from the proposed undertaking. This data was
also collected in order to establish the relative cultural heritage value or interest of any
resources that might be encountered during the conduct of the present study. For example,
the relative rarity of a site can be used to assign an elevated level of cultural heritage value or
interest to a site that is atypical for the immediate vicinity. The requisite archaeological sites
data of previously registered archaeological sites was collected from the Programs and
Services Branch, Culture Programs Unit, MTCS and the corporate research library of
AMICK Consultants Limited. The Stage 1 Background Research methodology also includes
a review of the most detailed available topographic maps, historical settlement maps,
archaeological management plans (where applicable) and commemorative plaques or
monuments. When previous archaeological research documents lands to be impacted by the
proposed undertaking or archaeological sites within 50 metres of the study area, the reports
documenting this earlier work are reviewed for pertinent information. AMICK Consultants
Limited will often modify this basic methodology based on professional judgment to include
additional research (such as, local historical works or documents and knowledgeable
informants).
Section 7.7.3 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (MTC 2011:
132) outlines the requirements of the Analysis and Conclusions component of a Stage 1
Background Study.
1)
2)

“Identify and describe areas of archaeological potential within the project area.
Identify and describe areas that have been subject to extensive and deep land
alterations. Describe the nature of alterations (e.g., development or other activity)
that have severely damaged the integrity of archaeological resources and have
removed archaeological potential.”

CHARACTERISTICS INDICATING ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL
Section 1.3.1 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists specifies the
property characteristics that indicate archaeological potential (MTC 2011: 17-18). Factors
that indicate archaeological potential are features of the local landscape and environment that
may have attracted people to either occupy the land or to conduct activities within the study
area. One or more of these characteristics found to apply to a study area would necessitate a
Stage 2 Property Assessment to determine if archaeological resources are present. These
characteristics are listed below together with considerations derived from the conduct of this
study.
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1) Previously Identified Archaeological Sites
Previously registered archaeological sites have not been documented within 300
metres of the study area.
2) Water Sources
Primary water sources are described as including lakes, rivers streams and creeks.
Close proximity to primary water sources (300 metres) indicates that people had
access to readily available sources of potable water and routes of waterborne trade
and communication should the study area have been used or occupied in the past.
The Trent River is primary water sources within 300 metres of the study area.
Secondary water sources are described as including intermittent streams and creeks,
springs, marshes, and swamps. Close proximity (300 metres) to secondary water
sources indicates that people had access to readily available sources of potable water,
at least on a seasonal basis, and in some cases seasonal access to routes of waterborne
trade and communication should the study area have been used or occupied in the
past.
There are no identified secondary water sources within 300 metres of the study area.
3) Features Indicating Past Water Sources
Features indicating past water resources are described as including glacial lake
shorelines indicated by the presence of raised sand or gravel beach ridges, relic river
or stream channels indicated by clear dip or swale in the topography, shorelines of
drained lakes or marshes, and cobble beaches. Close proximity (300 metres) to
features indicating past water sources indicates that people had access to readily
available sources of potable water, at least on a seasonal basis, and in some cases
seasonal access to routes of waterborne trade and communication should the study
area have been used or occupied in the past.
There are no identified features indicating past water sources within 300 metres of the
study area.
4) Accessible or Inaccessible Shoreline
This form of landscape feature would include high bluffs, swamp or marsh fields by
the edge of a lake, sandbars stretching into marsh, etc.
There are no shorelines within 300 metres of the study area.
5) Elevated Topography
Features of elevated topography that indicate archaeological potential include eskers,
drumlins, large knolls, and plateaux.

