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Stage 1 & 2 Archaeological Assessment
4791 Highway 28
Township of North Kawartha, County of Peterborough, ON

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Archaeological Consultants Canada (ACC) was contracted by the Proponent to conduct a Stage 1
& 2 archaeological assessment, including background research and property survey, for a
proposed commercial redevelopment, including a six storey hotel, landscaping, and parking
areas. An archaeological assessment was conducted during the pre-approval process and was
required under the Planning Act, R.S.0 1990 (Government of Ontario, 1990a). The assessed
area, or the “project area”, is located at municipal address 4791 Highway 28, Part of Lot 4,
Concession 1, Geographical Township of Burleigh, now in the Township of North Kawartha,
County of Peterborough, Ontario (Figure 1). The project area measures 0.43 hectares (ha). The
Proponent verified the project area limits as defined within this report and provided a concept
plan confirming the limits of the assessment (Figure 2). The project area spans the full extent of
the land within the defined property boundaries.

The Stage 1 & 2 assessment was conducted under Professional Archaeological License P1018,
held by Matthew Seguin. Fieldwork was conducted under the direction of Zack Cousineau
(Applied Research License R1335). The Ontario Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism
(MCM) assigned Project Information Form (PIF) number P1018-0247-2026 to this project. The
licensee of ACC received permission from the Proponent to access the property and to conduct
all required archaeological fieldwork activities including the removal of artifacts, as necessary.

Stage 1 background research indicated that the project area has general archaeological potential
due to the following factors:

e The project area is located adjacent to one early historical transportation route,
Highway 28

e The project area is adjacent to Burleigh Rapids and Stoney Lake.
e There are 9 registered archaeological sites within 1 km of the project area.

The project area measures 0.43 ha. A visual property inspection determined that 0.14 ha of the
project area has been previously disturbed by modern construction activities and has low to no
archaeological potential.

Approximately 0.01 ha of the project area consists of Burleigh Rapids. If impacts to the water
course is proposed, marine archaeological potential may be evaluated through a separate process
following the MCM’s 2016 Criteria for Evaluating Marine Archaeological Potential checklist.

The remaining 0.28 ha of the project area retained archaeological potential and was
recommended for Stage 2 assessment. 0.12 ha of the project area consisted of exposed bedrock
and was examined for evidence of rock art. 0.16 ha of the project area consisted of maintained
lawn and was assessed by test pit survey at 5 m intervals.

One location of archaeological resources was encountered during the assessment and labelled as
P1. A single artifact bearing test pit was documented during the Stage 2 assessment. The test pit
consisted of one chert flake made from Upper Gull River. The flake is not culturally or
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temporally diagnostic. Despite the intensification survey of six cardinal test pits and the
excavation of a I m by Im test unit no further artifacts were recovered.

Section 2.2 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists identifies criteria for
requiring Stage 3 assessment at sites found during Stage 2 property assessment. In this case, As
Location P1, is an Indigenous site found during test pit survey, Section 2.2 Standard 1a.ii and
Standard 1b of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists are applicable to this
site. Standard 1.a.ii states that that artifacts, groups of artifacts, or archaeological sites that are
found within a 10 metre by 10 metre test pit survey area must be subject to a Stage 3 site-specific
assessment if they meet the following requirements: (1) at least one diagnostic artifact from
combined test pit and test unit excavations, or (2) at least five nondiagnostic artifacts from
combined test pit and test unit excavations. Standard 1b details single examples of special
interest, including (i) Indigenous ceramics, (ii) exotic or period specific cherts, and (iii) isolated
Paleoindian or Early archaic diagnostic artifacts.

Location P1, does not meet any of the criteria listed above for requiring a Stage 3 assessment at
pre-contact sites. Location P1, is deemed to have no further CHVI.

The following recommendations are provided for consideration by the Proponent and by the
MCM:

1. Location P1, an Indigenous findspot, that does not meet the criteria for requiring
Stage 3 assessment listed in MCM’s 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant
Archaeologists. Location P1, has been fully documented to the extent required by
MCM’s 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists and has no
further CHVI. No further fieldwork is recommended for this site.

2. The project area has now been fully assessed according to MCM’s 2011 Standards
and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists. No further archaeological assessment
of the property is required.
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Stage 1 & 2 Archaeological Assessment
Proposed Redevelopment

4791 Highway 28, Part of Lot 4, Concession 1, Geographical Township
of Burleigh, now in the Township of North Kawartha, County of
Peterborough, Ontario

1.0 PROJECT CONTEXT

1.1 Development Context

Archaeological Consultants Canada (ACC) was contracted by the Proponent to conduct a Stage 1
& 2 archaeological assessment, including background research and property survey, for a
proposed commercial redevelopment including, a six storey hotel, landscaping, and parking
areas. An archaeological assessment was conducted during the pre-approval process and was
required under the Planning Act, R.S.0 1990 (Government of Ontario, 1990a). The assessed
area, or the “project area”, is located at municipal address 4791 Highway 28, Part of Lot 4,
Concession 1, Geographical Township of Burleigh, now in the Township of North Kawartha,
County of Peterborough, Ontario (Figure 1). The project area measures 0.43 hectares (ha). The
Proponent verified the project area limits as defined within this report and provided a concept
plan confirming the limits of the assessment (Figure 2). The project area spans the full extent of
the land within the defined property boundaries.

The objective of a Stage 1 background study is to provide information about the project area’s
geography, history, previous archaeological fieldwork, and current land conditions. A Stage 1
study evaluates the project area’s archaeological potential in order to recommend appropriate
strategies for the Stage 2 survey.

The objective of a Stage 2 property assessment is to document all archaeological resources
present on the property and to make a determination about whether these resources, if present,
have Cultural Heritage Value or Interest (CHVI). Archaeological resources consist of artifacts
(Indigenous stone tools, pottery and subsistence remains as well as Euro-Canadian objects),
subsurface settlement patterns and cultural features (post moulds, trash pits, privies, and wells),
and sites (temporary camps and special purpose activity areas, plus more permanent settlements
such as villages, homesteads, grist mills and industrial structures). If any archaeological
resources are present that exhibit CHVI, a Stage 2 survey will determine whether these resources
require further assessment and, if necessary, recommend appropriate Stage 3 strategies for
identified archaeological sites.

