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Statement of Qualifications and Limitations

The attached Report (the “Report”) has been prepared by AECOM Canada Ltd. (“AECOM”) for the benefit of the Client (“Client”) in
accordance with the agreement between AECOM and Client, including the scope of work detailed therein (the “Agreement”).

The information, data, recommendations and conclusions contained in the Report (collectively, the “Information”):

® s subject to the scope, schedule, and other constraints and limitations in the Agreement and the qualifications
contained in the Report (the “Limitations”);

= represents AECOM’s professional judgement in light of the Limitations and industry standards for the preparation of
similar reports;

®" may be based on information provided to AECOM which has not been independently verified;

® has not been updated since the date of issuance of the Report and its accuracy is limited to the time period and
circumstances in which it was collected, processed, made or issued;

= must be read as a whole and sections thereof should not be read out of such context;
= was prepared for the specific purposes described in the Report and the Agreement; and

= in the case of subsurface, environmental or geotechnical conditions, may be based on limited testing and on the
assumption that such conditions are uniform and not variable either geographically or over time.

AECOM shall be entitled to rely upon the accuracy and completeness of information that was provided to it and has no
obligation to update such information. AECOM accepts no responsibility for any events or circumstances that may have
occurred since the date on which the Report was prepared and, in the case of subsurface, environmental or geotechnical
conditions, is not responsible for any variability in such conditions, geographically or over time.

AECOM agrees that the Report represents its professional judgement as described above and that the Information has been
prepared for the specific purpose and use described in the Report and the Agreement, but AECOM makes no other
representations, or any guarantees or warranties whatsoever, whether express or implied, with respect to the Report, the
Information or any part thereof.

Without in any way limiting the generality of the foregoing, any estimates or opinions regarding probable construction costs or
construction schedule provided by AECOM represent AECOM'’s professional judgement in light of its experience and the
knowledge and information available to it at the time of preparation. Since AECOM has no control over market or economic
conditions, prices for construction labour, equipment or materials or bidding procedures, AECOM, its directors, officers and
employees are not able to, nor do they, make any representations, warranties or guarantees whatsoever, whether express or
implied, with respect to such estimates or opinions, or their variance from actual construction costs or schedules, and accept no
responsibility for any loss or damage arising therefrom or in any way related thereto. Persons relying on such estimates or
opinions do so at their own risk.

Except (1) as agreed to in writing by AECOM and Client; (2) as required by-law; or (3) to the extent used by governmental
reviewing agencies for the purpose of obtaining permits or approvals, the Report and the Information may be used and relied
upon only by Client.

AECOM accepts no responsibility, and denies any liability whatsoever, to parties other than Client who may obtain access to the
Report or the Information for any injury, loss or damage suffered by such parties arising from their use of, reliance upon, or
decisions or actions based on the Report or any of the Information (“improper use of the Report”), except to the extent those
parties have obtained the prior written consent of AECOM to use and rely upon the Report and the Information. Any injury, loss
or damages arising from improper use of the Report shall be borne by the party making such use.

This Statement of Qualifications and Limitations is attached to and forms part of the Report and any use of the Report is subject
to the terms hereof.

AECOM: 2015-04-13
© 2009-2015 AECOM Canada Ltd. All Rights Reserved.
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Executive Summary

AECOM Canada Ltd. (AECOM) was retained by the City of London to conduct a Stage 1 archaeological
assessment as part of the Arva Pumping Station to Huron Street Water Transmission Main (Arva-Huron WTM)
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (EA). The WTM study area crosses multiple lots and concessions in
the historic Township of London, Middlesex County, now the City of London and the Municipality of Middlesex
Centre, Ontario.

The Stage 1 archaeological assessment was conducted as part of a Municipal Class EA study during the design
stage of the project and was triggered by the requirements of the Environmental Assessment Act in accordance
with subsection 11(1) (Ontario Government 1990a). This project is subject to the requirements of the Ontario
Heritage Act (Government of Ontario 1990b) and the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists
(Government of Ontario 2011).

AECOM’s Stage 1 archaeological assessment for the Arva-Huron WTM Municipal Class EA has determined that
the potential for the recovery of both pre- and post-contact Indigenous and 19t century Euro-Canadian
archaeological resources within parts of the study area is moderate to high. As a result of extensive urban
development, some portions of the study area have been previously disturbed and archaeological potential has
been removed; however, areas of manicured lawn and woodlot within the study area limits are included as areas
where archaeological integrity may remain intact. Areas of moderate to high and low archaeological potential, as
well as areas that have been subject to previous assessment are illustrated on Figure 7. Based on these findings,
a Stage 2 archaeological assessment is recommended following the below stated requirements.

The Stage 2 archaeological assessment must be conducted by a licensed archaeologist and must follow the
requirements set out in the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (Ontario Government 2011).
Areas identified as having low archaeological potential (e.g. building footprints, roadways, urban development) are
to be photo-documented only. The Stage 2 field survey for areas of moderate to high archaeological potential must
include:

= The standard test pit survey method at 5 m intervals is to be conducted in all areas that will be impacted by the
project where ploughing is not possible (e.g., woodlots, overgrown areas, manicured lawns);

= Pedestrian survey at 5 m intervals where ploughing is possible (i.e. agricultural fields). Assessment will only
occur when agricultural fields have been recently ploughed, weathered, and exhibit at least 80% surface
visibility; and,

= Poorly drained areas, areas of steep slope, and areas of confirmed previous disturbance (i.e. areas with
identifiable land alterations below topsoil level) are to be mapped and photo-documented only.

It is pertinent to note that the Arva-Huron WTM study area evaluated in this report includes additional land that may
not be impacted by the project. A large area was assessed as part of this Stage 1 archaeological assessment in
order to accommodate possible infrastructure alternatives outside of the existing WTM corridor. Once the area of
project impacts has been determined, only the land that will be impacted by this project will require Stage 2
archaeological assessment.

Given that there are 133 registered archaeological sites within 1 km of the study area, a comprehensive list of
recommendations is not provided here. However, details for each site can be found in the Appendix A of this report,
and the location of the sites is illustrated on Figure 2 of the Supplementary Documentation. Once a preferred route
alternative is chosen, all archaeological sites located within the study area boundaries that require further work

Rpt-REVISED-2020-11-02-St 1AA Arva-Huron WTM-60619503.Docx i



A=ZCOM City of London

St 1AA Arva to Huron WTM

must be subject to further archaeological assessment prior to ground disturbing activities. Of particular note is
archaeological site AgHh-265 which will be required to be subject to Stage 4 archaeological assessment and must
follow the requirements set out in the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (Ontario
Government 2011).

The Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries is asked to accept this report into the Ontario Public
Register of Archaeological Reports thereby concurring with the recommendations presented herein. As further
archaeological assessment is required, archaeological concerns for the Arva-Huron WTM in the City of London,
Ontario have not yet been fully addressed.
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1. Project Context

1.1 Development Context

AECOM Canada Ltd. (AECOM) was retained by the City of London to conduct a Stage 1 archaeological
assessment as part of the Arva Pumping Station to Huron Street Water Transmission Main (Arva-Huron WTM)
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (EA). The WTM study area crosses multiple lots and concessions in
the historic Township of London, Middlesex County, now the City of London and the Municipality of Middlesex
Centre, Ontario.

The Stage 1 archaeological assessment was conducted as part of a Municipal Class EA study during the design
stage of the project and was triggered by the requirements of the Environmental Assessment Act in accordance
with subsection 11(1) (Ontario Government 1990a). This project is subject to the requirements of the Ontario
Heritage Act (Government of Ontario 1990b) and the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists
(Government of Ontario 2011).

The City of London receives water from the Elgin Area Water Supply (EAWSS) and the Lake Huron Water Supply
System (LHWSS). Water from the LHWSS is pumped into the City’s distribution system from the north via the Arva
Pumping Station and Reservoirs. Roughly 80% of the City’s water supply is from LHWSS, making the water
transmission mains that transport the water to the City very critical and important assets to maintain. The City has
initiated a MCEA Master Plan and preliminary design for the water transmission main between the Arva Pumping
Station to Huron Street. The majority of the existing water transmission main was constructed in 1966 with some
areas currently identified as in a deteriorated condition.

Sections of the existing transmission line between Windermere Road and Huron Street were recently repaired;
however, due to the small easement access to the line was difficult. As a result, a review of the entire existing
transmission easement resulted in the determination that the repair, replacement, and/or twinning of the existing
line will be difficult, if not impossible in some areas. Therefore, the purpose of this EA is to assess the feasibility of
widening and access in the short term for repairs and, in the long-term, for twinning and/or replacement in existing
and/or re-routed new locations. Several alternatives for re-routing the WTM are being considered; however, the
locations of these alternatives have not yet been determined.

The Arva-Huron WTM study area addressed in this Stage 1 archaeological assessment includes the existing WTM
corridor as well as additional land to accommodate for all potential alternatives. This includes an area generally
bounded by Victoria Street to the south, Adelaide Street to the east, Richmond Street to the west, and the Arva
Pumping Station, north of Medway Road, to the north (Figure 1 and Figure 2).

1.1.1 Objectives

The objective of the Stage 1 background study is to document the archaeological and land use history and present
conditions within the Arva-Huron WTM study area. This information will be used to support recommendations
regarding cultural heritage values or interests as well as assessment and mitigation strategies. The results of Stage
1 archaeological assessment presented in this report are drawn in part from:
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= Recent and historical maps of the study area;
= Reports of previous archaeological assessments within 50 m of the study area;

=  The Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries’ (MHSTCI) Archaeological Sites Database
(ASDB) for a listing of registered archaeological sites within a 1 km radius of the study area; and,

= Archaeological management plans or other archaeological potential mapping, where available.

The Stage 1 archaeological assessment has been conducted to meet the requirements of the MHSTCI Standards
and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (Ontario Government 2011).

1.2 Historical Context

Years of archaeological research and assessments in southern Ontario have resulted in a well-developed
understanding of the historic use of land in Middlesex County, from the earliest Indigenous people to the more
recent Euro-Canadian settlers and farmers. Table 1 provides a breakdown of the cultural and temporal history of
past occupations in Middlesex County.

Table 1: Cultural Chronology for Middlesex County

Archaeological Period Time Period Characteristics

Fluted Points

Early Pal 9000-8400 BC
arly Faleo Arctic tundra and spruce parkland, caribou hunters
Late Paleo 8400-8000 BC Hc.JIcombe, H.i—Lc? and Il_ance.olate Points
Slight reduction in territory size
Notched and Bifurcate b Point
Early Archaic 8000-6000 BC orened and biilrcate base Foints

Growing populations

Stemmed and Brewerton Points, Laurentian
Middle Archaic 6000-2500 BC Development
Increasing regionalization

Narrow Point

2000-1800 BC . .
Environment similar to present

Late Archaic 1800-1500 BC Broad l.30.|nt
Large lithic tools

Small Point

1500-1100 BC Introduction of bow

Hind Points, Glacial Kame Complex

Terminal Archaic 1100-950 BC . .
Earliest true cemeteries

Meadowood Points

Early Woodland 950-400 BC )
Introduction of pottery

Dentate/Psuedo-scallop Ceramics

400 BC — AD 500 .
Increased sedentism

Middle Woodland - -
Princess Point

AD 550-900 . .
Introduction of corn horticulture
AD 900-1300 Agricultural villages
Late Woodland
AD 1300-1400 Increased longhouse sizes
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AD 1400-1650 Warring nations and displacement
Contact Period AD 1600-1875 Early written records and treaties
Historic AD 1749-present European settlement (French and English)

Notes: Taken from Ellis and Ferris (1990)

The following sections provide a detailed summary of the archaeological cultures that have settled in the vicinity of
the study area. As Chapman and Putnam (1984) illustrate, the modern physiography of southern Ontario is largely
a product of events of the last major glacial stage and the landscape is a complex mosaic of features and deposits
produced during the last series of glacial retreats and advances prior to the withdrawal of the continental glaciers
from the area. Southwestern Ontario was finally ice free by 12,500 years ago. With continuing ice retreat and lake
regressions the land area of southern Ontario progressively increased while barriers to the influx of plants, animals,
and people steadily diminished (Karrow and Warner 1990). The land within Middlesex County was extensively
utilized by Indigenous people who began occupying southwestern Ontario as the glaciers receded from the land, as
early as 11,000 BC.