AMICK Consultants Limited

Page 36

2016 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment of the Proposed Trenton Lock 1 Hydro Project, Part Lots 2 & 3,
Con. 2 (Geographic Township of Murray, County of Northumberland), City of Quite West (Trenton Ward)
(AMICK File #16011/MTCS File #P1024-0201-2016)

There are no identified features of elevated topography within the study area.
6) Pockets of Well-drained Sandy Soil
Pockets of sandy soil are considered to be especially important near areas of heavy
soil or rocky ground.
The soil throughout the study area is mottled dark brown and medium gold sandy
clay. This is an artificial fill soil that does not affect determinations of potential.
7) Distinctive Land Formations
These are landscape features that might have been special or spiritual places, such as
waterfalls, rock outcrops, caverns, mounds, and promontories and their bases. There
may be physical indicators of their use, such as burials, structures, offerings, rock
paintings or carvings.
There are no identified distinctive land formations within the study area.
8) Resource Areas
Resource areas that indicate archaeological potential include food or medicinal plants
(e.g., migratory routes, spawning areas, and prairie), scarce raw materials (e.g.,
quartz, copper, ochre or outcrops of chert) and resources of importance to early Postcontact industry (e.g., logging, prospecting, and mining).
There are no identified resource areas within the study area.
9) Areas of Early Post-contact Settlement
These include places of early military or pioneer settlement (e.g., pioneer homesteads,
isolated cabins, and farmstead complexes), early wharf or dock complexes, pioneer
churches and early cemeteries. There may be commemorative markers of their
history, such as local, provincial, or federal monuments or heritage parks.
The study area includes a significant historic lumber industry identified on the
historic atlas map and a portion of the dam associated with Lock 1 of the Trent-Svern
Waterway National Historic Site.
10) Early Historical Transportation Routes
This includes evidence of trails, passes, roads, railways, portage routes.
An early settlement road traverses the study area from south to north along the bank
of the Trent River. The Trent River is also a significant historic route of travel
extending back through time to the original First Nations people to move into the
area. In addition, a railway associated with the lumbering operation passes through
the original township lots containing the study area, but not in close enough proximity
to affect determinations of archaeological potential.
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11) Heritage Property
Property listed on a municipal register or designated under the Ontario Heritage Act
or is a federal, provincial or municipal historic landmark or site.
The study area is situated partially within the Trent-Severn Waterway National
Historic Site.
12) Documented Historical or Archaeological Sites
This includes property that local histories or informants have identified with possible
archaeological sites, historical events, activities, or occupations. These are properties
which have not necessarily been formally recognized or for which there is additional
evidence identifying possible archaeological resources associated with historic
properties in addition to the rationale for formal recognition.
There are no known heritage features, or known historic sites, or known
archaeological sites within the study area in addition to those formally documented
with the appropriate agencies or previously noted under a different criterion.
CHARACTERISTICS INDICATING REMOVAL OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL
Section 1.3.2 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists specifies the
property characteristics which indicate no archaeological potential or for which
archaeological potential has been removed (MTC 2011: 18-19). These characteristics are
listed below together with considerations derived from the conduct of this study.
The introduction of Section 1.3.2 (MTC 2011: 18) notes that “Archaeological potential can
be determined not to be present for either the entire property or a part(s) of it when the area
under consideration has been subject to extensive and deep land alterations that have
severely damaged the integrity of any archaeological resources. This is commonly referred
to as ‘disturbed’ or ‘disturbance’, and may include:”
1) Quarrying
There is no evidence to suggest that quarrying operations were ever carried out within
the study area.
2) Major Landscaping Involving Grading Below Topsoil
Unless there is evidence to suggest the presence of buried archaeological deposits,
such deeply disturbed areas are considered to have lost their archaeological potential.
Properties that do not have a long history of Post-contact occupation can have
archaeological potential removed through extensive landscape alterations that
penetrate below the topsoil layer. This is because most archaeological sites originate
at grade with relatively shallow associated excavations into the soil. Pre-contact sites
and early historic sites are vulnerable to extensive damage and complete removal due
to landscape modification activities. In urban contexts where a lengthy history of
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occupation has occurred, properties may have deeply buried archaeological deposits
covered over and sealed through redevelopment activities that do not include the deep
excavation of the entire property for subsequent uses. Buildings are often erected
directly over older foundations preserving archaeological deposits associated with the
earlier occupation.
There is evidence to suggest that major landscaping operations involving grading
below topsoil were carried out on a large scale throughout the study area. No
undisturbed soil profiles could be found within the study area during the Stage 2
Property Assessment test pit survey. It appears that the study area was likely subject
to more than one period of development demolition and redevelopment.
3) Building Footprints
Typically, the construction of buildings involves the deep excavation of foundations,
footings and cellars that often obliterate archaeological deposits situated close to the
surface.
There are no buildings within the study area.
4) Sewage and Infrastructure Development
Installation of sewer lines and other below ground services associated with
infrastructure development often involves deep excavation that can remove
archaeological potential.
There is no evidence to suggest that substantial below ground services of any kind
have resulted in significant impacts to any significant portion of the study area.
Major utility lines are conduits that provide services such as water, natural gas, hydro,
communications, sewage, and others. These major installations should not be
confused with minor below ground service installations not considered to represent
significant disturbances removing archaeological potential, such as services leading to
individual structures which tend to be comparatively very shallow and vary narrow
corridors. Areas containing substantial and deeply buried services or clusters of
below ground utilities are considered areas of disturbance, and may be excluded from
Stage 2 Property Assessment.
“Activities such as agricultural cultivation, gardening, minor grading and landscaping do
not necessarily affect archaeological potential.”
(MTC 2011: 18)
“Archaeological potential is not removed where there is documented potential for deeply
buried intact archaeological resources beneath land alterations, or where it cannot be
clearly demonstrated through background research and property inspection that there has
been complete and intensive disturbance of an area. Where complete disturbance cannot be
demonstrated in Stage 1, it will be necessary to undertake Stage 2 assessment.”
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(MTC 2011: 18)
Table 2 below summarizes the evaluation criteria of the Ministry of Tourism and Culture
together with the results of the Stage 1 Background Study for the proposed undertaking.
Based on the criteria, the property is deemed to have archaeological potential on the basis of
proximity to water, proximity to historic industry, and proximity to early historic routes of
transportation.
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TABLE 2