The Stage 1 & 2 assessment was conducted under Professional Archaeological License P1018,
held by Matthew Seguin. Fieldwork was conducted under the direction of Zack Cousineau
(Applied Research License R1335). The Ontario Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism
(MCM) assigned Project Information Form (PIF) number P1018-0247-2026 to this project. The
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licensee of ACC received permission from the Proponent to access the property and to conduct
all required archaeological fieldwork activities including the removal of artifacts, as necessary.

All fieldwork and reporting were completed using MCM’s 2011 Standards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologists. This report documents the research, the field methods and results,
and the conclusions and recommendations based on the Stage 1 & 2 archaeological assessment.
All documents and records related to this project will be curated at the offices of ACC, in
accordance with subsection 66(1) of the Ontario Heritage Act (OHA) (Government of Ontario,
1990b).

1.2 Historical Context

1.2.1 Background Research

Stage 1 background research was conducted to determine the potential for finding and
identifying archaeological resources including sites within the current project area and to
determine the necessity of conducting a Stage 2 survey. This is done by reviewing geographic,
archaeological, and historical data for the property and the surrounding area. The background
research was conducted to:

e amass all the readily available information on any previous archacological surveys in the
area.

e determine the locations of any registered and unregistered sites within and around the
project area.

e develop a historical framework for assigning levels of potential significance to any new
sites discovered during fieldwork.

1.2.2 A Cultural Chronology for Southern Ontario

Over their thousands of years of occupation in the general region, Indigenous peoples have left
behind physical evidence of their lifeway activities and settlements at many locations. Table 1 is
a general outline of the cultural history of southern Ontario that is applicable to the project area.
It is based upon published syntheses of Indigenous cultural occupations in Ontario and the Great
Lakes area (Adams, 1994, Ellis and Ferris, 1990; Wright, 1968) and updated by recent advances
in radiocarbon calibration techniques (Lothrop et al, 2016; Munson, 2013). This general outline
uses longstanding labels used by archaeologists describe the archaeological record in North
America. These divisions are based on observed changes in material culture. These
archaeological terms, including Paleo, Archaic, and Woodland, are used here to distinguish
archaeological periods and do not represent specific Indigenous cultural identities; rather, they
are used here to categorize changes to Indigenous material culture over time and should be
treated as such.

It is likely that Ontario was occupied soon after the retreat of the Ice Age glaciers. The earliest
known human occupation in the area was during the Paleo period (between 11,000 and 10.000
years ago) wherein small groups of nomadic peoples hunted big game such as caribou in a cool
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sub-arctic climate. Sites are typically found near glacial features such as the shorelines of glacial
lakes or kettle ponds which would have allowed access to the low-lying environments that were
favoured by caribou and other wildlife. These people were few and their small, temporary
campsites are relatively rare. Paleo sites are recognized by the presence of distinctive artifacts
such as fluted projectile points, beaked scrapers, and gravers and by the preference for light
colored chert, such as Collingwood chert. The Paleo Period is divided into two sub-periods,
Early Paleo, and Late Paleo.

During the Archaic period (circa 10,000 to 2,800 years ago) people were still primarily nomadic
hunters, but they adapted to a more temperate climate. Groups were dispersed during winter
months and converged around watercourses from the spring to fall in large fishing campsites.
The Archaic period is characterized by the appearance of ground stone tools, notched, or
stemmed projectile points. The Archaic Period is divided into three sub-periods, Early, Middle,
and Late Archaic. During the Archaic Period, groups began to establish territorial settlements
and introduce burial ceremonialism. There is a marked increase in the number and size of sites,
especially during the Late Archaic period.

The Woodland period is distinguished by the introduction of pottery vessels for storage and
cooking. Sites of the Woodland period (circa 3,000 to 400 years ago) are usually the most
numerous because the population levels in southern Ontario had significantly increased,
especially along the shores of Lakes Erie and Ontario. The Woodland Period is also marked by
the establishment of complex long distance trading networks. The Woodland Period is divided
into three sub-periods, Early, Middle and Late Woodland. During the Late Woodland Period,
there was increasing sedentarism and the establishment of horticulture, a reliance on tribal
warfare, and the introduction of semi-permanent villages with large protective palisades. The
Late Woodland period also envelops the emergence of Iroquoian tribes and confederacies.

Table 1: General Cultural Chronology for Southern Ontario

PERIOD SUBDIVISION I SUBDIVISION II YEARS BEFORE COMMENTS
PRESENT
PALEO Early Paleo Fluted Point Horizon 11,000-10,400 big game/caribou hunters
Late Paleo Holcombe & Hi-Lo Horizons | 10,400-10,000 small nomadic groups
ARCHAIC Early Archaic Side Notched Horizon 10,000-9,700 nomadic hunters and
gatherers
Corner-Notched Horizon 9,700-8,900
Bifurcate Horizon 8,900-8,000
Middle Archaic Middle Archaic I/Stemmed 8,000-5,500 territorial settlements
Horizon
Middle Archaic I1 5,500-4,500 polished ground stone tools
Late Archaic Narrow Point Horizon 4,500-3,500
Broad Point Horizon 4,000-3,500
Small Point Horizon 3,500-2,800 burial ceremonialism
(including Haldimand and
Glacial Kame Complexes)
WOODLAND Early Woodland Meadowood Complex 2,900-2,400 introduction of pottery
Middlesex Complex 2,500-2,000
ACC .
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PERIOD

SUBDIVISION I

SUBDIVISION II

YEARS BEFORE

PRESENT

COMMENTS

Middle Woodland

SW Ontario: Saugeen

2,300-1,500

long distance trade networks

Western Basin: Couture

2,300-1,500

Transitional Woodland

SW Ontario:

Princess Point

1,500/1,400-1,200

incipient agriculture

Western Basin:

Riviere au Vase

1500/1400-1200/1100

Late Woodland: Ontario
Iroquois Tradition

Early: Glen Meyer

1200/100-750/700

transition to village life

Middle I: Uren

720/700-710/670

large villages with palisades

Middle II: Middleport

710/670-670/600

wide distribution of ceramic
styles

Late: Neutral 600-450

Late Woodland: Younge Phase 1200/1100-800

Western Basin Springwells Phase 800-600

Tradition
Wolf Phase 600-450

HISTORIC SW Ontario Iroquois Historic Neutral 450-350 tribal warfare

European Contact Initial Contact 380-300 tribal displacement
European Settlement 200 > European settlement
First Nations Resettlement 200 >

The historic, or post-contact period (from A.D. 1650 to 1900) begins with the arrival of Euro-
Canadian people to Ontario. The post-contact period describes the interaction between
Indigenous and European nations. There is no definitive moment of contact, but it is broadly
determined to date to the early 16™ century in Ontario (Loewen and Chapdelaine, 2016). Sites of
this period document European exploration, trade, and the displacement and devastation of
native groups caused by warfare and infectious disease, as well as the early settlement of Euro-
Canadians. The most common sites of this period include Euro-Canadian homesteads,
industries, churches, schools, and cemeteries.

While North America had been visited by Europeans on an increasing scale since the end of the
15" century, the first European to venture into what would become southern Ontario was Etienne
Bralé. Brilé was sent by Samuel de Champlain in the summer of 1610 to consolidate an
emerging relationship between the French and the First Nations, and to learn their languages and
customs. Other Europeans would subsequently be sent by the French to train as interpreters.
These men played an essential role in communications with the First Nations (Gervais and
Rothe, 2004:182).

The late 17" and early 18" centuries saw the growth and spread of the fur trade, with the
establishment and maintenance of trading posts along the Great Lakes. In 1754, hostilities over
trade and the territorial ambitions of the French and the British led to the Seven Years” War,
which ended when the French surrendered in 1760 (Smith, 1987:22). In addition to cementing
British control over the Province of Quebec, the British victory over the French also proved
pivotal in catalyzing the Euro-Canadian settlement process.

Project No. 313-12-26
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During pre-contact and early contact times, the vicinity of the project area would have contained
a mixture of deciduous trees, coniferous trees, and open areas. In the early 19™ century, Euro-
Canadian settlers arrived via easily accessible colonization routes and began to clear the forests
for agricultural purposes. In the 19" and early 20" centuries, the project area and surrounding
land were primarily used for agricultural purposes. Mixed farming was common, with wheat
crops and beef cattle dominating the landscape (Chapman and Putnam, 1984:177).

The project area was historically located on Part of Lot 4, Concession 1, in the Township of
Burleigh, Peterborough County. Euro-Canadian settlement in Ontario increased during and after
the American Revolutionary War, from 1775 to 1783, as those who preferred to remain under
British rule left America for Canada. In 1791, the provinces of Lower Canada and Upper
Canada were created from the former province of Quebec by a British parliamentary act. Colonel
John Graves Simcoe was appointed as the Lieutenant Governor of Upper Canada and was tasked
with governing and directing its settlement, as well as establishing a constitutional government
based on Britain’s model (Coyne et al, 1895:33). In 1792, Simcoe divided Upper Canada into 19
counties.

Peterborough County was first jointly administered with Victoria County in Colborne District
from 1841, but by 1851 the district was dissolved and each county held separate municipal
elections. The townships in the area were initially surveyed in 1798. The first settlers in the area
were immigrants from Cumberland, England who arrived around 1818. A second wave of early
immigration came in 1825 from Ireland. Between 1826 and 1850 the population of the county
increased from 1,799 to 12,589 — mainly in the more fertile southern townships. Agriculture and
logging were significant industries in the county throughout the 19" century. The county is
famous for its development of Fife wheat, first produced by David Fife in Otonabee Township in
1842, and of the Peterborough canoe by a group of residents in the 1860s (Mika & Mika, 1983).

Burleigh Township was named after the English Statesman William Cecil, Lord Burleigh. The
European settlement of the township was assisted by the construction of the Burleigh
Colonization Road during the 1860s (Mika and Mika, 1977). The township was unsuitable for
agriculture and instead relied on lumbering as the main industry. A sawmill was erected on Eels
Creek in 1863, with a post office opening the following year.

The project area is located within the historic village of Burleigh Falls. Named after the
township, Burleigh, both the village and falls (sometimes referred to as Burleigh Rapids) are
located where Lovesick Lake cascades into Stony Lake creating a series of Islands, the project
area is located on Island 31. The area lies within the traditional hunting territory of Curve Lake
First Nations. Oral accounts describe the area, including the current project area as a portage
route and harvesting grounds where people would camp in the summer near the rapids to fish,
trap and gather plants (Public History Inc., 2000). The Burleigh Colonization Road, opened in
the 1860s, bringing a wave of European settlers. Island 31 was sold to the Department of
Railway in 1883, following the purchase, construction of Lock 28 on the Trent- Severn waterway
began and was completed in 1887.

Members of Curve Lake First Nation, and Kawartha- Burleigh Falls Nations continued to
seasonally camp at Burleigh Falls, gaining employment from the industries of the area; working
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at logging camps, and acting as guides for sportsman. When the construction of the larger dam
began in early 1920s, the Indigenous peoples were forced to relocate their camps, to Perry Creek.
It was around this time that members began to permanently settle in the area no longer returning
to the Curve Lake reserve in the winter.

The project area is part of the Burleigh Falls Inn property, as such a brief history of the hotel is
provided. The inn was started by Holmes in 1857, as a tavern for the local loggers. As time went
on and the logging industry declined, the inn began to cater to the tourism industry. In 1899, the
hotel burnt down and was rebuilt by the new owner Mr. Darcy (Burleigh Falls Inn, 2026). The
hotel was built with tourists in mind and was advertised as a fisherman’s paradise. The hotel at
one point was known as The Park Hotel, offering rooms and cabins in the mid-20" century.