1.2.1 Pre-Contact Indigenous Settlement

The Paleo Period

In this area the first human settlement can be traced back to 11,000 BC; these earliest well-documented groups are
referred to as Paleo which literally means old or ancient. During the Paleo period people were non-agriculturalists
who depended on hunting and gathering of wild food, they moved their encampments on a regular basis to be in
the locations where these resources naturally became available, and the size of the groups occupying any
particular location would vary depending on the nature and size of the available food resources (Ellis and Deller
1990). The picture that has emerged for the early and late Paleo is of groups at low population densities who were
residentially mobile and made use of large territories during annual cycles of resource exploitation.

The Archaic Period

The next major cultural period following the Paleo is termed the Archaic, which is broken temporally into the Early,
Middle, and Late Archaic periods. There is much debate on how the term Archaic is employed; general practice
bases the designation off assemblage content as there are marked differences in artifact suites from the preceding
Paleo and subsequent Woodland periods. As Ellis et al. (1990) note, from an artifact and site characteristic
perspective the Archaic is simply used to refer to non-Paleo manifestations that pre-date the introduction of
ceramics. Ellis et al. (1990) stress that Archaic groups can be distinguished from earlier groups based on site
characteristics and artifact content.

Early Archaic sites have been reported throughout much of southwestern Ontario and extend as far north as the
Lake Huron Basin region and as far east as Rice Lake (Deller et al. 1986). A lack of excavated assemblages from
southern Ontario has limited understandings and inferences regarding the nature of stone tool kits in the Early
Archaic and tool forms other than points are poorly known in Ontario; however, at least three major temporal
horizons can be recognized and can be distinguished based on projectile point form (Ellis et al. 1990). These
horizons are referred to as Side-Notched (ca. 8,000-7,700 BC), Corner-Notched (ca. 7,700-6,900 BC), and
Bifurcated (ca. 6,900-6,000 BC) (Ellis et al. 1990). Additional details on each of these horizons and the temporal
changes to tool types can be found in Ellis et al. (1990).

The Middle Archaic period (6,000-2,500 BC), like the Early Archaic, is relatively unknown in southern Ontario. Ellis

et al. (1990) suggest that artifact traits that have come to be considered as characteristic of the Archaic period as a
whole, first appear in the Middle Archaic. These traits include fully ground and polished stone tools, specific tool
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types including banner stones and net-sinkers, and the use of local and/or non-chert type materials for lithic tool
manufacture (Ellis et al. 1990).

The Late Archaic begins around approximately 2,000 BC and ends with the appearance of ceramics and the
Meadowood Phase at roughly 950 BC. Much more is known about this period than the Early and Middle Archaic
and a number of Late Archaic sites are known. Sites appear to be more common than earlier periods, suggesting
some degree of population increase. True cemeteries appear and have allowed for the analysis of band size,
biological relationships, social organization, and health. Narrow and Small point traditions appear as well as tool
recycling wherein points were modified into drills, knives, end scrapers, and other tools (Ellis et al.. 1990). Other
tools including serrated flakes used for sawing or shredding, spokeshaves, and retouched flakes manufactured into
perforators, gravers, micro-perforators, or piercers. Tools on coarse-grained rocks such as sandstone and quartz
become common and include hammerstones, net-sinkers, anvils, and cobble spalls. Depending on preservation,
several Late Archaic sites include bone and/or antler artifacts which likely represent fishing toolkits and
ornamentation. These artifacts include bone harpoons, barbs or hooks, notched projectile points, and awls. Bone
ornaments recovered have included tubular bone beads and drilled mammal canine pendants (Ellis et al.. 1990).

Throughout the Early to Late Archaic periods the natural environment warmed and vegetation changed from closed
conifer-dominated vegetation cover, to the mixed coniferous and deciduous forest in the north and deciduous
vegetation in the south we see in Ontario today (Ellis et al. 1900). During the Archaic period there are indications of
increasing populations and decreasing size of territories exploited during annual rounds; fewer moves of residential
camps throughout the year and longer occupations at seasonal campsites; continuous use of certain locations on a
seasonal basis over many years; increasing attention to ritual associated with the deceased; and, long range
exchange and trade systems for the purpose of obtaining valued and geographically localized resources (Ellis et al.
1990).

The Woodland Period

The Early Woodland period is distinguished from the Late Archaic period primarily by the addition of ceramic
technology, which provides a useful demarcation point for archaeologists but is expected to have made less
difference in the lives of the Early Woodland peoples. The settlement and subsistence patterns of Early Woodland
people shows much continuity with the earlier Archaic with seasonal camps occupied to exploit specific natural
resources (Spence et al. 1990). During the Middle Woodland well-defined territories containing several key
environmental zones were exploited over the yearly subsistence cycle. Large sites with structures and substantial
middens appear in the Middle Woodland associated with spring macro-band occupations focussed on utilizing fish
resources and created by consistent returns to the same site (Spence et al. 1990). Groups would come together
into large macro-bands during the spring-summer at lakeshore or marshland areas to take advantage of spawning
fish; in the fall inland sand plains and river valleys were occupied for deer and nut harvesting and groups split into
small micro-bands for winter survival (Spence et al. 1990). This is a departure from earlier Woodland times when
macro-band aggregation is thought to have taken place in the winter (Ellis et al. 1988; Granger 1978).

The period between the Middle and Late Woodland period was both technically and socially transitional for the
ethnically diverse populations of southern Ontario and these developments laid the basis for the emergence of
settled villages and agriculturally based lifestyles (Fox 1990). The Late Woodland period began with some groups
shifting settlement and subsistence patterns, involving an increasing reliance on corn horticulture. Corn may have
been introduced into southwestern Ontario from the American Midwest as early as 600 AD. However, it did not
become a dietary staple until at least three to four hundred years later. The first agricultural villages in
southwestern Ontario date to the 10th century A.D. Unlike the riverine base camps of the Middle Woodland period,
Late Woodland sites are located in the uplands, on well-drained sandy soils.

In the Late Woodland period, between 900-1300 AD, villages tended to be small settlements with nearby camps
and hamlets that served as temporary spaces for hunting game and gathering resources outside of the villages. At
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this time, small village sites were characterized by the presence of longhouses with villages being occupied
considerably longer than later in the Woodland period. Villages tended to be moved when nearby soils had been
depleted by farming and conveniently collected firewood grew scarce. The Jesuits reported that the Huron moved
their villages once every 10-15 years as they relied less heavily on corn than did later groups, and since their
villages were much smaller, there was less demand on nearby resources. Small amounts of corn appear to have
been a dietary component at this time; however, archaeological evidence suggests that its role was not as a dietary
staple at this time but was possibly supplemental in nature.

Between 1300 and 1400 AD, village sizes grew significantly, resulting in the development of complex community
political systems. This period also marks the emergence of fully developed horticulture, including the cultivation of
corn, beans, and squash. Additionally, changes in ceramic styles may reflect increasing levels of inter-community
communication and integration. This is supported by Michi Saagiig (Mississauga Anishinaabeg) oral histories,
which speak to the coming of the corn growers and the symbiotic relationships that Algonkian speaking groups had
with the Huron-Wendat in particular.

By the beginning of the fourteenth century, larger fortified village sites were often cleared to accommodate the
cultivation of corn, beans, and squash as a result of an increasing reliance on horticulture. Longhouses also
continued to grow in size until 1450 AD when a decrease in house length is observed. This decrease in house
length may be partially attributed to large scale drops in population size associated with the introduction of
European diseases.

After 1525 AD these communities moved further east to the Hamilton area. During the late 1600's and early
1700's, the French explorers and missionaries reported a large population of Iroquoian peoples clustered around
the western end of Lake Ontario. They called these people the "Neutral", because they were not involved in the
ongoing wars between the Huron to the north and the League Iroquois located in upper New York State. It has
been satisfactorily demonstrated that the Late Ontario Iroquoian communities which were located in the London
area were ancestral to at least some of the Neutral Nation groups. For this reason the Late Ontario Iroquoian
groups which occupied southwestern Ontario prior to the arrival of the French are often identified as "Prehistoric
Neutral".

1.2.2 Post-Contact Period Settlement

The post-contact Indigenous occupation of southern Ontario was heavily influenced by the dispersal of Iroquoian
speaking peoples, including the Six Nations of the Iroquois — Mohawk, Cayuga, Oneida, Seneca, Onondaga, and
Tuscarora. This was followed by the return of Algonkian speaking groups from northern Ontario, including the Michi
Saagig, who had temporarily retreated to their wintering grounds in the mid-1600s to avoid warfare and disease as
a result of colonial settlement. Algonkian speaking Ojibwe (Chippewa), Odawa (Ottawa), and Pottawatomi, known
as the Three Fires Confederacy, remained in their traditional territory that covered a vast area of southern Ontario
as well as eastern Michigan.

As European settlers encroached on their territory the nature of Indigenous population distribution, settlement size
and material culture changed. Despite these changes it is possible to correlate historically recorded villages with
archaeological manifestations and the similarity of those sites to more ancient sites reveals an antiquity to
documented cultural expressions that confirms a long historical continuity to systems of Indigenous ideology and
thought (Ferris 2009).

It is important to note that, when discussing the historical documentation of the movement of Indigenous people,

what has been documented by early European explorers and settlers represents only a very small snap-shot in
time. Documentation of where Indigenous groups were residing during European exploration and settlement is
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restricted to only a very short period of time and does not reflect previous and subsequent movements of these
groups. This brief history does not reflect the full picture of the pre- or post-contact period occupation of Indigenous
groups or cultures. As such, relying on historic documentation in regards to Indigenous occupation and movement
across the landscape can lead to misinterpretation. For example, noting the movement of Indigenous groups into
an area may incorrectly suggest to the reader that these groups had not occupied the area previously; however,
this is not the case. It is clear from Indigenous oral histories and the archaeological record that pre-contact
Indigenous populations were extremely mobile and not tied to any one specific area. Over the vast period of time
prior to the arrival of Europeans, Indigenous groups, language families, and cultures were fluid across the
landscape.

1.2.3 Euro-Canadian Settlement

London Township

Working alongside Colonel Thomas Talbot, Colonel Mahlon Burwell initiated the first formal survey of London
Township in 1810, one of the first townships in Middlesex County to be extensively settled. This survey initially
focused on the first six concessions north to Sunningdale Road, but was suspended when war erupted in 1812.
The northern section of the township was surveyed following the war, with the first settlers arriving between 1817
and 1818. The first land patent, however, dates to 1812 and relates to lands that formed part of Burwell’s initial
survey. Among those individuals who received the earliest patents were Burwell and the honorable John Hale.
These grants were given in lieu of payment for services and loyalty, as both gentlemen did not plan to homestead
on these lots, but instead intended to sell them to arriving immigrants (LTHBC 2001:11-14; H.R. Page & Co.
1878:9).

In 1818, a group of Irish settlers arrived in London Township and established homesteads on lots in the 4, 5t and
6" concessions. Their emigration was organized by Richard Talbot of Tipperary, Ireland, who had spent a great
deal of time working on behalf of the government to find families who were interested in relocating to Upper
Canada. Richard Talbot took the advice of his kinsman Colonel Thomas Talbot and brought these families to
London Township which was said to be one of the most productive agricultural areas in the Thames River Valley
(LTHBC 2001:13-14). By 1851, much of London Township had been settled.

City of London

Following the War of 1812, a total of 3,850 acres of land was reserved to the northeast by Lieutenant Governor
Simcoe for the future town of London. In 1826, the London townsite was surveyed by Mahlon Burwell with
settlement beginning shortly after, around the Forks of the Thames along Ridout Street and the Talbot Block.
Settlement in London began to expand rapidly after the construction of the courthouse in 1827 with the population
reaching 1,000 by 1835. Concession 1 began at Dundas Street, named in honour of Henry Dundas and, moving
north along Proof Line, now Richmond Street, Concession 2 was marked by a stand of pine trees which is now
present-day Oxford Street. By 1840, London had become large enough to be incorporated as a town 1840 and the
survey was extended include all land east to Adelaide Street, south to Trafalgar Street and north to Huron Street
(Brock 1972).