EVALUATION OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL

FEATURE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL
1
Known archaeological sites within 300m
PHYSICAL FEATURES
2
Is there water on or near the property?
Primary water source within 300 m. (lakeshore,
2a river, large creek, etc.)
Secondary water source within 300 m. (stream,
2b spring, marsh, swamp, etc.)
Past water source within 300 m. (beach ridge,
2c river bed, relic creek, etc.)
Accessible or Inaccessible shoreline within 300 m.
2d (high bluffs, marsh, swamp, sand bar, etc.)
Elevated topography (knolls, drumlins, eskers,
3
plateaus, etc.)
4

YES

N
Y
Y
N
N
N
N

Pockets of sandy soil in a clay or rocky area

N

Distinctive land formations (mounds, caverns,
5
waterfalls, peninsulas, etc.)
HISTORIC/PREHISTORIC USE FEATURES
Associated with food or scarce resource harvest
areas (traditional fishing locations,
6
agricultural/berry extraction areas, etc.)

7

Early Post‐contact settlement area within 300 m.

NO

N

N

Y

N/A

COMMENT
If Yes, potential
determined
If Yes, what kind of water?
If Yes, potential
determined
If Yes, potential
determined
If Yes, potential
determined
If Yes, potential
determined
If Yes, and Yes for any of 4‐
9, potential determined
If Yes and Yes for any of 3,
5‐9, potential determined
If Yes and Yes for any of 3‐
4, 6‐9, potential
determined
If Yes, and Yes for any of 3‐
5, 7‐9, potential
determined.
If Yes, and Yes for any of 3‐
6, 8‐9, potential
determined

Historic Transportation route within 100 m.
If Yes, and Yes for any 3‐7
(historic road, trail, portage, rail corridors, etc.)
Y
or 9, potential determined
Contains property designated and/or listed under
the Ontario Heritage Act (municipal heritage
If Yes and, Yes to any of 3‐
9
committee, municipal register, etc.)
Y
8, potential determined
APPLICATION‐SPECIFIC INFORMATION
Local knowledge (local heritage organizations,
If Yes, potential
10 Pre‐contact, etc.)
Y
determined
Recent disturbance not including agricultural
cultivation (post‐1960‐confirmed extensive and
If Yes, no potential or low
intensive including industrial sites, aggregate
potential in affected part
11 areas, etc.)
Y
(s) of the study area.
If YES to any of 1, 2a‐c, or 10 Archaeological Potential is confirmed
If YES to 2 or more of 3‐9, Archaeological Potential is confirmed
If YES to 11 or No to 1‐10 Low Archaeological Potential is confirmed for at least a portion of the study
area.
8
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8.2