Historical records and mapping were examined for evidence of early Euro-Canadian occupation
within and near the project area in the mid- to late-19'" century. Miles & Co.’s 1879 map of
Burleigh Township in the County of Peterborough map lists no owners for the project area
(Figure 3). No structures are illustrated within the project area or the surrounding area even
though Burleigh Falls Inn was constructed by this time. The project area is illustrated on an
island, with the Burleigh Colonization Road is depicted west of the project area

It should be noted that while no structures are illustrated within the project area on the historical
atlas maps, it does not necessarily mean that one or more structures were not present at that time,
earlier or later. Not all features of interest were mapped systematically on the Ontario series of
historical maps and atlases, given that they were financed by subscription, and subscribers were
given preference regarding the level of detail provided on the maps (Caston, 1977:100). Given
that the project area is near a historic concession road and the proximity to the Burleigh Falls Inn
there is the potential for 19™ century buildings to be present, depending on the level of
disturbance.

1.2.3 Michi Saagiig Historical and Background Context

The following was prepared by Gitiga Migizi, an elder and knowledge keeper of the Michi
Saagiig Nation (Migizi, and Kapyrka, 2025) and was provided for inclusion by Dr. Julie Kapyrka
(Curve Lake First Nation).

The traditional homelands of the Michi Saagiig (Mississauga Anishinaabeg) encompass a vast
area of what is now known as southern Ontario. The Michi Saagiig are known as “the people of
the big river mouths” and were also known as the “Salmon People” who occupied and fished the
north shore of Lake Ontario where the various tributaries emptied into the lake. Their territories
extended north into and beyond the Kawarthas as winter hunting grounds on which they would
break off into smaller social groups for the season, hunting and trapping on these lands, then
returning to the lakeshore in spring for the summer months.

The Michi Saagiig were a highly mobile people, travelling vast distances to procure subsistence
for their people. They were also known as the “Peacekeepers” among Indigenous nations. The
Michi Saagiig homelands were located directly between two very powerful Confederacies: The
Three Fires Confederacy to the north and the Haudenosaunee Confederacy to the south. The
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Michi Saagiig were the negotiators, the messengers, the diplomats, and they successfully
mediated peace throughout this area of Ontario for countless generations. Michi Saagiig oral
histories speak to their people being in this area of Ontario for thousands of years. These stories
recount the “Old Ones” who spoke an ancient Algonquian dialect. The histories explain that the
current Ojibwa phonology is the 5th transformation of this language, demonstrating a linguistic
connection that spans back into deep time. The Michi Saagiig of today are the descendants of the
ancient peoples who lived in Ontario during the Archaic and Paleo- Indian periods. They are the
original inhabitants of southern Ontario, and they are still here today.

The traditional territories of the Michi Saagiig span from Gananoque in the east, all along the
north shore of Lake Ontario, west to the north shore of Lake Erie at Long Point. The territory
spreads as far north as the tributaries that flow into these lakes, from Bancroft and north of the
Haliburton highlands. This also includes all the tributaries that flow from the height of land north
of Toronto like the Oak Ridges Moraine, and all of the rivers that flow into Lake Ontario (the
Rideau, the Salmon, the Ganaraska, the Moira, the Trent, the Don, the Rouge, the Etobicoke, the
Humber, and the Credit, as well as Wilmot and 16 Mile Creeks) through Burlington Bay and the
Niagara region including the Welland and Niagara Rivers, and beyond. The western side of the
Michi Saagiig Nation was located around the Grand River which was used as a portage route as
the Niagara portage was too dangerous. The Michi Saagiig would portage from present-day
Burlington to the Grand River and travel south to the open water on Lake Erie.

Michi Saagiig oral histories also speak to the occurrence of people coming into their territories
sometime between 500-1000 A.D. seeking to establish villages and a corn growing economy —
these newcomers included peoples that would later be known as the Huron-Wendat, Neutral,
Petun/Tobacco Nations. The Michi Saagiig made Treaties with these newcomers and granted
them permission to stay with the understanding that they were visitors in these lands. Wampum
was made to record these contracts, ceremonies would have bound each nation to their respective
responsibilities within the political relationship, and these contracts would have been renewed
annually (see Gitiga Migizi and Kapyrka 2015). These visitors were extremely successful as their
corn economy grew as well as their populations. However, it was understood by all nations
involved that this area of Ontario were the homeland territories of the Michi Saagiig.

The Odawa Nation worked with the Michi Saagiig to meet with the Huron-Wendat, the Petun,
and Neutral Nations to continue the amicable political and economic relationship that existed —a
symbiotic relationship that was mainly policed and enforced by the Odawa people. Problems
arose for the Michi Saagiig in the 1600s when the European way of life was introduced into
southern Ontario. Also, around the same time, the Haudenosaunee were given firearms by the
colonial governments in New York and Albany which ultimately made an expansion possible for
them into Michi Saagiig territories. There began skirmishes with the various nations living in
Ontario at the time. The Haudenosaunee engaged in fighting with the Huron-Wendat and
between that and the onslaught of European diseases, the Iroquoian speaking peoples in Ontario
were decimated.

The onset of colonial settlement and missionary involvement severely disrupted the original
relationships between these Indigenous nations. Disease and warfare had a devastating impact
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upon the Indigenous peoples of Ontario, especially the large sedentary villages, which mostly
included Iroquoian speaking peoples. The Michi Saagiig were largely able to avoid the
devastation caused by these processes by retreating to their wintering grounds to the north,
essentially waiting for the smoke to clear.

Michi Saagiig Elder Gitiga Migizi (2017) recounts:

“We weren’t affected as much as the larger villages because we learned to paddle away
for several years until everything settled down. And we came back and tried to bury the
bones of the Huron but it was overwhelming, it was all over, there were bones all over —
that is our story.