London underwent a number of population booms throughout its history beginning when the 32"¢ Regiment was
stationed in London in 1838. Development of saw, cording, and grist industry powered by the Thames River and
Medway Creek burgeoned the city’s growth in the mid 1800’s which was bolstered by the arrival of the railways in
the 1850s with the Great Western Railway in 1853, the London Port Stanley Railway in 1856, and the Grand Trunk
Railway in 1858. Steady growth in London continued as the city was established as a financial centre for the
surrounding regions with large manufacturing industries taking root, including the Carling and Labatt’s Brewery and
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the London Cigar Industry (Brock 1972). With the spread of commercial and industrial growth, Hamilton H. Killaly, a
member of the Legislature, directed attention to the extension and improvement of roads to the north. In the late
1840s, merchants, including John Labatt and Thomas Carling formed the Proof Line Road Joint Stock Company in
1849 to macadamize the Proof Line (now Richmond Street and Highway 4) in order to connect London to small
agriculturally based communities.

By the 1920s suburban development began to extend out from the city’s core with significant urban growth towards
the north end of the study area. Richmond Street (Highway 4) and Fanshawe Park Road primarily served as arterial
roads to the urbanized areas of London. In 1961, a major annexation of portions of the townships surrounding the
City of London, resulted in the addition of land and close to 60,000 people to the City. As a result, the City grew
from approximately 28 to 160 square kilometres. In 1993 London annexed nearly the entire township of
Westminster, effectively doubling the size making London one of the largest urban municipalities in Ontario.

Historic Map Review — Land Use within the Study Area

Historically, the Arva-Huron WTM study area falls on parts of Lots 13-15, Concession 2; Lots 13-16, Concessions
3, 4, and 5; and, Lots 17-19, Concession 7. The 1810 Burwell survey is provided on Figure 4 and illustrates that
most of the land was owned by the Crown at this time. Settlers that are noted in the township were all settled along
the Thames River and its various tributaries.

The 1862 Tremaine map of the Middlesex County (Tremaine 1862) and the 1878 lllustrated Historical Atlas of
Middlesex County (H.R. Page and Co.1878) were also reviewed to determine the presence of 19t century
settlement features within this study area as the presence of historic features elevates the potential for the recovery
of 19t century archaeological resources. Nineteenth century landowners and the location of historic structures are
provided on Figure 5 and Figure 6.

By 1862, most of the land within and surrounding the study area was occupied by 19" century settlers; however,
few structures are shown on the map. Major transportation routes constructed by 1862 include Richmond
Street/Highway 4 (Proof Line), Adelaide Street North, Huron Street, Windermere Road, Fanshawe Park Road, and
Sunningdale Road. Urban settlement roads in the south end of the study area include Regent Street, Victoria
Street, William Street, Harrison Ave, and Maitland Street. Throughout the 19t century, several more streets and
homes were added, including Ebworth Avenue (now Epworth Avenue) and Brough Street. These two streets were
developed as a means to avoid a toll gate at Proof Line (Richmond Street/Highway 4) and Huron Street (Figure 5).

At this time, Huron Street marked the northern limits of urban settlement within the London townsite. The southern
part of the study area crosses Huron Street into lot 13, Concession 2 and includes the northern edge of the
townsite expansion. The area of London north of Huron Street and south east of the University of Western Ontario
was once a separate village in the Township of London known as Broughdale. The small village took its name from
Reverend Charles C. Brough, an Anglican Archdeacon of London who settled on the part of Lots 14 and 15, north
of the Thames River within the study area boundaries. Brough is listed as the landowner of Lots 14 and 15,
Concession 2 In the early 1860s, the Brough family moved south of the river and built a house on what is now the
northeast corner of Broughdale Avenue and Richmond Street. The Brough house still stands at this intersection
today (Grainger 2002).

Small areas of urban expansion are also illustrated to the north of Windermere Road along Proof Line (Richmond
Street), Fanshawe Park Road, and Adelaide Street North, where portions of several lots have been severed into
residential parcels. The community of St. John’s (now Arva) is located to the north of the study area at the
intersection of Richmond Street and Medway Road (Figure 4). Based on the review of the 1862 map, the large
majority of the study area was rural and used as agricultural land; however, some areas had been developed for
urban settlement. The existing WTM corridor travels mostly through undeveloped agricultural land with the
exception of an area of urban settlement on Lot 15, Concession 5 (Figure 5).
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The 1878 Atlas Map shows a similar configuration to the 1862 map. A number of farmsteads are illustrated on the
1878 map that were not on the 1862 map, and the study area remains primarily rural and under cultivation. The
area of urban expansion through which the existing WTM corridor travels has expanded to the south onto Lot 15,
Concession 4 (Figure 6).

It should be noted that not all features of interest, particularly farmhouses and smaller homesteads, were mapped
systematically as this would have been beyond the intended scope of the Ontario historical atlas series. In addition,
given that atlases were funded by subscription, preference with regard to the level of detail included was given to
subscribers. As such, the absence of structures or other features on historic atlas maps does not preclude the
presence of historic features at the time the area was surveyed.

1.3 Archaeological Context

1.3.1 Natural Environment

The Arva-Huron WTM study area falls within the Stratford Till plain physiographic region of southern Ontario.
Chapman and Putnam describe this region as a broad clay plain extending from the north end of the City of London
in the south to Blyth and Listowel in the north. The till is fairly uniform and is comprised of brown silty clays that are
moderately to imperfectly drained (Chapman and Putnam 1984). These soils provide ideal conditions for successful
cultivation and agriculture.

The single most important environmental feature necessary for extended human occupation is potable water. As
such, proximity to water is regarded as a useful index for the determination of potential for the presence of
archaeological resources. The Thames River is located along the southern limits of the study area and enters the
study area to the south of Windermere Road. Other important water sources include Medway Creek along the
western limits of the study area and Stoney Creek within the south eastern portion of the study area.

Sources of raw material for making tools, specifically chert, were focal areas for pre-contact Indigenous people.
There are no primary sources of chert in the immediate area and the nearest primary chert sources are the Kettle
Point Formation and the Dundee and Onondaga Formations located approximately 70 km and 150 km from the
London area.

These environmental characteristics would have provided an ideal environment for both temporary and permanent
settlement throughout the pre-and post-contact periods. Pre- and post-contact settlement focused along the
Thames River and its various tributaries as they served as important transportation routes as well as sources of
potable water and riverine resources.

During the 19t and 20" century, rapid deforestation resulted in significant land clearance across Middlesex County
and, over time, the once diverse forest life and wide range of tree species and natural resources would have also
been depleted as agricultural and modern residential and commercial development continued. As a result of
continuing urban development, this part of southern Ontario is almost completely deforested today.
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1.3.2 Previous Archaeological Work

To inform the current Stage 1 archaeological assessment and further establish the archaeological context of the
study area, a search of the ASDB was conducted by AECOM to determine if any previous archeological work has
been completed within the current study area or within 50 m of the study area boundaries. Table 2 provides a
listing of reports regarding previous archaeological work relevant to the study area with reports for land within the
study area bolded. The reports for work conducted within the study area are discussed below and mapped on
Figure 6.

Table 2: Archaeological Reports with Relevant Background Information

PIF Number
1994 Licence Report on the Archaeological Mitigation of Four Museum of Ontario PIF-94-009-15-LIC-
Prehistoric Sites on the UWO/Gibbons Lands, London Archaeology (R. Pearce) 1994-009
Stage 1-2 Assessment of the North London Soccer Archaeologix Inc License
2000 Complex, Part of Lot 13, Geographic Township of ( Archaeo?o ix) ) 2000-002-086
London, City of London, Middlesex County, Ontario 9
Archaeological Assessment (Stage 4) The Carapella
Site (AgHh-183) and Powell Site (AgHh-185), Tricar,
2002 Uplands North Subdivision, South Half of Lot 14, Conc. Golder Associates Ltd. CIF 2002-005-024

6, Geographic Township of London, City of London, (Golder)
Middlesex County, Ontario. Was not available in the
Ministry system for review.

Archaeological Assessment (Stage 1 & 2), Richmond
Heights Subdivision, Part of Lot 17, Con 6, .
2004 Archaeol CIF P001-095

Geographic Township of London, City of London, renasologix

Middlesex County, Ontario

Archaeological Assessment (Stage 4) Applewood
Subdivision, Peter Sergautis Property, 660 Sunningdale
Road, Part of Lot 13, Concession 6, Geographic
Township of London, now City of London, Middlesex
County, Ontario. Was not available in the Ministry system
for review.

2007 Golder P084-150-2007

Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment of Sunningdale
2009 Road Class EA, Wonderland Road to Adelaide Street, Golder P001-558-2009
City of London, Middlesex County

Stage 1 and 2 Archaeological Assessment, 2300 Richmond
2013a Street, Part of Lot 16, Concession 6, Formerly London Golder P218-335-2012
Township, Now City of London, Middlesex County, Ontario

Stage 1 and 2 Archaeological Assessment, 2300
2013b Richmond Street, Part of L.ot 16, Co7cess:on 6, Golder P218-335-2012
Formerly London Township, Now City of London,

Middlesex County, Ontario

Stage 1 and 2 Archaeological Assessment, Fuller Farm
Lands, 2154 Richmond Street, Part of Lot 16,

2014 Golder P218-273-2012
Concession 6 South, City of London, Middlesex County,
Ontario

2015 1234-1246 Richmond Street, Part of Lot 15, Concession Golder P364-0098-2015
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3, Former Geographic Township of London, Now City of
London, Middlesex County, Ontario

2016

Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment, St. Peter’s
Seminary, Part of Lot 14, Concession 3, Geographic
Township of London, Now the City of London,
Middlesex County, Ontario

AECOM

P438-0063-2015

2016

Stage 1 & 2 Archaeological Assessment, Proposed Cat
Adoption Centre, 756 Windermere Road, Part Lot 13,
Concession 4, Geographic Township of London, City of
London, Middlesex County, Ontario

Timmins Martelle Heritage
Consultants Inc. (TMHC)

P1075-0016-2015

2017

Stage 3 Archaeological Assessment, Partial Excavation of
Location 1 (AgHh-243), Fuller Farm Lands, 2154 Richmond
Street, Part of Lot 16, Concession 6 South, Geographic
Township of London, Now the City of London, Middlesex
County, Ontario

AECOM

P438-0025-2015

2017

Stage 1: Archaeological Background Final Report
(Revised), Thames Valley Parkway Class EA —
Richmond Street to Adelaide Street Connection,
London, Ontario

Fisher Archaeological
Consulting (FAC)

P042-0415-2014

2017

Stage 1 and 2, 348 Sunningdale Road East, Part of Lot
15, Concession 6, Geographic Township of London,
Middlesex County, Now City of London, Ontario

Golder

P457-0048-2017

2018

Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment, The Spruce Knoll
Site (AgHh-258), 348 Sunningdale Road East, Part of Lot
15, Concession 6, Geographic Township of London,
Middlesex County, Now City of London, Ontario

Golder

P364-0120-2017

2018

Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment: Proposed Expansion
at 1663 Richmond Street, TD Masonville Building, Part of
Lot 17, Concession 4, Geographic Township of London,
former Middlesex County, now City of London, Ontario

Stantec Consulting Ltd.
(Stantec)

P256-0551-2018

2018

Stage 1 & 2 Archaeological Assessment, North London
Athletic Fields, 1225 Adelaide Street North, Lot 13,
Concession 3, Geographic Township of London, City of
London, Middlesex County, Ontario

TMHC

P324-0322-2018

2018a

Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment of 307 Fanshawe
Park Road, in part of Lot 15, Concession 4, Township of
London, Now City of London, Middlesex County,
Ontario

Lincoln Environmental
Consulting Corp. (Lincoln)

P344-0231-2018

2018b

Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment of 2118 Richmond
Street, in part of Lot16, Concession 6, Township of London,
Now City of London, Middlesex County, Ontario

Lincoln

P344-0249-2018

2018c

Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment of 1058 Fraser
Avenue in part of Lot 14, Concession 2, Township of
London, City of London, Middlesex County, Ontario