STAGE 2 ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS

Section 7.8.3 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (MTC 2011:
138-139) outlines the requirements of the Analysis and Conclusions component of a Stage 2
Property Assessment.
1. Summarize all finding from the Stage 2 survey, or state that no archaeological sites
were identified.
2. For each archaeological site, provide the following analysis and conclusions:
a. A preliminary determination, to the degree possible, of the age and cultural
affiliation of any archaeological sites identified.
b. A comparison against the criteria in 2 Stage 2: Property Assessment to determine
whether further assessment is required
c. A preliminary determination regarding whether any archaeological sites identified
in Stage 2 show evidence of a high level cultural heritage value or interest and will
thus require Stage 4 mitigation.
No archaeological sites or resources were found during the Stage 2 survey of the study area.

9.0

RECOMMENDATIONS

9.1

STAGE 1 RECOMMENDATIONS

Under Section 7.7.4 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (MTC
2011: 133) the recommendations to be made as a result of a Stage 1 Background Study are
described.
1)

2)

Make recommendations regarding the potential for the property, as follows:
a. if some or all of the property has archaeological potential, identify
areas recommended for further assessment (Stage 2) and areas not
recommended for further assessment. Any exemptions from further
assessment must be consistent with the archaeological fieldwork
standards and guidelines.
b. if no part of the property has archaeological potential, recommend
that the property does not require further archaeological assessment.
Recommend appropriate Stage 2 assessment strategies.

The study area has been identified as an area of archaeological potential.
Approximately 70% of the study area consisted of lawn or woodlot area that was test pit
surveyed at an interval of 10 metres between individual test pits in order to confirm
disturbance. Approximately 20% of the study area was not viable to assess as these areas
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were covered with concrete, asphalt or compacted aggregate material. Such areas are not
viable to assess through test pit methodology, although shovel testing of gravel areas was
attempted but shovels were refused just below the surface due to the highly compact nature
of the deposits. Approximately 10% of the study area was not assessable due to the presence
of paved surfaces that are not viable to assess. Approximately 10% of the study area falls
under federal jurisdiction and must be addressed through a separate regulatory process as
these lands are managed by Parks Canada as part of the Trent-Severn Waterway National
Historic Site.
The portion of the study area under management of Parks Canada has been excluded from
this study since this area must be subject to archaeological assessment through a separate
regulatory process as these are federal lands. This portion of the study area will be reported
under separate cover and copied to MTCS although not subject to provincial statutes. The
surfaces covered with concrete, asphalt or gravel were not viable to assess and were also
determined to have low or no potential and therefore it is recommended that there is no
further archaeological concern for these areas. Portions of the study area excluded from
theses noted areas, were determined to have potential and Stage 2 assessment was therefore
conducted using test pit survey methodology in accordance with the Standards governing the
use of this method.
Any areas that were viable to assess were subject to assessment using the test pit
methodology. Test pits were dug at a fixed interval of 10 metres across the surface area in
order to confirm disturbance since no natural soils were encountered. Test pits measured a
minimum of 30 centimeters in diameter and were dug to sufficient depth to verify deep
grading below topsoil. All excavated earth was screened through 6 mm wire mesh to ensure
that any artifacts contained within the soil matrix are recovered. All test pits were back filled
and restored as much as was reasonably possible to the level of the surrounding grade.
9.2

STAGE 2 RECOMMENDATIONS

Under Section 7.8.4 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (MTC
2011: 139) the recommendations to be made as a result o f a Stage 2 Property Assessment are
described.
1)

2)

For each archaeological site, provide a statement of the following:
a. Borden number or other identifying number
b. Whether or not it is of further cultural heritage value or interest
c. Where it is of further cultural heritage value or interest, appropriate
Stage 3 assessment strategies
Make recommendations only regarding archaeological matters.
Recommendations regarding built heritage or cultural heritage landscapes
should not be included.
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3)

If the Stage 2 survey did not identify any archaeological sites requiring
further assessment or mitigation of impacts, recommend that no further
archaeological assessment of the property be required.