There is a misnomer here, that this area of Ontario is not our traditional territory and
that we came in here after the Huron-Wendat left or were defeated, but that is not true.
That is a big misconception of our history that needs to be corrected. We are the
traditional people, we are the ones that signed treaties with the Crown.

We are recognized as the ones who signed these treaties and we are the ones to be dealt
with officially in any matters concerning territory in southern Ontario.

We had peacemakers go to the Haudenosaunee and live amongst them in order to change
their ways.

We had also diplomatically dealt with some of the strong chiefs to the north and tried to
make peace as much as possible. So we are very important in terms of keeping the
balance of relationships in harmony.

Some of the old leaders recognized that it became increasingly difficult to keep the peace
after the Europeans introduced guns. But we still continued to meet, and we still
continued to have some wampum, which doesn’t mean we negated our territory or gave
up our territory — we did not do that.

We still consider ourselves a sovereign nation despite legal challenges against that. We
still view ourselves as a nation and the government must negotiate from that basis.”

Often times, southern Ontario is described as being “vacant” after the dispersal of the Huron-
Wendat peoples in 1649 (who fled east to Quebec and south to the United States). This is
misleading as these territories remained the homelands of the Michi Saagiig Nation.

The Michi Saagiig participated in eighteen treaties from 1781 to 1923 to allow the growing
number of European settlers to establish in Ontario. Pressures from increased settlement forced
the Michi Saagiig to slowly move into small family groups around the present-day communities:
Curve Lake First Nation, Hiawatha First Nation, Alderville First Nation, Scugog Island First
Nation, New Credit First Nation, and Mississauga First Nation.

The Michi Saagiig have been in Ontario for thousands of years, and they remain here to this day.

1.2.4 Williams Treaty

ACC )
I I ARCHAEOLOGICAL PI’O_]GCt No. 313-12-26
CONSULTANTS CANADA 15 of 46




Stage 1 & 2 Archaeological Assessment
4791 Highway 28
Township of North Kawartha, County of Peterborough, ON

The project area is located within Williams Treaty land. The Williams Treaty was signed in 1923
and included three portions of land. The first portion was a section along the north shore of Lake
Ontario, about one township in depth, between the Trent and Etobicoke Rivers. The second
section included land between the northern extremity of Lake Simcoe, bounded by the Holland
River and the counties of Victoria and Ontario. The third was a large tract between Lake Huron
and the Ottawa River, with a northern boundary along the Mattawa River, Lake, Nipissing, and
French Line. Much of the land designated within the Williams Treaty was already used for
government designated settlements and for natural resources such as lumber and minerals.

The first land acquired within the Williams Treaty land was the John Collins purchase in 1785.
This land included a speculated stretch of land between Lake Simcoe and Matchedash Bay. The
interpreter of the treaty claimed a one mile stretch on each side of the footpath between Lake
Simcoe and Matchedash Bay, along with a mile wide strip on both sides of the Severn River.
However, no documents nor any payment were recorded as part of the land acquisition. Later
documents and maps for land transfers in 1815 include lands not mentioned in the account of the
Collins purchase but labelled under the purchase.

Shortly after the Collins purchase, in 1788, the Johnson-Butler Purchase “Gunshot Treaty” was
signed. This treaty included land between the Bay of Quinte and the Etobicoke River along Lake
Ontario and inland for the distance a gunshot could be heard. The purchase also included a
stretch of land following the Humber and Holland Rivers to Lake Simcoe. This treaty was also
problematic as the land designated, payments, and involved nations were not listed (Surtees,
1986a).

In 1818, the Rice Lake Treaty was signed; this treaty included lands that the Crown believed had
been previously purchased in what had been called the Crawford’s Purchase. Mississauga
peoples disputed with the Crown about what was included in the Crawford Purchase. William
Claus, the Deputy Superintendent of Indian Affairs, agreed to purchase the land situated between
the Home District, a bay to the north of Lake Simcoe, the Midland District, and to the entrance
of the Talbot River. In total, the treaty contained approximately 1,951,000 acres. Settlement was
occurring in the southern area of this treaty’s accompanying lands prior to the 1818 treaty
(Surtees, 1986a).

The Robinson-Huron Treaty was signed in 1850 between the Crown and several Indigenous
groups. It included lands along Georgian Bay and Lake Superior. Prior to the Robinson-Huron
Treaty, settlements and mining along the treaty lands had been underway for at least a decade
which had led to diminishing relations between settlers/miners and Indigenous people in the area,
as mines and settlements were deemed trespassing on lands previously promised to Indigenous
people following their participation in the War of 1812 (Surtees, 1986b).

The Williams Treaty is a combined treaty of the lands previously mentioned within the John
Collins purchase, the John-Butler purchase, the Rice Lake Treaty, and the Robinson-Huron
Treaty. Settlement within the Williams Treaty lands started in the late 1700s. In 1923, a
commission investigated the claims of surrendered land, the findings stated that land within the
Robinson-Huron Treaty and the John-Butler purchase did not include lands previously assumed
by the Crown. The Williams Treaty included the Mississauga Indigenous groups of: Rice Lake,
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Mud Lake, Scugog Lake, and Alderville, and the Chippewa Indigenous groups of Christian
Island, Georgian Island, and Rama. The treaty’s purpose was to rectify the borders of the
previous treaties.

In 1992, First Nations filed litigation seeking compensation for the negative impacts of the
Williams Treaty. By 2018 the litigation was settled with the Crown granting 1.11 billion dollars
in compensation, 11,000 acres of land, recognition of harvesting rights and an oral and written
apology (Government of Canada, 2018).

1.3 Archaeological Context

1.3.1 Natural Environment

The project area is located within the Dummer Moraines physiographic region of Ontario
(Chapman and Putnam, 1984:185-186). This region is a rough, stony land that borders the
Canadian Sheild. Bedrock is comprised mainly of sedimentary limestone. Across the belt-shaped
region are several streams and tributaries of the Trent and Moira Rivers that follow preglacial
valleys. Lakes and swamps form in the valleys blocked by fill, comprising most of the Kawartha
Lakes.