Lincoln

P344-0232-2018

2018d

Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment of 6 and 8
Christie Street, in part of Lot 14, Concession 2,
Township of London, Now City of London, Middlesex
County, Ontario

Lincoln

P344-0208-2018
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2018

Archaeological Stage 1: Background Study, William
Street Storm Sewer Outlet and Channel Upgrades, City
of London, Middlesex County, Ontario

FAC

P359-0080-2017

2018

Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment, Broughdale Dyke

Municipal Class EA, Part of Lots 14 and 15, Concession
3, Geographic Township of London, Middlesex County,
City of London, Ontario

AECOM

P438-0144-2018

2018

Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment, London Bus
Rapid Transit System

WSP

P365-0127-2017

2019a

Archaeological Stage 2: Assessment, Final Report
(Revised), Thames Valley Parkway Class EA —
Richmond Street to Adelaide Street Connection —
Detailed Design, Part of Lots 13, 14 & 15, Concession 3,
Geographic Township of London, City of London,
Middlesex County, Ontario

FAC

P115-0028-2018

2019b

Archaeological Stage 3 Testing of AgHh-260 & AgHh-
261, Thames Valley Parkway Class EA — Richmond
Street to Adelaide Street Connection — Detailed Design,
Part of Lots 13, 14 & 15, Concession 3, Geographic
Township of London, City of London, Middlesex
County, Ontario

FAC

P115-0038-2018
P115-0039-2018

2019a

Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment, Ivey Spencer
Leadership Centre, 551 Windermere Road, Block B,
Plan 707, Part Lot 14, Concession 3, Geographic
Township of London, Now in the City of London,
Middlesex County, Ontario

TMHC

P316-0383-2019

2019b

Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment, Ivey Spencer
Leadership Centre, 551 Windermere Road, “RF” Portion
of Block B, Plan 707, Part Lot 14, Concession 3,
Geographic Township of London, Now in the City of
London, Middlesex County, Ontario

TMHC

P316-0391-2019

2019c

Stage 3 Archaeological Assessment, AgHh-264, Ivey
Spencer Leadership Centre, 551 Windermere Road,
Block B, Plan 707, Part Lot 14, Concession 3,
Geographic Township of London, Now in the City of
London, Middlesex County, Ontario

TMHC

P316-0398-2019

2019d

Stage 1 & 2 Archaeological Assessment, Proposed
Retirement Development, 1589 Richmond Street, Plan
1029, Lot 12 S/S, Part of Lot 17, Concession 4, Geographic
Township of London, City of London, Middlesex County,
Ontario

TMHC

P316-0394-2019

2019e

Stage 2 and 3 Archaeological Assessment, AgHh-260,
Thames Valley Parkway EA, Richmond Street to
Adelaide Street Connection, Part of Lots 13, 14, 15,
Concession 3, Geographic Township of London,
Middlesex County, City of London, Ontario

TMHC

P324-0389-2019
(Stage 2),
P324-0390-2019
(Stage 3)

2019f

Preliminary Stage 4 Archaeological Assessment, AgHh-
260, Thames Valley Parkway EA, Richmond Street to

TMHC

P324-0412-2019
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PIF Number

Adelaide Street Connection, Part of Lots 13, 14, 15,
Concession 3, Geographic Township of London,
Middlesex County, City of London, Ontario

Stage 1 & 2 Archaeological Assessment, North London
Athletic Fields, Baseball Fields Lighting Project, 1225
2019¢g Adelaide Street North, Lot 13, Concession 3, TMHC P324-0460-2019
Geographic Township of London, City of London,
Middlesex County, Ontario

Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment of 536 and 542
Windermere Road, in part of Lot 15, Concession 4, .
2019 L | P344-0308-2019
Township of London, Now City of London, Middlesex iheoln

County, Ontario

Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment, Hyland Centre,
2019 Fanshaw.e Park. Road—Rlchmonq Street, F.’an‘ of Lot 17, AECOM P438-0166-2018
Concession 5, in the Geographic Township of London, now

City of London, Middlesex County, Ontario

Stage 4 Archaeological Mitigation The Spruce Knoll Site
(AgHh-258), 348 Sunningdale Road East, Part of Lot 15,
Concession 6, Geographic Township of London,
Middlesex County, Now City of London, Ontario

2019 Golder P457-0068-2018

In 2000, a Stage 1-2 archaeological assessment of the North London Athletic fields on Lot 13, Concession 3 was
completed by Archaeologix. The 2000 study did not result in the identification of any archaeological resources. The
MHSTCI does not always consider pre-2011 reports to have sufficiently met the Standards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologists (Ontario Government 2011); however, as part of a later Stage 2 archaeological
assessment by FAC (2019), it was determined that the results of the 2000 report meets the current standards and
no further work is required for the area assessed.

In 2002, Golder completed a Stage 4 archaeological assessment for Tricar Upland’s North Subdivision of the
Carapella Site (AgHh-183) and Powell Site (AgHh-185) located at 530 Sunningdale Road East. The reports could
not be located in the Ministry database for review, however Kyle Gonyou, Heritage Planner with the City of London
indicates that the Stage 4 was completed, and no further archaeological work was recommended (Kyle Gonyou
pers. comm, 2020).

The study area land west of the Richmond Street and north of Sunningdale was subject to archaeological
assessment in 2004 by Archaeologix under license P001, CIF number P0O01-095. A small pre-contact Aboriginal
lithic scatter was identified and registered with the MHSTCI as AgHh-202. Archaeological concerns under land use
planning processes were addressed prior to the construction of the residential development. No further
archaeological concerns remain on the property and it now consists of a subdivision.

In 2007, Golder completed a Stage 4 archaeological assessment of site AgHh-220 for the proposed Applewood
Subdivision located on the Peter Sergautis Property at 660 Sunningdale Road. The report could not be located in
the Ministry database for review, however Kyle Gonyou, Heritage Planner with the City of London indicates that the
Stage 4 was completed, and no further archaeological work was recommended (Kyle Gonyou pers. comm, 2020).

A Stage 1 and 2 archaeological assessment was completed by Golder in 2013 for the property at 2300 Richmond

Street on part of Lot 16, Concession 6. Although the Stage 1 background study indicated that there was high
potential for the presence of archaeological sites; at the completion of the field survey, no archaeological material
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was found. Based on the results of the field survey, the property was considered free of archaeological concerns
(Golder 2013b).

Golder conducted a Stage 1-2 archaeological assessment for the Fuller Farm Lands on part of Lot 16, Concession
6, through which the Arva-Huron WTM study area travels (Golder 2014). During the Stage 2 field survey, seven
archaeological locations were identified, three of which were determined to require Stage 3 site-specific
assessment. A partial Stage 3 was completed at Location 1 (AgHh-243) by AECOM in 2017 (AECOM 2017). None
of these sites fall within the limits of the current study area.

In 2015, Golder conducted a Stage 1-2 archaeological assessment for the residential properties at 1234-1246
Richmond Street on part of Lot 15, Concession 6. The Stage 1 archaeological assessment determined

that archaeological potential within the study area was high and that a Stage 2 field assessment would be required.
Despite careful scrutiny of the study area through test pit survey, no archaeological material or sites were identified.
No further archaeological work was recommended (Golder 2015).

The Stage 1-2 archaeological assessment for St. Peters Seminary, located on part of Lot 14, Concession 3 was
completed in 2016 by AECOM. The Stage 1-2 assessment resulted in the identification of two pre-contact
Indigenous archaeological sites. Neither Location 1 nor Location 2 fulfilled the criteria for a Stage 3 archaeological
assessment and no further work was required.

The Stage 1-2 archaeological assessment at 756 Windermere Road for the construction of a proposed cat adoption
centre on part of Lot 13, Concession 4 was conducted in 2016 by TMHC. Although the Stage 1 background study
indicated that there was high potential for the presence of archaeological resources, no archaeological material was
found during the Stage 2 field survey and no further work was recommended (TMHC 2016).

In 2017, Golder completed a Stage 1 and 2 for the property at 348 Sunningdale Road East on part of Lot 15,
Concession 6. The background study indicated the property retained archaeological potential for both pre-contact
Indigenous and historical Euro-Canadian sites (Golder 2017). The Stage 2 resulted in the identification of one
archaeological site, Location 1 (AgHh-258), that yielded five pieces of chipping detritus and one piece of Indigenous
pottery, and 165 historic Euro-Canadian artifacts, consisting of ceramic sherds, glass, metal, brick and mortar. Both
pre-contact and Euro-Canadian components of the site were determined to retain cultural heritage value or
interested and were recommended for further Stage 3 excavations (Golder 2017).

The subsequent Stage 3 for the Spruce Knoll Site (AgHh-258) involved the hand excavation of 19 1x1m units,
where a total of 1,061 artifacts, including 15 pre-contact Indigenous artifacts, 1,018 Euro-Canadian, and 43 faunal
remains, were recovered. Historical research indicated that the artifacts were likely associated with a house
constructed on the property in 1867, and therefore was not recommended for further archaeological work.
However, the pre-contact Indigenous component was recommended for further Stage 4 mitigation (Golder 2018).

The subsequent Stage 4 for the Spruce Knoll Site (AgHh-258) involved the hand excavation of 62 1x1m units within
an area measuring approximately 9 m north-south by 11 m east-west, yielding a total of 3,680 artifacts including 99
pre-contact Indigenous artifacts,3,260 historical Euro-Canadian artifacts, and 321 faunal fragments (Golder 2019).
Based on the results of the Stage 2, 3, and 4 Assessments, the pre-contact Indigenous component of the Spruce
Knoll Site (AgHh-258) appears to represent a small campsite, briefly occupied during the Middle Woodland Period.
The historical Euro-Canadian artifact assemblage consists predominately of ceramics (n=1,864), metal (n=838),
and glass (n=394), with smaller quantities of other materials, such as brick, mortar, coal, and clinker. In addition,
321 faunal fragments were recovered. The analysis of the Euro-Canadian material indicates that the site represents
a domestic refuse deposit dating from the early- to late-19th century up into the 20th century. The Euro-Canadian
component of the Spruce Knoll Site (AgHh-258) appears to be associated with the residents of that house on the
property from 1867 onwards and does not have further cultural heritage value or interest. The pre-contact

Rpt-REVISED-2020-11-02-St 1AA Arva-Huron WTM-60619503.Docx 13



A=ZCOM City of London

St 1AA Arva to Huron WTM

Indigenous component of the Spruce Knoll Site (AgHh-258) has been fully excavated and documented, and no
longer exists in the ground (Golder 2019).

In 2017, FAC completed the Stage 1 archaeological assessment on parts of Lots 12, 13, 14, and 15, Concession 3;
and Lots 12 and 13, Concession 4 as part of the Thames Valley Parkway EA, Richmond Street to Adelaide Street
Connection. The background research indicated that the study area assessed retained high archaeological
potential (FAC 2017). As a result of the recommendations from this report, a Stage 2 archaeological assessment
was completed in 2019 (FAC 2019). The Stage 2 archaeological assessment identified two archaeological sites — a
19t century domestic site (AgHh-260) and an isolated Early Archaic findspot (AgHh-261). Both of these sites were
recommended for Stage 3 archaeological assessment.

Subsequent to the Stage 1 and 2 assessments archaeological sites AgHh-260 and AgHh-261 were subject to a
Stage 3 archaeological assessment by FAC (FAC 2019). Only the portion of AgHh-260 that fell within the study
area boundaries for the project was subject to assessment. The results of this assessment determined that AgHh-
260 required a Stage 4 mitigation of impacts while AgHh-261 was considered sufficiently documented. As a result
of project design changes, TMHC completed the remaining Stage 3 archaeological assessment as well as the
subsequent Stage 4 mitigation of AgHh-260 in 2019 (TMHC 2019e,f).

In 2018, TMHC was retained to conduct the Stage 1 and 2 archaeological assessment of the North London Athletic
Fields on part of Lot 13, Concession 3. The Stage 1 background study indicated that there may be potential for the
presence of archaeological material or sites; however, the Stage 2 field survey did not result in the identification of

any artifacts or sites and no further work is required (TMHC 2018).

As part of a planning application on part of Lot 15, Concession 4, Lincoln conducted a Stage 1-2 archaeological
assessment. As with many of the other previous reports, the Stage 1 background study concluded that there was
high potential for the presence of archaeological resources on the property. Despite careful scrutiny, no
archaeological resources were identified and no further work was recommended (Lincoln 2018a).