As a result of the property Assessment of the study area, no archaeological resources were
encountered. Consequently, the following recommendations are made:
-

No further archaeological assessment of the study area is warranted;
The Provincial interest in archaeological resources with respect to the proposed
undertaking has been addressed;
The proposed undertaking is clear of any archaeological concern.
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10.0 ADVICE ON COMPLIANCE WITH LEGISLATION
While not part of the archaeological record, this report must include the following standard
advisory statements for the benefit of the proponent and the approval authority in the land
use planning and development process:
a. This report is submitted to the Minister of Tourism and Culture as a condition of
licensing in accordance with Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O. 1990, c.
0.18. The report is reviewed to ensure that it complies with the standards and
guidelines issued by the Minister, and that the archaeological fieldwork and report
recommendations ensure the conservation, protection and preservation of the cultural
heritage of Ontario. When all matters relating to archaeological sites within the
project area of a development proposal have been addressed to the satisfaction of the
Ministry of Tourism and Culture, 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.
b. It is an offence under Sections 48 and 69 of the Ontario Heritage Act for any party
other than a licensed archaeologist to make any alteration to a known archaeological
site or to remove any artifact or other physical evidence of past human use or activity
from the site, until such time as a licensed archaeologist has completed
archaeological fieldwork on the site, submitted a report to the Minister stating that
the site has no further cultural heritage value or interest, and the report has been
filed in the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports referred to in Section
65.1 of the Ontario Heritage Act.
c. Should previously undocumented archaeological resources be discovered, they may
be a new archaeological site and therefore subject to Section 48 (1) of the Ontario
Heritage Act. The proponent or person discovering the archaeological resources
must cease alteration of the site immediately and engage a licensed archaeologist to
carry out archaeological fieldwork, in compliance with sec. 48 (1) of the Ontario
Heritage Act.
d. The Cemeteries Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. C.4 and the Funeral, Burial and Cremation
Services Act, 2002, S.O. 2002, c.33 (when proclaimed in force) require that any
person discovering human remains must notify the police or coroner and the
Registrar of Cemeteries at the Ministry of Consumer Services.
e. Archaeological sites recommended for further archaeological fieldwork or protection
remain subject to Section 48 (1) of the Ontario Heritage Act and may not be altered,
or have artifacts removed from them, except by a person holding an archaeological
licence.
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12.0 MAPS

MAP 1 LOCATION OF THE STUDY AREA (GOOGLE MAPS 2012)
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MAP 3 FACSIMILE SEGMENT OF THE HISTORIC ATLAS MAP OF THE TOWNSHIP OF
MURRAY (H. BELDEN 1878)
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MAP 3 STUDY AREA AND OWNERSHIP (HATCH ENGINEERING 2016)
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MAP 4 AERIAL PHOTO AND PLANNED PROJECT LAND USE (GOOGLE EARTH 2011)
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MAP 5 AERIAL OF THE STUDY AREA AND STAGE 1-2 PROPERTY ASSESSMENT

AMICK Consultants Limited

Page 52

2016 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment of the Proposed Trenton Lock 1 Hydro Project, Part Lots 2 & 3,
Con. 2 (Geographic Township of Murray, County of Northumberland), City of Quite West (Trenton Ward)
(AMICK File #16011/MTCS File #P1024-0201-2016)

13.0 IMAGES

IMAGE 1

ROAD AND TEST PIT SURVEY CONDITIONS

IMAGE 2

ROAD AND TEST PIT SURVEY CONDITIONS

IMAGE 3

ROAD AND TEST PIT SURVEY CONDITIONS

IMAGE 4

ROAD AND TEST PIT SURVEY CONDITIONS

IMAGE 5

ROAD AND TEST PIT SURVEY CONDITIONS

IMAGE 6

ROAD AND TEST PIT SURVEY CONDITIONS

AMICK Consultants Limited

Page 53

2016 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment of the Proposed Trenton Lock 1 Hydro Project, Part Lots 2 & 3,
Con. 2 (Geographic Township of Murray, County of Northumberland), City of Quite West (Trenton Ward)
(AMICK File #16011/MTCS File #P1024-0201-2016)