The Soils of Peterborough County (Gillespie, & Acton, 1981) indicates that there are no
dominant surface soil types within the project area (Figure 5). The project area is within
Rockland, a rock outcrop. The area has very shallow soils overlaying bedrock with areas of
barren bedrock outcrops. The topography is irregular, moderately rolling to hilly. Soil depths can
be greater in low sloping areas and depressions within the bedrock.

Water has been identified as the major determinant of site selection and the presence of potable
water is the single most important resource necessary for any extended human occupation or
settlement. Primary water sources include, among others, lakes, rivers, creeks, and streams.
Secondary water sources include intermittent streams, creeks, springs, marshes, and swamps.
Past water sources, such as raised beach ridges, relic water channels, and glacial shorelines are
also considered to have archaeological potential. Swamps and marshes are also important as
resource extraction areas, and any resource areas are considered to have archaeological potential.
The project area lies within the Stony Lake watershed. The nearest water source is located along
the southern edge of the project area, Burleigh Rapids, part of Stony Lake where it meets
Lovesick Lake. There is a dam located approximately 152 m west of the project area that was
constructed in 1910, impacting the shoreline of Burleigh Rapids

1.3.2 Current Land Use

Figure 6 provides the current land use of the project area. The project area is currently used for
commercial purposes with six cabins located within the project area. The project area is part of
Burleigh Falls Inn; the current hotel building was built in 1899. North is the pool and a separate
extension of the hotel, east is an open lot, south is Burleigh rapids, and west is Highway 28.

Fieldwork for the project was conducted on May 6, 2026.
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1.3.3 Previous Archaeological Investigations

1.3.3.1 Registered Archaeological Sites

Previously registered archaeological sites can be used to indicate archaeological potential. To
determine if any previous assessments have yielded archaeological sites, either within or
surrounding the current project area, two main sources were consulted. These include the
Ontario Archaeological Sites Database (OASD) and the Ontario Public Register of
Archaeological Reports, both of which are maintained by MCM.

The OASD contains archaeological sites registered within the Borden system (Borden, 1952).
The Borden system divides Canada into blocks based on longitude and latitude, with each block
containing two degrees latitude by four degrees longitude. These blocks are divided further into
smaller areas that measure 10 minutes in latitude by 10 minutes in longitude. In southern
Ontario, each block measures approximately 13.5 km by 18.5 km. Each block Borden block is
designated with a four-letter label and sites identified within the block are numbered sequentially
as they are registered and issued by MCM. The project area is located within the BdGn Borden
block.

According to the OASD, no archaeological sites have been registered within the project area,
however, 9 sites have been registered within 1 km of the project area (MCM, 2026a). Six sites
are of Indigenous cultural affiliation and include findspots and a tool manufacturing. The nearest
of these sites is over 300 m from the current project area.

Table 2 lists the sites within one km along with the current CHVI for each site. CHVIis a term
used by MCM and consultant archaeologists to describe archaeological resources that meet one
or more criteria that recommend further fieldwork in MCM’s Standards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologists. Under the OHA and its regulations, archaeological resources that
have been determined to possess CHVI are protected as archaeological sites under Section 48 of
the act. Information in Table 2 is provided by MCM through the OASD (MCM, 2026a).

Table 2: Registered Archaeological Sites within One km of the Project Area
REG. # NAME TIME PERIOD CULTURAL SITE TYPE

STATUS

AFFILIATION
BdGn-5 - Woodland Indigenous findspot unknown
BdGn-6 - Pre-contact Indigenous findspot unknown
BdGn-12 | West Post-Contact, Indigenous, camp/campsite, | unknown
Burleigh Woodland Euro-Canadian | homestead
Bay
BdGn-13 | - Pre-Contact Indigenous unknown unknown
BfGn-14 | - Post-Contact Indigenous, tool unknown
Euro-Canadian | manufacturing
BdGn-15 | - Pre-Contact Indigenous tool unknown
manufacturing
BdGn-16 | - Pre-Contact Indigenous findspot unknown
BdGn-17 | - Pre-Contact Indigenous findspot unknown
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TIME PERIOD CULTURAL SITE TYPE STATUS

AFFILIATION

BdGn-18 - Post-Contact unknown unknown unknown

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 (Government of Ontario,
1990c). 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. MCM 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.

Two other archaeological sites are within 1 km of the project area; however, the site record
forms are pending completion. Sites BdGn-2 and BdGn-3 were signed out by Parks Canadia in
1999. Both are underwater archaeological sites; one is a complete Indigenous clay pot found at
Burleigh Falls by an amateur diver. The second site is a near complete Indigenous pot dating to
the Late Woodland period found at Lovesick Lake by members of the Burleigh Bay Metis
Community under the direction of Kris Nahrgang, Chief of the Burleigh Bay Metis (YNAS,
2013).

1.3.3.2 Previous Archaeological Assessments

A review of archaeological reports within the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports
indicated that no reports detailing previous archaeological fieldwork within the project area or
within 50 m of the project area have been entered into MCM’s register at the time this report was
written (MCM, 2026b).

Reports were searched based on registered site information, historic lots and concessions, and
nearby streets. To the best of ACC’s knowledge, there are no other reports concerning
archaeological work conducted within 50 m of the project area; however, it should be noted that
the MCM does not maintain a database of all properties that have had past archaeological
investigations and searches of the MCM’s public register do not always result in a complete
listing of all archaeological work conducted in a given area.

1.3.4 Historical Plaques and Monuments

MCM’s Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (MCM, 2011:17) stipulates
that areas of early Euro-Canadian settlement (including places of early military pioneer
settlement, pioneer homesteads, isolated cabins, farmstead complexes, early wharf or dock
complexes, pioneer churches, and early cemeteries) are considered to have archaeological
potential. There may be commemorative markers of their history, such as local, provincial, or
federal monuments, plaques, cairns, or heritage parks. Early historical transportation routes
(trails, passes, roads, railways, portage routes), properties listed on a municipal register or
designated under the OHA or a federal, provincial, or municipal historic landmark or site, and
properties that local histories or informants have identified with possible archaeological sites,
historical events, activities, or occupations are also considered to have archaeological potential.
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There are no plaques or commemorative markers within or near the project area (Ontario
Provincial Plaques, 2026).