Lincoln was retained to complete a Stage 1-2 archaeological assessment of 1058 Fraser Avenue on part of Lot 14,
Concession 2 as part of the planning permit. The Stage 1 background study resulted in a recommendation for
Stage 2 field survey. Atthe completion of the Stage 2 survey, no archaeological resources were found. No further
work was required and the property is considered free of archaeological concerns (Lincoln 2018c). A similar study
was also conducted for the properties at 6 and 8 Christie Street within the same lot and concession. The results of
this study were the same as that completed at 1058 Fraser Avenue and no further work was recommended (Lincoln
2018d).

In 2018, a Stage 1 archaeological assessment for the William Street Storm Sewer Outlet and Channel Upgrades on
part of Lot 13, Concession 3 was completed by FAC. The background study determined that portions of the study
area had been previously disturbed by existing sewers, watermains, and pump stations and other portions were
permanently wet marsh/swamp. Based on these findings, FAC did not recommend any further archaeological
assessment (FAC 2018).

A Stage 1 archaeological assessment was completed by AECOM for the Broughdale Dyke Municipal Class EA.
The land assessed is located on parts of Lots 14 and 15, Concession 3. AECOM'’s background study and property
inspection determined that although there was significant previous disturbance related to the construction of the
dyke, there were areas that retained archaeological potential. As a result of AECOM’s findings, those areas were
recommended for Stage 2 archaeological assessment (AECOM 2018).

A Stage 1-2 archaeological assessment was completed for the proposed Bus Rapid Transit system (BRT) located
in the City of London. The Stage 1 background research found the study area to have to retain high archaeological
potential for the majority of the study area. During the property inspection, a small portion of the study corridor was
found to retain archaeological potential and recommended for Stage 2 archaeological assessment (WSP 2018).
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During the Stage 2 fieldwork, no archaeological materials or sites were identified, However, some further work was
recommended for land within the study area that had not been subject to test pitting during the Stage 2, specifically
located around previously registered archaeological sites, and areas of deeply buried archaeological potential
(WSP 2018). A portion of the current study area is included in the WSP study area, specifically along Richmond
Street, where some areas have been recommended for further Stage 2 test pitting and deeply buried investigations
(WSP 2018).

In 2019, TMHC conducted Stages 1, 2, and 3 archaeological assessments for the Ivey Spencer Leadership Centre
located at 551 Windermere Road on part of Lot 14, Concession 3. The Stage 1 background study and property
inspection suggested that the area had high potential for the presence of archaeological resources and, as such,
and Stage 2 archaeological assessment was recommended to assess the property further (TMHC 2019a). The
Stage 2 survey resulted in the discovery of four archaeological locations, two of which were recommended for
Stage 3 archaeological assessment. Location 1 (AgHh-264) is a Woodland period Indigenous site and Location 4
(AgHh-265) is a pre-contact Indigenous site with no temporal affiliation (TMHC 2019b). Location 1 (AgHh-264) was
subsequently subject to a Stage 3 archaeological assessment. At the conclusion of the site excavation, the site
yielded minimal artifacts and it was determined to have been sufficiently documented. No further work was
required. Location 4 (AgHh-265) was not subject to the recommended Stage 3 assessment and was, therefore,
recommended for monitoring during construction activities. As such, the land has not yet been cleared of
archaeological concerns (TMHCc).

A Stage 1 and 2 archaeological assessment was conducted for the proposed baseball fields lighting project on part
of Lot 13, Concession 3. Areas that did not appear to have previously been disturbed were subject to test pit
survey; however, no archaeological material was recovered. The remaining portions of the study area were
determined to have been previously disturbed. No further work was recommended and the area is considered free
of archaeological concerns (TMHC 2019g)

Finally, in 2019, Lincoln conducted a Stage 1-2 archaeological assessment at 536 and 542 Windermere Road on
part of Lot 15, Concession 4 as part of a planning permit. The Stage 2 field survey did not result in the identification
of any archaeological material and no further archaeological assessment was recommended.

To the best of our knowledge, beyond those listed in Table 2, there are no other reports concerning archaeological
work conducted within or in close proximity (i.e. within 50 m) of the study area; however, it should be noted that the
MHSTCI does not maintain a database of all properties that have had past archaeological investigations and
searches of the MHSTCI’s public register do not always result in a complete listing of all archaeological work
conducted in a given area. In consequence, in some cases the only way a consulting archaeologist will know that a
past assessment has been conducted in a given area is if they have personal knowledge of it, or if the assessment
resulted in the discovery and registration of one or more archaeological sites.

City of London Archaeological Master Plan

The 2017 City of London Archaeological Management Plan was reviewed as part of this Stage 1 archaeological
assessment to determine the potential for the recovery of archaeological resources within the current study area.
The City of London Archaeological Master Plan was adopted by council in 1996 to ensure the identification,
evaluation, and conservation of archaeological resources through long-term planning (Wilson and Horne 1995).
The primary goal of the Master Plan was the development of an Archaeological Potential Model for the City of
London. The model identified 19,088.6 ha of the City of London with moderate to high potential for the recovery of
archaeological resources (Wilson and Horne 1995). The Archaeological Management Plan (AMP) (City of London
2018) for the City of London was completed in 2017 to replace the previous Archaeological Master Plan (Wilson
and Horne 1996).
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According to the archaeological potential modelling, the Arva-Huron WTM study area is situated in an area of the
city that exhibits moderate to high archaeological potential. The majority of the areas exhibiting high potential are
those located along the Thames River, Medway Creek, and Stoney Creek.

1.3.3 Known Archaeological Sites

AECOM requested a data search of the ASDB to determine if any registered archaeological sites are located within
the study area as well as within 1 km of the current study area boundaries. This search resulted in the identification
of 133 registered archaeological sites. The presence of 133 registered archaeological sites within 1 km supports
the finding that there is high archaeological potential in this area of the city. These sites include a large number of
both Indigenous sites of various temporal affiliations as well as 19t century Euro-Canadian sites. Many of the sites
within the study area boundaries are concentrated between Fanshawe Park Road and Sunningdale Road. Given
the large number of archaeological sites, details on the types and cultural affiliations of these sites as provided by
the MHSTCI can be found in Appendix A and in Figure 2 of the Supplementary Documentation of this report.

Information concerning specific site locations is protected by provincial policy and is not fully subject to the Freedom
of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (FIPPA). The release of such information in the past has led to looting
or various forms of illegally conducted site destruction. Confidentiality extends to all media capable of conveying
location, including maps, drawings, or textual descriptions of a site location. The MHSTCI will provide information
concerning site location to the party or an agent of the party holding title to a property, or to a licensed archaeologist
with relevant cultural resource management interests.

1.3.4 Existing Conditions

The study area addressed in this Stage 1 archaeological assessment includes the existing WTM corridor as well as
additional land to accommodate for all potential alternatives. This includes an area generally bounded by Victoria
Street to the south, Adelaide Street to the east, Richmond Street to the west, and the Arva Pumping Station, north
of Medway Road, to the north.

The portion of the study area between Windermere and Sunningdale Roads is comprised primarily of 20t century
urban subdivision development and commercial businesses. The southern limits include an area of historic urban
development associated with the 19t century expansion of the City of London and, finally, the portion of the study
area that continues north of Sunningdale Road is undeveloped rural land comprised of agricultural fields and small
woodlots.
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2. Property Inspection

To assist in the evaluation of the Arva-Huron WTM study area, a property inspection was conducted by licensed
archaeologist Cody McNea (R414) on August 7, 2020 under PIF number P438-0204-2020 issued to Samantha
Markham. The property inspection was conducted to meet the requirements of Section 1.2 of the Standards and
Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (Ontario Government 2011b) and, in accordance with Section 1.2, S.1. of
the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (Ontario Government 2011b), the study area and its
periphery were subject to systematic inspection to identify the presence or absence of any features of
archaeological potential.

The weather during the property inspection consisted of a temperature of 30° C with sunny conditions. At no time
were weather conditions detrimental to the identification of archaeological features, and lighting conditions were
excellent.

The study area is comprised primarily of the urban development of modern city’s, including roadways, railways,
utilities and other infrastructure. Portions of the study area also consist of undeveloped rural landscapes comprised
of agricultural fields and small woodlots, specifically north of Sunningdale Road and along the existing water main.

Photographs were taken of the visible landscape features described above (Photos 1-24). Photograph locations
and directions, as well as the results of the Stage 1 Property Inspection within the proposed Arva-Huron WTM
study area are provided in Figure 7 of this report.

To meet the requirements of Standard 4, Section 1.2 an attempt was made to document additional features of

archaeological potential not visible on the mapping. Apart from the structures mentioned in Section 1.3.2 of this
report, no additional features of archaeological potential were identified during the site inspection.
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3. Analysis and Conclusions

Archaeological potential is established by determining the likelihood that archaeological resources may be present
on a subject property. Criteria commonly used by the MHSTCI to determine areas of archaeological potential are
listed in Section 1.3.1 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (Ontario Government 2011).
Distance to modern or ancient water sources is generally accepted as the most important element for past human
settlement patterns and when considered alone may result in a determination of archaeological potential. In
addition, any combination of two or more of the listed criteria indicates archaeological potential.

Based on a review of the historical, environmental, and archaeological context of the study area, it has been
determined that potential for the recovery of pre- and post-contact Indigenous and 19" century Euro-Canadian
archaeological resources within portions of the study area is high based on the presence of the following features:

= Presence of 133 previously identified archaeological sites within 1km, including both Indigenous and 19t
century Euro-Canadian sites;

= Close proximity to the Thames River, Stoney Creek, and Medway Creek;

=  Adequate soil texture and drainage conducive to cultivation;

= General topographic variability of the area;

= Early Euro-Canadian industry;

=  Areas of early Euro-Canadian settlement (north end of the City of London, St. John’s);
= Numerous early 19" century transportation routes/streets; and,

= Properties that local histories or informants have identified with possible archaeological sites, historical events,
activities or occupants (e.g., the Brough House).

Certain features indicate that archaeological potential is low or has been removed. Specifically, land that has been
subject to extensive and intensive deep land alterations that have severely damaged the integrity of any
archaeological resources. This can include, but is not limited to, landscaping that involves grading below the topsoil
level, building footprints, quarrying, and underground utility installations/infrastructure development. Areas where
archaeological potential has been removed within the Arva-Huron WTM study area include 20" century subdivision
and commercial developments as well as road construction. Additionally, several previous archaeological
assessments have cleared various properties of archaeological concerns and these areas are considered to no
longer have archaeological potential.

Based on these findings, AECOM'’s Stage 1 background study of the Arva-Huron WTM study area has determined
that the potential for the recovery of archaeological resources in portions of the study area is high. All potentially
undisturbed land within the limits of the study area must be subject to Stage 2 field survey. It should be noted that,
although potentially extensively disturbed, the urban development within the study area between Victoria Street to
the south and Raymond Avenue to the north occurred during the 19t century expansion of the City of London and,
therefore, these areas are considered to retain moderate archaeological potential for 19t century archaeological
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resources. More specifically, given the 19t century expansion of the city into this portion of the study area, the area
south of the Thames River retains moderate archaeological potential for 19" century archaeological resources.
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4. Recommendations

AECOM’s Stage 1 archaeological assessment for the Arva-Huron WTM Municipal Class EA has determined that
the potential for the recovery of both pre- and post-contact Indigenous and 19t century Euro-Canadian
archaeological resources within parts of the study area is moderate to high. As a result of extensive urban
development, some portions of the study area have been previously disturbed and archaeological potential has
been removed; however, areas of manicured lawn and woodlot within the study area limits are included as areas
where archaeological integrity may remain intact. Areas of moderate to high and low archaeological potential, as
well as areas that have been subject to previous assessment are illustrated on Figure 7. Based on these findings, a
Stage 2 archaeological assessment is recommended following the below stated requirements.