IMAGE 7

ROAD AND TEST PIT SURVEY CONDITIONS

IMAGE 8 GRAVEL MULTI-USE TRAIL AND TEST PIT SURVEY
CONDITIONS

IMAGE 9 GRAVEL MULTI-USE TRAIL AND TEST PIT SURVEY
CONDITIONS

IMAGE 10 GRAVEL MULTI-USE TRAIL AND TEST PIT SURVEY
CONDITIONS

IMAGE 11 GRAVEL MULTI-USE TRAIL AND TEST PIT SURVEY
CONDITIONS

IMAGE

AMICK Consultants Limited

12 TEST PIT SURVEY CONDITIONS

Page 54

2016 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment of the Proposed Trenton Lock 1 Hydro Project, Part Lots 2 & 3,
Con. 2 (Geographic Township of Murray, County of Northumberland), City of Quite West (Trenton Ward)
(AMICK File #16011/MTCS File #P1024-0201-2016)

IMAGE 13 GRAVEL MULTI-USE TRAIL AND TEST PIT SURVEY
CONDITIONS

AMICK Consultants Limited

IMAGE 14

TEST PIT SURVEY CONDITIONS

Page 55

15.0 PROJECT REPORT SUPPLEMENTARY DOCUMENTATION
LICENSEE INFORMATION:
Contact Information:

Licensee:
Ontario Archaeology Licence:
PROJECT INFORMATION:
Corporate Project Number:
MTCS Project Number:
Investigation Type:
Project Name:
Project Location:

Michael B. Henry CD BA FRAI FRSA
Southwestern District Office
553 Dufferin Avenue
London, ON N6B 2A5
Phone: (419) 432-4435
Email: mhenry@amick.ca/mcornies@amick.ca
www.amick.ca
Sarah MacKinnon MSc
P1024

Project Designation Number:

16011
P1024-0201-2016
Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment
Trenton Lock 1 Hydro Project
Part of Lots 2 & 3, Concession 2
(Geographic Township of Murray,
County of Northumberland),
City of Quinte West (Trenton Ward)
N/A

MTCS FILING INFORMATION:
Site Record/Update Forms:
Date of Report Filing:
Type of Report:

N/A
10 April 2017
ORIGINAL

2016 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment of the Proposed Trenton Lock 1 Hydro Project, Part Lots 2 &
3, Con. 2 (Geographic Twp. of Murray, Northumberland County), City of Quite West (Trenton Ward)
(AMICK File #16011/MTCS File #P1024-0201-2016)

TABLE OF CONTENTS
7.3.1 Determining Interested Aboriginal Communities
7.3.2 Initial Notification
7.3.3 Direct Contact and Engagement
7.3.4 Results of the Aboriginal Engagement Program

AMICK Consultants Limited

3
3
3
4

Page 2

2016 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment of the Proposed Trenton Lock 1 Hydro Project, Part Lots 2 &
3, Con. 2 (Geographic Twp. of Murray, Northumberland County), City of Quite West (Trenton Ward)
(AMICK File #16011/MTCS File #P1024-0201-2016)

7.3.1

DETERMINING INTERESTED ABORIGINAL COMMUNITIES

Although there is no requirement to incorporate Aboriginal Engagement within this
project at this time, the project proponent advised us that they wished us to undertake a
program of Aboriginal Engagement as a component of the Stage 1-2 Archaeological
Property Assessment. The First Nations communities of Alderville, Haiwatha, and Curve
Lake had each identified themselves as communities with an interest in this project
previous to AMICK Consultants Limited being retained. In consultation with Dr
Lawrence Jackson of Northeaster Archaeological Associates, who is very familiar with
the First Nations communities in the vicinity of the study area, it was determined that the
wider assembly of the Willams Treaty First Nations of which Alerville, Haiwatha, and
Curve Lake are members, should be notified of the work in case there were additional
communities with an interest in the project. As well, it was further decided that the
Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte First Nation should be contacted as well.
7.3.2