1.3.5 Archaeological Master Plans

Archaeological site predictive models and master plans are tools used to assist in determining the
probability of encountering archaeological sites. Probability models are created using
consideration of variables such as distance to water, soil type, drainage, physiographic region,
degree of slope, proximity to registered archaeological sites, and degree of disturbance.

While Peterborough County does not have an archaeological master plan or potential model, its
Official Plan sets out goals, objectives and policies for managing and directing land use within
the region. The purpose of the plan is to give framework and policies for the eight municipalities
in the county to follow. The plan is to protect natural environments, particularly within the Oak
ridges Moraine conservation. The plan recognizes importance of consulting with First Nations
and in protecting their rights in the process. The Plan also seeks to identify and protect and
conserve cultural heritage including archaeological sites. The plan states that for known
archaeological sites or areas with high archaeological potential, an archaeological study must be
completed in accordance with the requirements of the province (Peterborough County, 2025).

1.3.6 Cemeteries

A search of the project area and surrounding area determined that there were no cemeteries
located within or near the project area. The Bereavement Authority of Ontario’s Public Register
does not list any cemeteries within the project area (Bereavement Authority of Ontario, 2026).
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2.0 FIELD METHODS

The project area measures 0.43 ha. The Stage 1 & 2 assessment were conducted concurrently on
May 6, 2026, with advance permission to enter the project area obtained from the Proponent.
Weather conditions during the assessment were excellent, with cloudy skies and a maximum
daily high temperature of 7 degrees Celsius.

The Stage 1 assessment of the project area began with an on-site property inspection to gain first-
hand knowledge of the geography, topography, and current condition of the property. The
entirety of the project area was accessible and was inspected. Appropriate photographic
documentation was taken during the visual inspection. The Stage 1 property inspection took
place when the ground was fully visible, and under conditions that allowed for full viewing of
archaeological potential. Coverage of the property was sufficient to identify the presence or
absence of features of archaeological potential, meeting the requirements of Section 1.2 Standard
1 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists.

Areas of low to no archaeological potential include lands that have been previously disturbed,
lands that have steeply sloping topography, and lands that are low-lying and permanently wet.
0.14 ha, 32 percent (%) of the project area, has been previously disturbed by intensive and
extensive modern soil alterations, including for construction of a cabins, septic, and gavel
parking areas. There are no low-lying and permanently wet areas or areas of steeply sloping

topography.

Approximately 0.01 ha of the project area consists of the Burleigh Rapids and the shoreline of
the rapids.

The remainder of the project area totaling 0.28 ha 69 % was determined to retain archaeological
potential and required Stage 2 archaeological assessment. 0.12 ha, 28% of the project area
consists of bedrock and has no topsoil. These areas of exposed bedrock were examined for
evidence of petroglyphs and pictograms, in forms of carvings or paintings.

A total of 0.16 ha, 41%, project area consists of maintained lawn. As these lands could not be
ploughed, Stage 2 archaeological assessment was conducted by test pit survey at 5 m intervals in
accordance with Section 2.1.2 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists.
Each test pit was dug by hand and was 30 centimetres (cm) in diameter and was dug to at least 5
cm into the subsoil or to a sufficient depth to confirm deep disturbance if subsoil was not
preserved. Test pits were examined for stratigraphy, cultural features, or evidence of fill. Test
pits were dug to within one m of all disturbances and other areas of low archaeological potential.
All soil was screened through 6-millimetre aperture mesh to maximize the potential for artifact
recovery. Appropriate photographic documentation was taken, and all test pits were backfilled
upon completion.

During the test pit survey one artifact bearing, or “positive” test pit was encountered. This test pit
contained one Upper Gull River chert flake fragment. Test pitting was continued on the 5 m grid
survey to determine if there were further positive test pits. As there were no additional positive
test pits encountered during grid survey, there was not sufficient archaeological resources to meet
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criteria to proceed to Stage 3 site-specific assessment. Therefore, intensified survey was completed
around the single positive test pit, which was designated TP 1. Due to the location of TP 1, only
six additional test pits were placed at a 2.5 m interval in the cardinal directions around the positive
test pit. None of the additional cardinal test pits were positive. Following the excavation of cardinal
test pits a 1 m by Im square unit was placed over TP 1. Once hand excavation of the topsoil within
the unit was complete, No trowelling to search for any possible sub-surface cultural features was
conducted, as there was no subsoil, instead there was bedrock. All excavated unit soils were
screened through wire mesh with an aperture no greater than 6-millmetres. The test pit was
photographed, recorded, and all soils were backfilled upon completion. No additional artifacts
were encountered during the excavation.

All artifacts found during the Stage 1 & 2 assessment were retained and recorded by their
corresponding test pit or unit designation and stratigraphic layer. The location coordinates of the
site data were recorded using a Trimble GeoExplorer Global Positioning System (GPS) with an
accuracy of better than 1 m. GPS readings of the location of each positive test pit and the test unit
were taken. The data was also tied to fixed reference landmarks. GPS information is provided in
Supplementary Documentation accompanying this report.

There were no weather, ground, or lighting conditions detrimental to the recovery of artifacts. As
such, it is confirmed that the Stage 2 assessment met Section 2.1 Standard 3 of the Standards and
Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists regarding weather and lighting.

The entirety of the project area was assessed. The results of the Stage 1 & 2 assessment are
shown in Figures 6 and 7. Images of the assessment are provided in Section 9.0.
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3.0 RECORD OF FINDS
3.1 Soils

Test pits contained approximately 15 to 20 cm of medium brown sandy loam topsoil above
bedrock. No subsoil was observed in the project area. Areas of deep disturbance was observed in
by the septic tile bed; test pits contained 48 cm of grey beach sand fill above gravel fill coving
the tile bed (Images 11 and 12).