The Stage 2 archaeological assessment must be conducted by a licensed archaeologist and must follow the
requirements set out in the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (Ontario Government 2011).
Areas identified as having low archaeological potential (e.g. building footprints, roadways, urban development) are
to be photo-documented only. The Stage 2 field survey for areas of moderate to high archaeological potential must
include:

®" The standard test pit survey method at 5 m intervals is to be conducted in all areas that will be impacted by the
project where ploughing is not possible (e.g., woodlots, overgrown areas, manicured lawns);

= Pedestrian survey at 5 m intervals where ploughing is possible (i.e. agricultural fields). Assessment will only
occur when agricultural fields have been recently ploughed, weathered, and exhibit at least 80% surface
visibility; and,

= Poorly drained areas, areas of steep slope, and areas of confirmed previous disturbance (i.e. areas with
identifiable land alterations below topsoil level) are to be mapped and photo-documented only.

It is pertinent to note that the Arva-Huron WTM study area evaluated in this report includes additional land that may
not be impacted by the project. A large area was assessed as part of this Stage 1 archaeological assessment in
order to accommodate possible infrastructure alternatives outside of the existing WTM corridor. Once the area of
project impacts has been determined, only the land that will be impacted by this project will require Stage 2
archaeological assessment.

Given that there are 133 registered archaeological sites within 1 km of the study area, a comprehensive list of
recommendations is not provided here. However, details for each site can be found in the Appendix A of this report,
and the location of the sites is illustrated on Figure 2 of the Supplementary Documentation. Once a preferred route
alternative is chosen, all archaeological sites located within the study area boundaries that require further work
must be subject to further archaeological assessment prior to ground disturbing activities. Of particular note is
archaeological site AgHh-265 which will be required to be subject to Stage 4 archaeological assessment and must
follow the requirements set out in the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (Ontario
Government 2011).

The Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries is asked to accept this report into the Ontario Public
Register of Archaeological Reports thereby concurring with the recommendations presented herein. As further
archaeological assessment is required, archaeological concerns for the Arva-Huron WTM in the City of London,
Ontario have not yet been fully addressed.
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5. Advice on Compliance with Legislation

This report is submitted to the Ontario Minister of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries as a condition of
licensing in accordance with Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.0. 1990, ¢ 0.18. The report is reviewed to
ensure that it complies with the standards and guidelines that are issued by the Minister, and that the
archaeological 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 MHSTCI, 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.

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
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 Archaeology Reports referred to in Section
65.1 of the Ontario Heritage Act.

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 consultant
archaeologist to carry out archaeological fieldwork, in compliance with Section 48(1) of the Ontario Heritage Act.

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 license.

The Funeral, Burial and Cremation Services Act, 2002, S.0. 2002, ¢.33 (when proclaimed in force in 2012) require

that any person discovering human remains must notify the police or coroner and the Registrar of Burial Sites, War
Graves, Abandoned Cemeteries, and Cemetery Closures.
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Photo 3: Existing conditions of main line within a subdivision
with low archaeological potential, facing northwest

Photo 2: Existing conditions of the existing main along
Sunningdale Rd, facing south
-y

Photo 4: Existing conditions at southern end of the study area
along Windemere Rd, facing north

Rpt-REVISED-2020-11-02-St 1AA Arva-Huron WTM-60619503.Docx

27



A=ZCOM City of London

St 1AA Arva to Huron WTM

Photo 5: Existing conditions along Medway Rd, low Photo 6: Existing conditions at Medway Rd and Adelaide St,
archaeological potential within ROW, facing west low archaeological potential within the ROW, facing east

Photo 7: Existing conditions along Sunningdale Rd, note future Photo 8: Typical conditions along Sunningdale Rd, note
development removing archaeological potential, facing west | subdivision development and ROW disturbance, facing west

Photo 9: Existing conditions of Adelaide St ROW utilities and Photo 10: Typical intersection infrastructure disturbance,
disturbance, facing northeast facing northwest
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A=ZCOM City of London

St 1AA Arva to Huron WTM

Photo 11: Typical ROW disturbance with residential sound wall Photo 12: Typical park outside of the ROW retaining
along Richmond St, facing north archaeological potential, facing north
~ s Z 7 AR 7

S = e 3
Photo 13: Typical conditions within residential areas, facing | Photo 14: Existing conditions on the north end of Richmond St
west ROW, facing south

Photo 15: Commercial development along Richmond St, facing| Photo 16: Typical ROW disturbance along Richmond St with
south residential development, facing south
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City of London
St 1AA Arva to Huron WTM

=t

Photo 17: Existing conditons along Windermere Rd, facing Photo 18: Area retaining archaeological potentail, facing
west southeast

Photo 19: Existing condtions along the Thames River Photo 20: Woodlot within city park retaining archaeolgocial
retaining high archaeological potential, facing northwest potentail, facing northeast

= = = 3 3 B e e B

Photo 21: Typical conditons along Richmond St ROW Photo 22: Existing condtions along Richmond St ROW
illustrating infrastructure disturbance, facing northeast adjacent to residentail structures, facing north

Rpt-REVISED-2020-11-02-St 1AA Arva-Huron WTM-60619503.Docx
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Photo 23: Existing condtions along Huron St ROW adjacent to

residential structures, facing west

City of London
St 1AA Arva to Huron WTM

Photo 24: Area retaining archaeological potential outside of
the Huron St ROW, facing northwest
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A=COM City of London
St 1AA Arva to Huron WTM

9. Figures

All figures pertaining to the Stage 1 archaeological assessment for the Arva-Huron WTM Municipal Class EA in the
City of London and the Municipality of Middlesex Centre, Ontario are provided on the following pages.

Rpt-REVISED-2020-11-02-St 1AA Arva-Huron WTM-60619503.Docx

32



“a 28om

W

275m_ B,

S
12 ‘)\

S Pk
. Vo gl
. Nt
Py

.
= A WHosEi
k=
e,
il
\ G0
Cemmunication
W

3,

& Al

A Aot ‘ €5

Gk T S e
2 296m el
4

uricss on? 2

Q)
B e

&
3 ‘ %‘—/“é\. ﬁe:ghts

e a 5

s ‘\‘1 e
L

07 4
.‘4" W

e

v J
Pl £

Legend
Study Area

— Existing Arva-Huron WTM

November
2020 Source: http://wms.ess-ws.
nrcan.gc.ca/wms/toporama_en
P#: 60619503

SuoyAreaLocaon ma

: \
‘Communicat

! ;
Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment
Arva Pumping Station to Huron Street Water

Transmission Main Municipal Class EA
City of London, Ontario

IFIa00_CAD. GIS1020. 620, GTo.

Location of the Study Area

Datum: NAD 83 UTM17

o

AZCOM

P Tocaton

Date Saved: 2/1912020 10:44:07 AM User Name: clarkb.


http://wms.ess-ws

3

Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment
Arva Pumping Station to Huron Street Water
Transmission Main Municipal Class EA
City of London, Ontario

Study Area

Study Area in Detail
— Existing Arva-Huron WTM

CRE081 9503 CoL Arva,

“This crawing has been prepared for the use of Jient and may not be used, reproduced or relied upon by
thid parties, except as agreod by AECOM and required by law or for uso by governmental reviewing
COM accepts no responsisiity, and deries any liabilty whatsoever, o any party that modifies
rawing without AECOM's express wition consoni.




Mount St. Marys
Carmel Rannoch
rhett 4
Lind
Harrin gon
Maguire Pdackusvifle
Brook sdale
il
Biddu | ph . SEanton Unicadale
Ma I Prospect Hill
19
i Lakesid Youn geville
Lienry  McGillivray Clandiibye
Wellburn Medina Bennington
Lucan
Brown
" Maple Grove ormer
Devizes
Maple Lodge Flgin field
t Ive Embro
Mover liver
Mills
Ailsa -
Craig endly Kint
William s - ners
s "\ Den field Holiday
Sou th gate e
Hirr Sl ville ody's
FalktfR almonville Cobble Hill
= 4
Mairn
=+
Barnish diaacl "’:( h
reysteac % rharndale el
;= e
A e
%
Fart F % i d ‘\h“p
E od liderton \ .
\ Dunn's Comer
hiwoge® Dunaief
R West Nissouri  gp .y Teesboro
Springbank Vanieck F Ball yegote kst
Thame sford 19
Femnhill el fi i Dickstns 3
Comers s’
Fan dhawe Three /
' Ingersq
Bt ok Northa # Northdal e S ” <
L e ybrook 1 Sa McWilliam 5
Crathi The Grove 508
Caljpity o
Masenville Corn
Huron Heights
Medway >
Hei ghts E
Wrightmans Hickory Col dstream \ Bron Yod Crumlin : <
i . Poplar Hill \ White Hills irou hd Bann er 3
Egremont Dr sh iForest
herwood Fore
Am Egremont Dr Labc i i Hyde Park
2 Orchard Park Pottersbiirg  Nelsem Park ad
Uniy Got®
402 \ I guet Trafal gar
JaaE” Heights
\ Ontord Park ouf \ 1
¥ Waubuno ooty ey,
Mullifar \.~ <SP Fate it TheGix erpibion=idl ~
4 g 4 W p
Ken sal — Chelsea $
Ouakri dge D™ 7 Creen Nilestown
Acres N . =3 ¥
Man r
! London ™tlen 5 i |
N\ Cairn
202 _— Voods
B iTAthroy Komoka  Kilworth ke ongl Mills
s southdale Mossl
Kok lendal
Pfovinci aar dals 401
g Pa
P
wilton Grove
Der nt
i
Caradoc \ Whit xkle st
ok
Mount bleth Hy Harri etsvifl
rydges DeldWare We
Cain Campbellvale y g
Fal conbridge ot
Shar on
len Oak 102 Bel
ttsvill
springfield
\ od T
Glanworth
Christina
North EL | Temp Crossl ey
orth Fhfric g
Lo Litt eivood
Chippewas of Oneida 41
the Thames Nt
First Nation 42
Melbourn =
401 i -
Talbotville
g Royal > ;
Kot : o & : g i | <in gamil
" Munsee-Delaware Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin, Intermap, increment P Corp., GEBCO, USGS, FAO,
Mayfair

N Nation 1 £
e

Whalen Comers

NPS, NRCAN, GeoBase, IGN, Kadaster NL, Ordnance Survey, Esri Japan, MET], Esri

~ Buf

SGUEEs: Esri, HERE, A
Garmin, Intermap,

increment P Corp.,

GEBCO, USGS,

Legend

]

Existing Arva-Huron WTM
Study Area

First Nations Reserve Land

Treaty

Between the Lakes Purchase, Treaty 3,
December 2,1792

Huron Tract Purchase, Treaty 29,
August 13,1833

London Township Purchase, Treaty 6,
September 7,1796

Long Woods Purchase, Treaty 21,
March 9,1819

McKee Purchase, Treaty 2, May
19,1790

4 8
Y I TN T Y N N N |
Kilometres

Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment
Arva Pumping Station to Huron Street Water
Transmission Main Municipal Class EA

City of London, Ontario

Ontario Treaties Map

November
2020

Datum: NAD83 UTM17
Source: www.ontario.ca/page/map-
ontario-treaties-and-reserves#t7

1:200,000

P#: 60619503

V#:

A=COM

Figure 3

This drawing has been prepared for the use of AECOM's client and may not be used, reproduced or
relied upon by third parties, except as agreed by AECOM and its client, as required by law or for use by

governmental reviewing agencies. AECOM accepts no responsibility, and denies any liability whatsoever,

to any party that modifies this drawing without AECOM's express written consent.

929_GIS_Graphics\Design\01_Reports\AASH \Fig3-TreatiesPurchases.mxd

CAD_GIS\920,

Map location: \\calon1fp001\Projects\60619503 CoL Arva PSto Huron St WTM-Class EA MP\900_

Date Saved: 2/18/2020 1:03:36 PM User Name: clarkb


www.ontario.ca/page/map

(&

-

2/ _

‘Wonderland Rd'N

Richmond St

Medway Rd.

