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2.0 Stage 1 Background Study 
As part of the Stage 1 archaeological assessment, Wood queried the Ontario 
Archaeological Sites Database, maintained by the MTCS to determine if archaeological 
sites have been registered within 1 km of the Study Area (MTCS 2021a), The Ontario 
Public Register of Archaeological Reports was also queried to determine whether 
previous archaeological assessments have been carried out within the Study Area, or 
within a 50 m radius of the Study Area (MTCS 2021b). The principal determinants of 
archaeological potential, namely proximity to water, topography, drainage, soils, and 
proximity to important resources and historical transportation routes and settlements, 
were then examined to evaluate the Study Area’s general archaeological potential. The 
specific potential for post-contact period archaeological resources was assessed 
through an examination of available historical maps and other archival sources. Finally, 
a property inspection was conducted to confirm the desktop evaluation of 
archaeological potential and identify areas where recent land use has impacted or 
removed that potential. 
2.1 Archaeological Context 

 Registered Archaeological Sites  
In Ontario, information concerning archaeology sites is stored in the Ontario 
Archaeological Sites Database maintained by the MTCS. This database contains 
archaeological sites registered within the Borden system (Borden 1952). Under the 
Borden system, Canada has been divided into grid blocks based on longitude and 
latitude. A Borden block is approximately 13 km east to west, and approximately 18.5 
km north to south. Each Borden block is referred to by a four-letter designation and sites 
located within the block are numbered sequentially as they are found. The Study Area is 
located within the AgGs Borden block. On the basis of a search of the Ontario 
Archaeological Sites Database on 27 August 2021, there are 48 registered sites located 
within 1 km of the Study Area. Of these 48 sites, 13 are located within 300 m of the 
Study Area.  
Table 1 provides a summary of these sites and provides the Cultural Heritage Value or 
Interest (“CHVI”) of each site, where known.  
Table 1: Registered Archaeological Sites within 1-km Radius 
Borden 
Number 

Site Name Cultural 
Affiliation 

Site Type Distance 
from 
Study 
Area 

Development 
Review 
Status 

AgGs-4 Feren Unknown Unknown < 1 km Unknown 
AgGs-5 Walters Unknown Unknown < 1 km Unknown 
AgGs-15 MIA 8469 Unknown Unknown < 300 m Unknown 
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PHOTOGRAPH 21 
View facing south 
southeast of Montrose 
Road. 

 

View facing northeast 
toward Montrose Bridge of 
Montrose Road. 
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PHOTOGRAPH 23 
View facing north-
northwest of Montrose 
Road. 

 

View facing south-
southwest of the Montrose 
Road and Oakwood Drive 
intersection. 
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PHOTOGRAPH 25 
View facing northeast of 
the Montrose Road and 
Chippawa Creek Road 
intersection. 

 

View facing north-
northeast of Montrose 
Road. 
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PHOTOGRAPH 27 
View facing south-
southeast of Montrose 
Road. 

 

View facing northeast of 
the Montrose Road and 
Blackburn Parkway 
intersection. 
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PHOTOGRAPH 29 
View facing south-
southeast of Montrose 
Road from Blackburn 
Parkway. 

 

View facing north-
northeast towards Brown 
Road of the Brown Road 
and Heartland Forest 
Road intersection. Note 
deep ditching on the east 
and west sides of the 
right-of-way. 
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PHOTOGRAPH 31 
View facing northeast of 
Brown Road from the 
Heartland Forest Road 
intersection. 

 

View facing northeast of 
Brown Road. Deep 
ditching is visible on the 
southern side of the right-
of-way. 
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PHOTOGRAPH 33 
View of Brown Road 
facing southwest. A 
concrete pathway is next 
to the subdivision. 

 

View facing southeast of 
Brown Road. A concrete 
pathway is next to the 
subdivision. 
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View facing northwest of 
Brown Road. 

 

PHOTOGRAPH 36 
View facing northeast of 
the Brown Road and 
Montrose Road 
intersection. 
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View of Brown Road and 
Montrose Road 
intersection facing north 
northeast. 

