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Niagara Region Section 3 — Stage 2 Property Assessment

Stage 2 AA: SNFWWTP Blackhorse Sewage Pumping Station at
701 Allanburg Road

3.0 Stage 2 Property Assessment
3.1 Methods

A Stage 2 archaeological survey of the Study Area was directed and conducted by
Chelsea Dickinson (R1194) with the assistance of Heidy Schopf of Wood on 11
November 2021 and 12 November 2021. As summarized in Table 6, the weather during
fieldwork met Section 2.1 Standard 3 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant
Archaeologists (MHSTCI 2011) regarding weather and lighting.

Table 6: Weather Conditions for Each Field Day

Date Weather Field Director Activities
Conducted
11 November 2021  Partly Cloudy Chelsea Dickinson  Test pit survey
(Low 8°C/ High (R1194)
16°C)

12 November 2021  Partly Cloudy with Chelsea Dickinson  Test pit survey
some showers (Low (R1194)
9°C/ High 13°C)

All land conditions were recorded as shown in Appendix B: Figure 11 and Appendix E:
Photographs 1 to 9.

The entirety of the Study Area is maintained lawn with archaeological potential but
where ploughing to remove surface vegetation is not possible or viable. Per the
requirements of Section 2.1.2 Standard 1 d. of the Standards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologists (MHSTCI 2011), this land was assessed by means of test pit
survey at 5 m grid intervals.

The test pit survey determined that 0.07 ha (29%) of the Study Area had undergone
major landscaping involving grading below topsoil that would have severely damaged
the integrity of any archaeological resources. Per Section 2.1.8 Standard 2 of the
Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (MHSTCI 2011) this area was
shovel tested at 5-10 m intervals according to professional judgment so as to confirm
the extent of the area that was completely disturbed. Please refer to Appendix A: Figure
11 for the location and extent of this disturbed area and Appendix E: Photographs 5 to 7
showing the disturbed area and Wood archaeologists completing shovel test pitting to
define the extent of this disturbance.

Approximately 0.01 ha (4%) of the Study Area on the western edge of the property was
located along a shallow drainage ditch, which suggested an extensive and deep land
alteration would have severely damaged the integrity of any archaeological resources.
Per Section 2.1.8 Standard 2 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant
Archaeologists (MHSTCI 2011) this area was shovel tested according to professional
judgment at 5 m intervals so as to confirm the extent of the area that was completely
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Aerial Photograph

Dated: 1968
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PHOTOGRAPH 1

View facing northeast
towards manicured lawn
and firehouse/concrete
pad north of the Study
Area at 701 Allanburg
Road.

PHOTOGRAPH 2

View facing north-
northwest towards
drainage ditching along
the running parallel to the
western fence line
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PHOTOGRAPH 3

View facing northeast
towards manicured lawn
at 701 Allanburg Road.

PHOTOGRAPH 4

View facing northwest
towards manicured lawn
and firehouse at 701
Allanburg Road
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PHOTOGRAPH 5

Crew at work, test pit
survey of manicured lawn
facing northeast.

PHOTOGRAPH 6

Crew at work, test pit
survey of manicured lawn
facing northeast.
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PHOTOGRAPH 7

Example of a disturbed
test-pit with thick section
of disturbed mottled clay
with gravel inclusions to
sterile topsoil/subsoil

PHOTOGRAPH 8

Example of a typical test
pit.
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PHOTOGRAPH 9

View of slightly raised
ground. Crew and screen
used for scale.
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Mississaugas of the Credit Treaties

Prior to Eurcpean contact, the ancestors of the Mississaugas of the New Credit First Nation cccupied the lands north of Lake Superior and the
area around Georgian Bay. The Mississaugas lived lightly on the lands they occupied and purposefully moved about the landscape harvesting
resources as they became available.

Mississauga Territory

The ancestors of the Mississaugas of the Credit migrated into Southern Ontaric by means of military conquest. After the Iroguois had expelled
the Huron from Southern Ontario in 1649-50, they continued their attacks northward into the territories occupied by the Mississaugas and their
allies. By the end of the 17" century, the Mississaugas and their allies had succeeded in driving the Iroquois back into their homelands south of
Lake Ontario. Atthe conclusion of the conflict, many Mississaugas settled at the eastern end of Lake Ontario; other Mississaugas settled at the
western end of the lake with their primary location at the mouth of the Credit River.

The Mississaugas of the Credit occupied, controlled and exercised stewardship over approximately 3.9 million acres of lands, waters, and
resources in Southern Ontario. Their territory extended from the Rouge River Valley westward across to the headwaters of the Thames River,
down to Long Point on Lake Erie and then followed the shoreline of Lake Erie, the Niagara River, and Lake Ontario until arriving back at the
Rouge River Valley.

From the time of the conguest of New France in 1760, the British Crown recognized the inherent rights of First Nations and their ownership of
the lands they occupied. The Royal Proclamation of 1763 confirmed First Nations’ sovereignty over their lands and prevented anyone, other
than the Crown, from purchasing that land. The Crown, needing First Nations’ land for military purposes or for settlement, would first have to
purchase it from 1ts Indigenous occupants.