.“ T'

~ Fanshawe Park RAE
W e ——

|
| |
! I
] {
| Il
! !
[ .
b
A
-
of &
()
5,
S
(]
-]
< ‘
=== - Sunningdale Rd.-E:

j I <
Huron St

J\.
1:6‘ o

1

(riviere
Thames)

\ Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment §
X 0 Arva Pumping Station to Huron Street Water .
3 Transmission Main Municipal Class EA 5
Legend %?,_ City of London, Ontario o
°
Study Area Iiderton ‘%\ ThN’og;v‘ Portion of the 1810 Burwell Survey i
“:{ (River, of the Township of London §
— Existing Arva-Huron WTM % Daum NADSZ U7 |
g %é Fanshawe| NOvember 1:35.000 Qe MO 5616 Burwell 2
A Lake 2020 99, 1810, 1810 Burwell Survey of |2
o theTownship of London <
\ P#: 60619503 Vi g
AZCOM Figure 4
Thames River, 0 250 500 1,000
L 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]
Metres

[—] Map Extent

has been prepared for the use of AECOM's cl
by AECOM and i

ind may ot be used, reproduced or relied upon by
mmmmmmm

this drawing without AECOM' express witien

Tap Tocaton o
Date Saved: 2/18/2020 1:04:07 PM User Name: clarkb.




k.

Ty

&

R A A T ? e e s it mé’

ATt o G 4 * v ;

Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment
Arva Pumping Station to Huron Street Water
Transmission Main Municipal Class EA
City of London, Ontario

Study Area
— Existing Arva-Huron WTM

17
0 2019, Tremaine
Map of

SIomTTR00TP(01eCs B0 TO503 Col. Arva Pto aron




@y oweN oSN Wd 11904 0207

wnrdok o il _ g i
Q g BE
S« 55 ©
& 53% (S| 2 s |
c ESQ | = w|2g3; 3 =
c [ S « |8588 (=] 4 |sii:
(<] snO2| B |oozs| i T
35 2cws| T 22355 4 |
. T 298E|5 5|eiss i
e B EEE
2255| £ & s 4g|8:i:
HTH MW.mAnu S0 o e2 m‘“m
cliLiiiles23(= 2| 8 1 [é::
Shcs| s 8 | M 34 |3z
_E_m,m <2§3|52| - |7 1l
~£80| 0 < o 1 |38z
MM I SEE |5 o N7
- g2 e = = 7 i
M <s 22[a [ % |
i z eS| 2 31
mE | ] ]
| z W =
_ - .
i b4
[
L
==
254 7 L FALTTRY ===
JSipuoLTory - : ‘ & .ﬂuw fuspiaier, A5 2
-« ﬂ# vog . Ut mm.: 3 T, " .-!\shu
Wnr -W.desh.u:.u._qw-,.ur. ummm -
Q) e it i i M? ettt L
IR e e S Al $ 38 $hx
o i Y Wew N 371
hn-.___..lmﬁp‘t_ 1 70 !th'&-uﬂirq 5 ox GM 2 M M €ea L4
frzruficaag) 2 0u W bny b3 4 En| enbegqg
Wormyr i . : : H g
| -& ﬁ_'hv Hﬁ:{tﬂ. a AF B4 L!‘n\“ f.vf P ,#ﬁ ﬁdJ
uﬁ.h.. Vou o ropdoncy sV ol S B k) i 1R
: ~f a0 =T - _ =
(004 1104 H Frey el SR et £
. K. : LOMICT s £ ... 101 <
3 440 WM | T e s p 1 c
Panfn T S i L : 2
o e r.ﬂ Fod PO uu”
- ; . T < 3
?'d AP Pox1usys, 5 .u.w MrenIt It AT Juayy foy W
wa rogiiig O TR - e o
»ita g Tty MTECR m -3 i il o <
ropsape cifl N n:q-&. PR o L B < 2
) 5 . reon S . > s
= e __,:3_ ipuEp3pUOM : T = : T S @
oy N (1°0'd =i 3=, -4 i “..m.:x..n N Fo'd c = X
rhoryy ] rod 8. I\ . o' iy o O W
srsipmg |2 # muy e how nw Y Wesrnmogy Hirwg o
¥ I | | vy, : Q
rrangifill SIOR . Cin RN PRS2 ey |
= i /




3
2
E
4
Fi
2
8
%
g
2
[
%
2
e
5
g
g
4
%
|3
z
5
‘@
8
2
g
H
s
8
[}

L d age 1 Archaeologica Assessment
egen : : Arva Pumping Station to Huron Street Water
) _ o 1 - Archaeologix (2000) 10 - Lincoln (2018c) A, _ | Transmission Main Municipal Class EA
<\3 Photo Location and Direction 2 - Archaeologix (2004) 11 - Lincoln (2018d) I i ] City of London, Ontario

Existing Arva-Huron WTM 3 - Golder (2013) 12 - F?sher (2018) R _ I L :
~~~~— Permanent Stream 4 - Golder (2014) 13 - Fisher (2019) : ! Results of Stage 1 Background Study
7 ntermitn Sigear 5 AECOM (2018)  15-THMC (20196.) | |

- - €, E : Datum: NAD83 UTM 17

Waterbody 7 - THMC (2016) 16 - THMC (2019g) L e | NO‘Q%';“SG" Source: LIO 2019, City of London

Study Area 8 - THMC (2018) 17 - Lincoln (2019) bins, b Mg, |1Some 2018, Middlesex County 2020

Previously Assessed, Stage 3 Required (TMHC - 2019a) 9 - Lincoln (2018a) : Rid> : !

Previously Assessed, No Further Work Required

Area of Low Archaeological Potential

Area of Moderate to High Archaeological Potential

V|Sua| Iy Conﬂ rm ed D|Stu rbance —_ Cleared of Archaeolog|ca| Concerns 75 150 . 'l.’“"'!.' 1 - This drawing has been prepared for the use of AECOM's client and may not be used, reproduced or
] , l‘ - S H

0_CAD_GIS\920_929_GIS,

n1fp001\Projects\60619503 Col Arva PSto Huron St WTM-Class EA MP\90(

020 9:34:53 AM User Name: clarkb

I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I relied upon by third parties, except as agreed by AECOM and its client, as required by law or for use by
ici 3 i governmental reviewing agencies. AECOM accepts no responsibility, and denies any liability whatsoever,
= M un ICIpaI Bou ndary Meters Sy, e, i p s I 4 4. to any party that modifies this drawing without AECOM's express written consent.
(o 1




9
(7) - A—
| , § o N=flaergg il =
‘ [ : x | E . ! 1 8
1] ‘ ‘ ‘: - = £ : " KokaneelRd 1l
g | MeadowsweetiTrail | i AN 7
3 e, - BlackwaterR9!
] | 5
- £ .....( %
2 Cettental _
=t rvh / L ; - G S5 o : oa h
. . W@? : - 7@? e’waterc’ ! L ¢
; ; : 2  Kingbird[Crt
(Firefly/Or o
o

@ Photo Location and Direction
Existing Arva-Huron WTM
~~~— Permanent Stream
-<"v.--- Intermittent Stream
Waterbody
Study Area
“.| Previously Assessed, Stage 3 Required (TMHC - 2019a)
[A4 Previously Assessed, No Further Work Required
Area of Low Archaeological Potential
Area of Moderate to High Archaeological Potential

1 - Archaeologix (2000)
2 - Archaeologix (2004)
3 - Golder (2013)

4 - Golder (2014)

5 - Golder (2015)

6 - AECOM (2016)

7 - THMC (2016)

8 - THMC (2018)

9 - Lincoln (2018a)

10 - Lincoln (2018c)
11 - Lincoln (2018d)
12 - Fisher (2018)

13 - Fisher (2019)

14 - THMC (2019a-c)
15 - THMC (2019e,f)
16 - THMC (20199g)
17 - Lincoln (2019)

75 150

T ; "' e ‘.
*@.‘ﬁ

:’ Stage 1 Archaological Assessment
0 Arva Pumping Station to Huron Street Water

Transmission Main Municipal Class EA
City of London, Ontario

Results of Stage 1 Background Study

November Datum: NAD83 UTM 17
2020 1:7,000 Source: LIO 2019, City of London
2018, Middlesex County 2020

Figure 7-2

This drawing has been prepared for the use of AECOM's client and may not be used, reproduced or

© Visually Confirmed Disturbance — Cleared of Archaeological Concerns
Municipal Boundary

Meters

relied upon by third parties, except as agreed by AECOM an:

as required by law or for use by

governmental reviewing agencies. AECOM accepts no resp ’nd denies any liability whatsoever,
R D Map Extent to any party that modifies this drawing without AECOM's express written consent.

929_GIS_Graphics\Design\01_Reports\AASt1\Fig7-Results.mxd

0_CAD_GIS\920

1fp001\Projects\60619503 Col Arva PSto Huron St WTM-Class EA MP\90(

20 9:34:53 AM User Name: clarkb




Legend

Photo Location and Direction

Existing Arva-Huron WTM

~~~— Permanent Stream

-"v.-=- Intermittent Stream

Waterbody

Study Area

Previously Assessed, Stage 3 Required (TMHC - 2019a)
Previously Assessed, No Further Work Required

Area of Low Archaeological Potential

Area of Moderate to High Archaeological Potential
Visually Confirmed Disturbance — Cleared of Archaeological Concerns

= Municipal Boundary

iDebbie]L'ane!

43 Pine|Ridge|Dr;

Rine|Ridge PIl «

1 - Archaeologix (2000)
2 - Archaeologix (2004)
3 - Golder (2013)

4 - Golder (2014)

5 - Golder (2015)

6 - AECOM (2016)

7 - THMC (2016)

8 - THMC (2018)

9 - Lincoln (2018a)

¥

é g o

Sedfef CB

g O DonnybrookiRd| s %
'] T
T Y « &

3

3

=
Sy
A

10 - Lincoln (2018c)
11 - Lincoln (2018d)
12 - Fisher (2018)

13 - Fisher (2019)

14 - THMC (2019a-c)
15 - THMC (2019e,f)
16 - THMC (20199g)
17 - Lincoln (2019)

75 150

Meters

Melanie Crt! g IKendalllCrt
* C oS O,
¢ Ryl O 12
- b b = & -
g 3 B §
< . he)
N) (°) c
Al

Rolang Crt.

7

155

Meridene|Cres|Ef

a#

Geary/Ave)

e

{RaebrookiP!!

0y

@

Daleview,/Cres]

2 ‘ I .
G , Y rr e o, o
ot 1 TR

Stage 1 Archaeologlcal Assessment
O Arva Pumping Station to Huron Street Water
Transmission Main Municipal Class EA
City of London, Ontario

Results of Stage 1 Background Study

| November Datum: NAD83 UTM 17
N 2020 1:7,000 Source: LIO 2019, City of London
2018, Middlesex County 2020

Figure 7-3

This drawing has been prepared for the use of AECOM's client and may not be used, reproduced or

929_GIS_Graphics\Design\01_Reports\AASt1\Fig7-Results.mxd

relied upon by third parties, except as agreed by AECOM an:

§ governmental reviewing agencies. AECOM accepts no resp y
> D Map Extent to any party that modifies this drawing without AECOM's express written consent.

as required by law or for use by
nd denies any liability whatsoever,

0_CAD_GIS\920

1fp001\Projects\60619503 Col Arva PSto Huron St WTM-Class EA MP\90(

20 9:34:53 AM User Name: clarkb




s | 21 lavenderWayj | S

] [ . S

i

AN
] !';"‘ \

Adelaide]StINES

i

5
2
£
2
3
2
g
«
~
o
3
]
£
s
g
g
4
o
2
€
5
i
3
=]
8
=
s
e
(5]
)
o
I
&
3

\ = KippsiLa
i Stage 1 Archagological Assessment
1 - Archacologix (2000) 10 - Lincoln (2018c) | Arva Pumeing Station o Huron Strest Water
<® Photo Location and Direction 2 - Archaeologix (2004) 11 - Lincoln (2018d) I i : sl City of London, Ontario
Existing Arva-Huron WTM 3 - Golder (2013) 12 - Fisher (2018) B A A i L Ll S —_h
A~ Permanent Stream 4 - Golder (2014) 13 - Fisher (2019) | : 1 | Results of Stage 1 Background Study
o ntermitent Siream O AECOM (2016) 15 TMG (20156.1) Fandli: |
- - e, | | .
aterbody 7 - THMC (2016) 16 - THMC (2019g) b, |, | November Soutc: LI0 2015, iy of London
Study Area 8 - THMC (2018) 17 - Lincoln (2019) e A : | 0. e} 2020 2018, Middlesex County 2020
Previously Assessed, Stage 3 Required (TMHC - 2019a) 9 - Lincoln (2018a) - Rid> _:
Previously Assessed, No Further Work Required
Area of Low Archaeological Potential
Area of Moderate to High Archaeological Potential

VISLIa| Iy COFIfI rm ed DIStLI rbance - Cleared Of AI’Chaeo|Oglca| Concerns 75 150 : . : " "‘7 s ! This drawing has been prepared for the use of AECOM's client and may not be used, reproduced or
- Bhye o 1

relied upon by third parties, except as agreed by AECOM and its client, as required by law or for use by

ici 3 . . -} i H governmental reviewing agencies. AECOM accepts no responsibility, and denies any liability whatsoever,
= MUnlClpal Bou ndary Meters LAl SN T e, o ML WORLACIESIS 57 D Map Extent | to any party that modifies this drawing without AECOM's express written consent.
(27D% H

0_CAD_GIS\920

Figure 7-4

ip001\Projects\60619503 CoL Arva PSto Huron St WTM-Class EA MP\90!

9:34:53 AM User Name: clarkb




g

_ColborneSt!.

929_GIS_Graphics\Design\01_Reports\AASt1

il A |
ical Assessment
. . va Pumping Station to Huron Street Water
. 1- Archaeologix (2000) 10 - Lincoln (2018c) An Transmission Main Municipal Class EA
<@ Photo Location and Direction 2 - Archaeologix (2004) 11 - Lincoln (2018d) I : City of London, Ontario
Existing Arva-Huron WTM 3 - Golder (2013) 12 - F?sher (2018) g A4 1] o e . et - 3
~~~~ Permanent Stream 4 - Golder (2014) 13 - Fisher (2019) 1 . Results of Stage 1 Background Study