 

PHOTOGRAPH 38 
View of Montrose Road 
from Brown Road facing 
south southeast. 
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View facing southeast 
towards the QEW of the 
Montrose Road and 
Canadian Drive 
intersection. 

 

View facing south 
southeast of Montrose 
Road and associated 
open field. 
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View facing south of the 
concrete land running 
north-south towards the 
Study Area. 

 

PHOTOGRAPH 42 
View facing southwest 
towards the Study Area of 
a fallow fields. 
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View facing south-
southwest towards the 
Study Area of the fallow 
fields. 

 

View of overgrown field 
and steeply sloping 
topography south of 
Oakwood Drive. 
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Appendix F: Excerpts from 
the MCFN Treaties Booklet  
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Assessor Qualifications 
Heidy Schopf, MES, CAHP – Built Heritage and Cultural Heritage Landscape Team 
Lead - Heidy Schopf the Built and Landscape Heritage Team Lead at Wood. She has 
over ten years’ experience in Cultural Resource Management. She is a professional 
member of the Canadian Association of Heritage Professionals (CAHP) and is MTO 
RAQs certified in archaeology/heritage. She has worked on a wide variety of projects 
throughout Ontario, including: cultural heritage resources assessments, heritage impact 
assessments, documentation reports, cultural heritage evaluations, strategic 
conservation plans, heritage conservation district studies and plans and AAs. Ms. 
Schopf has extensive experience applying local, Provincial, and Federal heritage 
guidelines and regulations to evaluate protected and potential cultural heritage 
properties. She is skilled at carrying out impact assessments and developing mitigation 
measures to conserve the heritage attributes of properties where changes are 
proposed.  
Henry Cary, Ph.D., CAHP, RPA – Senior Staff Archaeologist –Dr. Henry Cary has 
over 20 years of public and private-sector experience directing archaeological and 
cultural heritage projects in urban, rural, Arctic and Sub-Arctic environments in Canada 
as well as the Republic of South Africa, Italy, and France. His career has included 
positions as project archaeologist and cultural resource management specialist for 
Parks Canada’s Fort Henry National Historic Site Conservation Program and Western 
Arctic Field Unit, Heritage Manager for the Town of Lunenburg UNESCO World 
Heritage Site, and senior-level archaeologist and cultural heritage specialist for CH2M 
and Golder Associates. He currently holds a Professional Archaeology Licence 
(P327) issued by the Ontario MTCS, is MTO RAQs certified in Archaeology/Heritage 
and is a member of the Canadian Association of Heritage Professionals (CAHP) and 
Register of Professional Archaeologists (RPA). His education includes a B.A. in 
Prehistoric Archaeology and Anthropology from Wilfrid Laurier University, a MA in 
Historical Archaeology from Memorial University, and a Ph.D. in War Studies from the 
Royal Military College of Canada. Currently, Henry also holds academic positions as 
Adjunct Professor of Anthropology at Saint Mary’s University and lecturer in Visual & 
Material Culture at Mount Allison University. 
Alejandra Cooney, B.Sc., Field Archaeologist (R1188) - Ms. Cooney holds a B.Sc. 
Degree in Anthropology and Biology from Trent University and has an Environmental 
Technician Diploma from Mohawk College. Ms. Cooney has been working in the field of 
archaeological consulting since 2013. She holds an Applied Research License 
(R1188) in archaeology from the Ontario MTCS. Ms. Cooney has conducted Stage 1 to 
4 archaeological assessments in of environmental assessments, hydro line corridors, 
municipal roadways, residential and infrastructure development.  Through her 
experience, she has gained expertise in archaeological projects in remote locations.  A 
number of projects that Ms. Cooney has been involved in, have included Indigenous 
Engagement.  Ms. Cooney’s education and relevant work experience have provided her 
with knowledge of high precision GPS technologies, such as SX Blue, Top Con Hi SR 
and FC5000 global positioning systems, used to record architectural and natural 
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features/ landscapes, cultural material, topographical anomalies and site boundaries. 
Ms. Cooney is a member of the Ontario Archaeological Society.  
Chelsea Dickinson, BA - Cultural Heritage Specialist | Research Archaeologist 
Ms. Dickinson holds an Honours B.A. Degree in Near Eastern and Classical 
Archaeology from Wilfrid Laurier University, and a Post-Graduate Certificate in 
Geographical Information Systems from Fanshawe College. She has been working in 
the field of cultural resource management since 2015 and holds an Applied Research 
license (License R1194) in Archaeology from the Ontario Ministry of Tourism, Culture 
and Sport. Ms. Dickinson has worked on a wide variety of projects throughout Ontario, 
including: Cultural Heritage Assessments Reports (CHARs), Cultural Heritage Reports 
(CHRs under TPAP), Heritage Impact Assessments (HIAs), Cultural Heritage 
Evaluation Reports (CHERs) using Ontario Regulation 9/06 and 10/06, Strategic 
Conservation Plans (SCP), and AAs (Stage 1-4) throughout Ontario. Ms. Dickinson has 
been the prime/co-author on a multitude of archaeological (i.e., Stage 1-4) and cultural 
heritage assessment reports (i.e., CHAR, CHER, HIA, CHDR), specializing in historical 
background research across Ontario. Ms. Dickinson has had the privilege of working 
alongside a multitude of First Nation community members while conducting AAs in both 
Northern and Southern Ontario. In addition, she has experience using ArcGIS/Collector 
and high precision GPS technologies, specifically Top Con Hi SR and FC5000 
positioning systems, used to map in architectural features, diagnostic artifacts, as well 
as topographical anomalies and site boundaries. 
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Limitations 
1. The work performed in the preparation of this report and the conclusions presented 