Legend

Mississaugas Treaty at Niagara (1781)
| 0 Between the Lakes Treaty No. 3 (1792)
] Brant Tract Treaty, No. 8 (1797)
[ | Toronto Purchase Treaty, No 13 (1805)
4[] Head of the Lake Treaty, No. 14 (1806)
«ind [7] Ajetance Treaty, No. 19 (1818)
[ | Treaty 22 (1820)
(| Treaty 23 (1820)
1 Rouge Tract Claim (submitted in 2015)
(] Municipal Boundaries
“| ] Mississaugas of the Credit Territory
OSM Mapnik

Municipal Boundaries Related to the Between the Lakes Treaty, No. 3

(1792)




Between the Lakes Treaty, No.3 (1792)

The arrival of Loyalists during and after the American Revolutionary War placed pressure on the British Crown to find lands on
which to settle the newcomers. Among the Loyalists were approximately 2000 members of the Six Nations who had lost their
homes fighting on behalf of the Crown.

Seeking to reward his First Nation allies for their loyalty during the war, Governor Haldimand offered homes to the Six Nations
refugees in the remaining British colonies. One group of the Six Nations Loyalists settled at the eastern end of Lake Ontario, while
another group, under the leadership of Mohawk Chief Joseph Brant, selected the Grand River Valley as an area for settlement.

Recognizing that under the terms of the Roval Proclamation of 1763 the land needed to be purchased from its owners before the
resettlement of the Grand River Valley could begin, Col. John Butler was sent to negotiate with the Mississaugas at the western end
of Lake Ontario. On May 22, 1784, for the sum of £1180 worth of trade goods, the Mississaugas of the Credit ceded to the Crown
approximately 3 000 000 acres of land located between Lakes Huron, Ontario, and Erie. Of those lands, some 550 000 acres were
granted to the Six Nations in the Haldimand Proclamation of October 25, 1784, with the remainder to be utilized for the settlement
of other Loyalists. The land grant to the Six Nations was to extend six miles on both sides of the Grand River from its mouth to its
source. When it was later discovered that the upper limits of the Between the Lakes Treaty were in error due to faulty geographical
assumptions, actual boundaries were defined and a confirming document signed by the Mississaugas and the Crown in 1792.

Major population centres found within the boundaries of the Between the Lakes Treaty include Hamilton, Cambridge, Waterloo,
Guelph, Brantford, and St. Catharines. The present location of the Mississaugas of the New Credit First Nation Reserve is located on
Between the Lakes Treaty lands.
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Assessor Qualifications

Peter Popkin, Ph.D., CAHP, MCIfA, Associate Archaeologist (P362) — Dr. Popkin is
an Associate Archaeologist at Wood. Peter has over 20 years of professional
experience in both consulting and academic archaeology within Canada and
internationally. In Ontario he has successfully undertaken consultant archaeology
projects triggered by: the Planning Act (subdivisions, site plans, re-zoning, official plan
amendments, consent), the Environmental Assessment Act (individual and Class EAs,
provincial and federal EAs), the Environmental Protection Act (Renewable Energy
Approvals O.Reg 359/09), as well as the Aggregates Resources Act (aggregate pit
extensions), and has managed projects under the National Energy Board Act (now the
Canadian Energy Regulator Act). Dr. Popkin has lectured in archaeology at York
University, the University of Toronto and Wilfrid Laurier University in Ontario, as well as
University College London, King’s College London, and Birkbeck College, in the UK. Dr.
Popkin holds a Professional Archaeology Licence (P362) from the Ontario MHSTCI, is a
Professional Member of the Canadian Association of Heritage Professionals (CAHP)
and is a full Member of the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists (MCIfA). Dr. Popkin
received his Ph.D. from the Institute of Archaeology, University College London,
London, UK (2009).

Heidy Schopf, MES, CAHP — Built Heritage and Cultural 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 MHSTCI, 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
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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.

Chelsea Dickinson B.A. Hons., Cultural Heritage Specialist | Research
Archaeologist (R1194) - 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 archaeological consulting since 2015. Ms. Dickinson holds an
Applied Research license (License R1194) in Archaeology from the Ontario Ministry of
Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries. Ms. Dickinson has conducted all
aspects of Stage 1 to 4 archaeological assessments (AAs) throughout Ontario, including
environmental assessments (EA) conducted for the development of wind and solar
farms, hydro line corridors and municipal roadway improvements. Ms. Dickinson has
been the co-author on a multitude of archaeological assessment reports and has
experience working on cultural heritage assessment reports, heritage impact
assessments, and documentation reports specializing in historical background research
spanning across Southern Ontario. Ms. Dickinson has had the privilege of working
alongside a multitude of First Nation community members while conducting
archaeological assessments in both Northern and Southern Ontario. Ms. Dickinson has
experience using 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. Ms. Dickinson has experience
using ArcGIS in addition to Collector for ArcGIS while conducting archaeological
assessments.
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Limitations

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.

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.

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.

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.

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 Heritage,
Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries’ guidelines. It is possible that unforeseen and
undiscovered archaeological resources may be present at the Study Area.

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.

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.

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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