0_CAD_GIS\920

Legend

7 ntermiten Sigeam O AECOM (2016) 15 TMC (201501) Pl |
- - e, St | Datum: NAD83 UTM 17

Waterbody 7 - THMC (2016) 16 - THMC (2019g) D L e | by, No‘ézg‘ger Source: LIO 2019, City of London
Study Area 8 - THMC (2018) 17 - Lincoln (2019) 5 HE, A, | Sy | 2018, Middlesex County 2020
Previously Assessed, Stage 3 Required (TMHC - 2019a) 9 - Lincoln (2018a) e 1y, Wl I ; :
Previously Assessed, No Further Work Required
Area of Low Archaeological Potential
Area of Moderate to High Archaeological Potential

VISLIa| Iy COI"IfI rm ed DIStLI rbance - Cleared Of AI’Chaeo|OgI0a| Concerns 75 150 . ) 'l.’“"i s - This drawing has been prepared for the use of AECOM's client and may not be used, reproduced or
Sy - ]

relied upon by third parties, except as agreed by AECOM and its client, as required by law or for use by

-~} i governmental reviewing agencies. AECOM accepts no responsibility, and denies any liability whatsoever,
= M un ICIpaI BOU ndary Meters S SR - A Rl X { 14 A D Map Extent | to any party that modifies this drawing without AECOM's express written consent.
(27D% H

Figure 7-5

fp001\Projects\60619503 Col Arva PSto Huron St WTM-Class EA MP\90(

/2020 9:34:53 AM User Name: clarkb




About AECOM

AECOM (NYSE: ACM) is built to deliver a better world. We design,
build, finance and operate infrastructure assets for governments,
businesses and organizations in more than 150 countries.

As a fully integrated firm, we connect knowledge and experience
across our global network of experts to help clients solve their most
complex challenges.

From high-performance buildings and infrastructure, to resilient
communities and environments, to stable and secure nations, our
work is transformative, differentiated and vital. A Fortune 500 firm,
AECOM companies had revenue of approximately US$19 billion
during the 12 months ended June 30, 2015.

See how we deliver what others can only imagine at
aecom.com and @AECOM.

Contact

Adria Grant

Ontario Department Manager

Impact Assessment and Permitting (IAP)
T +519-963-5861

E adria.grant@aecom.com

aecom.com



https://aecom.com
mailto:adria.grant@aecom.com
https://aecom.com

A=COM

Appendix A

Archaeological Sites within 1km
Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment

Arva Pumping Station to Huron Street

Water Transmission Main - Class EA Master Plan



Appendix A: Archaeological Sites within 1 km of the Arva-Huron Study Area

Site Borden #

Site Name

Time Period

Cultural Affiliation

Site Type

Development Context

AfHh-927 LEC3 Post-Contact homestead Euro-Canadian No Further CHVI
AgHh-10 Ronto Post-Contact; Woodland hamlet; house Euro-Canadian, Iroquoian Neutral .

Not provided
AgHh-100 Ardshell 5 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-101 Ardshell 6 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-102 Ardshell 7 Archaic, Late findspot Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-115 Winder 1 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-116 Winder 2 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-117 Winder 3 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-118 Winder 4 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-126 Stoney Creek 8 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-129 Stoney Creek 11 Archaic, Early findspot Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-13 Archaic, Early camp/campsite Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-130 Stoney Creek 12 Post-Contact house Euro-Canadian Further CHVI
AgHh-138 Stoney Creek 20 Post-Contact farmstead; house Euro-Canadian No Further CHVI
AgHh-139 Stoney Creek 21 Post-Contact farmstead; house Euro-Canadian No Further CHVI
AgHh-14 The Third Site Unknown Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-140 Stoney Creek 22 Woodland, Middle findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-141 Stoney Creek 23 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-142 Stoney Creek 24 Post-Contact farmstead; house; outbuilding Euro-Canadian No Further CHVI
AgHh-143 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-146 Sergautis 1 Archaic, Late scatter Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-146 Sergautis 1 Pre-Contact Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-147 Sergautis 2 Archaic, Early findspot Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-148 Sergautis 3 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-149 Sergautis 4 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-15 Archaic, Early-Late camp/campsite Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-150 Sergautis 5 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-151 Sergautis 6 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-152 Old Barn Post-Contact building Euro-Canadian Not provided
AgHh-153 Sunningdale Historic Post-Contact homestead Euro-Canadian Not provided
AgHh-16 Woodland, Late camp/campsite Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-168 Adelaide-Fanshawe Park Archaic, Early camp/campsite Indigenous No Further CHVI

Temporary domestic structure.; .

AgHh-170 Post-Contact cotta';e i Euro-Canadian No Further CHVI
AgHh-171 Post-Contact homestead Euro-Canadian No Further CHVI
AgHh-172 - Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-176 Gough 1 Archaic, Early camp/campsite Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-177 Gough 2 Archaic, Middle camp/campsite Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-181 Pre-Contact Unknown Indigenous Further CHVI (Stage 3)
AgHh-182 Archaic, Late findspot Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-183 Carapella Pre-Contact camp/campsite Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-184 Archaic scatter Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-185 Powell Woodland, Late camp/campsite Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-186 Post-Contact house Unknown No Further CHVI
AgHh-19 Unknown Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-2 Freel Woodland, Early Human burial site Indigenous Further CHVI
AgHh-20 Unknown Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-202 Pre-Contact camp/campsite Indigenous Further CHVI
AgHh-208 Post-Contact house Euro-Canadian No Further CHVI
AgHh-209 Post-Contact house Euro-Canadian Further CHVI
AgHh-21 Unknown Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-210 Post-Contact house Euro-Canadian Further CHVI
AgHh-211 Post-Contact house Euro-Canadian Further CHVI
AgHh-215 Post-Contact house Euro-Canadian No Further CHVI
AgHh-216 Unknown Unknown Unknown No Further CHVI
AgHh-219 Post-Contact house Euro-Canadian Further CHVI
AgHh-22 Unknown Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-220 Post-Contact homestead Euro-Canadian Further CHVI
AgHh-221 Other findspot Unknown No Further CHVI
AgHh-222 Post-Contact house Euro-Canadian Not provided
AgHh-223 Post-Contact house Euro-Canadian No Further CHVI
AgHh-224 Applewood 1 Archaic, Late findspot Indigenous
AgHh-225 Applewood 2 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous
AgHh-226 Applewood 3 Post-Contact homestead Euro-Canadian
AgHh-227 Applewood 4 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous
AgHh-228 Applewood 5 Woodland, Middle Unknown Indigenous
AgHh-229 Applewood 6 Pre-Contact scatter Indigenous
AgHh-23 Woodland camp/campsite Indigenous
AgHh-230 Applewood 7 Post-Contact Other: building; homestead Euro-Canadian
AgHh-234 Other; Other Residential Unknown Further CHVI (Stage 4)
AgHh-236 Post-Contact Unknown Euro-Canadian
AgHh-24 Archaic, Late; Woodland, Early Unknown Indigenous
AgHh-243 Fuller Farm Lands Location 1 Post-Contact homestead Euro-Canadian Further CHVI (Stage 4)
AgHh-244 Fuller Farm Lands Location 2 Post-Contact Unknown Euro-Canadian Further CHVI (Stage 4)
AgHh-246 Fuller Farm Lands Location 6 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous Further CHVI (Stage 3)
AgHh-247 North London Location 1 Other homestead Euro-Canadian Further CHVI (Stage 3)
AgHh-25 Archaic, Late Unknown Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-258 Spruce Knoll Site Post-Contact; Woodland camp / campsite; homestead; scatter (Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-26 Black Kat Woodland hamlet Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-260 Post-Contact cabin Euro-Canadian Further CHVI (Stage 4)
AgHh-261 Archaic, Early camp / campsite Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-263 Woodland camp / campsite Indigenous Further CHVI (Stage 3)
AgHh-264 Woodland camp / campsite Indigenous No Further CHVI
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AgHh-265 Pre-Contact camp / campsite Indigenous Further CHVI (Stage 3)
AgHh-27 Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-28 Archaic, Early Unknown Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-29 Mathews Woodland, Late hamlet Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-30 Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-31 Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-32 Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-33 Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-37 ALCOR-1 Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-38 ALCOR-2 Woodland findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-39 ALCOR-3 Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-40 ALCOR-4 Archaic, Early-Late camp/campsite Indigenous Further CHVI
AgHh-48 Archaic, Early camp/campsite Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-50 Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-54 Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-58 Ivey Woodland, Late hamlet Indigenous, Iroquoian, Neutral Not provided
AgHh-6 Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-62 Ridge Pre-Contact; Woodland, Late sﬁlglgé hamlet ; longhouse; midden; Indigenous, Iroquoian, Neutral No Further CHVI
AgHh-63 Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-64 Labatt Woodland hamlet Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-65 Masonville Archaic; Post-Contact findspot Indigenous; Euro-Canadian Not provided
AgHh-66 Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-67 Archaic, Late findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-7 Woodland findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-70 Northbrook Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-72 Post-Contact Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-74 AgHh-74 Woodland, Early findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-75 Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-77 Orkney Crescent Ossuary Woodland, Late ossuary Indigenous, Neutral Not provided
AgHh-78 Masonville School Post-Contact; Pre-Contact school; unknown pre-contact Indigenous, Euro-Canadian Not provided
AgHh-8 Unknown Unknown Not provided
AgHh-83 Gopher Lodge Pre-Contact cabin; scatter Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-84 Split Snake Pre-Contact camp/campsite; midden; scatter Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-85 Leaping Deer Pre-Contact; Woodland, Late scatter; scatter Indigenous, Iroguoian Not provided
AgHh-86 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-87 Pre-Contact Unknown Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-88 Archaic, Late; Archaic, Late findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-89 Woodland, Middle findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-9 Windermere Woodland hamlet Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-90 Woodland, Middle findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-91 Woodland, Middle findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-92 Friendly Fox Pre-Contact; Woodland, Middle camp/campsite Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-93 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous Not provided
AgHh-94 Thornwood Woodland, Late camp/campsite Indigenous, Iroquoian Not provided
AgHh-96 Ardshell 1 Pre-Contact scatter Indigenous Further CHVI
AgHh-97 Ardshell 2 Pre-Contact scatter Indigenous Further CHVI
AgHh-98 Ardshell 3 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous No Further CHVI
AgHh-99 Ardshell 4 Pre-Contact findspot Indigenous No Further CHVI
Lead-0099 Jury Cat # 19088 Pre-Contact Unknown Indigenous Not provided
Lead-0114 Pre-Contact Unknown Indigenous Not provided
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