are subject to the following: 
a. The Standard Terms and Conditions which form a part of our Professional 

Services Contract; 
b. The Scope of Services; 
c. Time and Budgetary limitations as described in our Contract; and, 
d. The Limitations stated herein. 

2. No other warranties or representations, either expressed or implied, are made as to 
the professional services provided under the terms of our Contract, or the 
conclusions presented. 

3. The conclusions presented in this report were based, in part, on visual observations 
of the Study Area. Our conclusions cannot and are not extended to include those 
portions of the Study Area which were not reasonably available, in Wood 
Environment & Infrastructure’s opinion, for direct observation. 

4. The potential for archaeological resources, and any actual archaeological resources 
encountered, at the Study Area were assessed, within the limitations set out above, 
having due regard for applicable heritage regulations as of the date of the 
inspection.  

5. Services including a background study and fieldwork were performed. Wood 
Environment & Infrastructure’s work, including archival studies and fieldwork, were 
completed in a professional manner and in accordance with the Ministry of Tourism, 
Culture and Sport’ guidelines. It is possible that unforeseen and undiscovered 
archaeological resources may be present at the Study Area. 

6. The utilization of Wood Environment & Infrastructure’s services during the 
implementation of any further archaeological work recommended will allow Wood 
Environment & Infrastructure to observe compliance with the conclusions and 
recommendations contained in the report. Wood Environment & Infrastructure’s 
involvement will also allow for changes to be made as necessary to suit field 
conditions as they are encountered. 

7. This report is for the sole use of the parties to whom it is addressed unless 
expressly stated otherwise in the report or contract. Any use which any third party 
makes of the report, in whole or in part, or any reliance thereon, or decisions made 
based on any information of conclusions in the report, is the sole responsibility of 
such third party. Wood Environment & Infrastructure accepts no responsibility 
whatsoever for damages or loss of any nature or kind suffered by any such third 
party as a result of actions taken or not taken or decisions made in reliance on the 
report or anything set out therein. 

8. This report is not to be given over to any third-party other than a governmental 
entity, for any purpose whatsoever without the written permission of Wood 
Environment & Infrastructure, which shall not be unreasonably withheld. 
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