INITIAL NOTIFICATION LETTER

Dr. Lawrence Jackson undertook direct communication with the Cultural and Heritage
staff at each community.
7.3.3

DIRECT CONTACT AND ENGAGEMENT

The fieldwork was completed with the participation of First Nations Monitors. Dr.
Lawrence Jackson of Northeastern Archaeological Associates Limited acted as the
coordinator for Aboriginal Engagement on behalf of AMICK Consultants Limited. Dr.
Jackson has a lengthy history of work with the First Nations communities with an interest
in cultural heritage within the larger geographic context of the study area.
Communication was initiated with the Williams Treaty First Nations and also directly
with two First Nations communities with membership in this larger umbrella group
incorporating seven (7) First Nations communities with shred interests resulting from
their jointly held Treaty Rights under the Williams Treaty. Direct contact was established
with the Curve Lake and Alderville First Nations as both communities indicated an
interest in the proposed undertaking. Once arrangements were made to include
representation from Alderville, Curve Lake was satisfied that appropriate representation
to address their concerns was covered by this arrangement and an additional monitor
from Curve Lake was not necessary. Outside of the Williams Treaty, direct contact was
established with the Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte since they are the First Nations
community in closest proximity to the study area who have traditionally held an interest
in local development and have a history of working with local approval agencies.
Skye Anderson acted as the coordinator for archaeological monitoring on this project on
behalf of the Alderville First Nation and Amy Cowie acted as the coordinator for
archaeological monitoring on behalf of the Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte. Tracey Yeo
participated in the Stage 2 Property Assessment on behalf of the Alderville First Nation
and Sam Jeffries participated in the Stage 2 Property Assessment on behalf of the
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Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte. A draft copy of this report has been provided to the
Curve Lake, Alderville and Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte First Nations for review and
comment in advance of submission to MTCS. Their feedback has been incorporated into
the recommendations of this report.
The Archaeological Monitors sent on behalf of Alderville and the Mohawks of the Bay of
Quinte worked well with the personnel of AMICK Consultants Limited. There were no
concerns expressed by any participants regarding the conduct of the Stage 2 Property
Assessment. The invoices to Northeastern Archaeological Associates are attached as
Appendices A & B as proof of the participation of representatives form these
communities in the cultural heritage studies undertaken in support of the proposed
project.
7.3.4

RESULTS OF THE ENGAGEMENT PROGRAM

The Aboriginal Engagement Program was designed to inform the relevant Aboriginal
communities about the project and to obtain ideas and concerns from them regarding the
management of archaeological resources within the subject property.
No archaeological resources were encountered as a result of the Stage 2 Property
Assessment. Accordingly, there were no matters to address subsequent to the Stage 2
Property Assessment concerning archaeological resource management or the disposition
of archaeological collections.
A draft copy of this report was provided to the Alderville, Curve Lake, and the Mohawks
of the Bay of Quinte for review and comment in advance of submission to MTCS.
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APPENDIX A
INVOICE FOR PROJECT PARTICIPATION FROM
ALDERVILLE FIRST NATION

Alderville First Nation
11696 Second Line Road
Roseneath, ON K0K 2X0
Phone: 905-352-2662 Fax: 905-352-3242
sanderson@alderville.ca
Bill To:
Northeast Archaeology
Lawrence Jackson

For:
Tracy Yeo
Archaeological Monitor

Description
Salary:
(Date)
21-Nov

(Time)
9:00-4:00

INVOICE
Date: 12/8/16
Invoice #: 2016-006

Rate

Amount

(Hours)
7

$

25.00 $
$

175.00
175.00

(km)
70

$

0.54 $
$

37.80
37.80

$

212.80

Travel
(Date)
21-Nov

Total

Make all cheques payable to Alderville First Nation, ATTN: Skye Anderson, Lands and Resources Coordinator.
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APPENDIX B
INVOICE FOR PROJECT PARTICIPATION FROM
MOHAWKS OF THE BAY OF QUINTE
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APPENDIX C
EMAIL REPORTS FROM LAWRENCE JACKSON REGARDING
ABORIGINAL ENGAGEMENT
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