3.2 Archaeological Resources

One archaeological location was identified during the Stage 2 property assessment. The area is
labelled P1. The location consists of a single positive test pit. One Indigenous lithic artifact was
recovered, an isolated flake fragment made from Upper Gull River chert, a locally available
source.

The flake was analyzed according to according to chert type and the descriptive categories listed
in Table 6.1 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (MCM, 2011). The
flake is a secondary flake fragment with no evidence of heat treatment or usewear.

3.3 Documentary Record

All fieldwork-related activities were documented and kept, including field notes and
observations and detailed maps. Appropriate photographic records were kept of the assessment,
and all image descriptions were recorded in a photo log.

A detailed list of field records is presented in Table 3. All digital items have been duplicated, and
all paper items have been scanned and stored as digital documents. All items are housed in the
corporate offices of ACC.

Under Section 6 of Regulation 881 of the OHA, ACC will keep in safekeeping all objects of
archaeological significance that are found under the authority of the license and all field records
that are made in the course of the work authorized by the license, except where the objects and
records are donated to His Majesty the King in right of Ontario or are directed to be deposited in
a public institution under subsection 66 (1) of the Act.

Table 3: Inventory of Documentary and Material Records
DOCUMENT/MATERIAL ‘ NUMBER DESCRIPTION

field notes & photo logs 17 pages (paper, with digital copies)
artifacts 1 Stored in one standard sized bankers’ box
maps 1 aerial imagery of project area
1 plan of survey of the project area
photographs 15 digital colour photographs
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4.0 ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS

4.1 Assessing Potential for Archaeological Resources

Archaeological potential is defined as the likelihood of finding archaeological sites within a
subject area. For planning purposes, determining archaeological potential provides a preliminary
indication that significant sites might be found within the subject area, and consequently, that it
may be necessary to allocate time and resources for archaeological survey and mitigation.

The framework for assigning levels of potential archaeological significance is drawn from
provincial guidelines found in the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists
(MCM, 2011: Sections 1.3.1 and 1.3.2). The following are features or characteristics that can
indicate archaeological potential:

previously identified archaeological sites

water sources (It is important to distinguish types of water and shoreline, and to
distinguish natural from artificial water sources, as these features affect site locations and
types to varying degrees.).

o primary water sources (e.g., lakes, rivers, streams, creeks)

o secondary water sources (e.g., intermittent streams and creeks, springs, marshes,
swamps)

o features indicating past water sources (e.g., glacial lake shorelines indicated by
the presence of raised sand or gravel beach ridges, relic river or stream channels
indicated by clear dip or swale in the topography, shorelines of drained lakes or
marshes, cobble beaches)

o accessible or inaccessible shoreline (e.g., high bluffs, swamp or marsh fields by
the edge of a lake, sandbars stretching into marsh)

elevated topography (e.g., eskers, drumlins, large knolls, plateaus)
pockets of well-drained sandy soil, especially near areas of heavy soil or rocky ground

distinctive land formation that might have been special or spiritual places, such as
waterfalls, rock outcrops, caverns, mounds, and promontories and their bases. There may
be physical indicators of their use, such as burials, structures, offerings, rock paintings or
carvings.

resource areas, including:
o food or medicinal plants (e.g., migratory routes, spawning areas, prairie)
o scarce raw materials (e.g., quartz, copper, ochre or outcrops of chert)

o early Euro-Canadian industry (e.g., fur trade, logging, prospecting, mining)
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e areas of early Euro-Canadian settlement. These include places of early military or
pioneer settlement (e.g., pioneer homesteads, isolated cabins, farmstead complexes),
early wharf or dock complexes, pioneer churches and cemeteries. There may be
commemorative markers of their history, such as local provincial, or federal monuments
or heritage parks

e carly historical transportation routes (e.g., trails, passes, roads, railways, portages)

e property listed on a municipal register or designated under the OHA or that is in a
federal, provincial, or municipal historic landmark site

e property that local histories or informants have identified with possible archaeological
sites, historical events, activities, or occupations

Archaeological potential can be determined not to be present for either the entire property or
parts of it when the area under consideration has been subject to extensive and deep land
alterations that have severely damaged the integrity of any archaeological resources. This is
commonly referred to as “disturbed” or “disturbance” and may include:

e quarrying

e major landscaping involving grading below topsoil
e building footprints

e sewage and infrastructure development

e activities such as agricultural cultivation, gardening, minor grading, and landscaping do
not necessarily affect archaeological potential.

4.2 Analysis and Discussion

Stage 1 background research indicated that the project area has general archaeological potential
due to the following factors:

e The project area is located adjacent to one early historical transportation route,
Highway 28

e The project area is adjacent to Burleigh Rapids and Stoney Lake.
e There are 9 registered archaeological sites within 1 km of the project area.

Given the above criteria, background archival research indicated that the project area exhibited
general archaeological potential for the discovery of both pre/post-contact Indigenous and Euro-
Canadian archaeological resources therefore, a Stage 2 archaeological assessment was required.

The project area measures 0.43 ha. A visual property inspection determined that 0.14 ha of the
project area has been previously disturbed by modern construction activities and has low to no
archaeological potential.
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Approximately 0.01 ha of the project area consists of Burleigh Rapids. If impacts to the water
course is proposed, marine archaeological potential may be evaluated through a separate process
following the MCM’s 2016 Criteria for Evaluating Marine Archaeological Potential checklist.

The remaining 0.28 ha of the project area retained archaeological potential and was
recommended for Stage 2 assessment. 0.12 ha of the project area consisted of exposed bedrock
and was examined for evidence of rock art. 0.16 ha of the project area consisted of maintained
lawn and was assessed by test pit survey at 5 m intervals.

One location of archaeological resources was encountered during the assessment labelled P1. A
single artifact bearing test pit was documented during the Stage 2 assessment. The test pit
consisted of one chert flake made from Upper Gull River. The flake is not culturally or
temporally diagnostic. Despite the intensification survey of six cardinal test pits and the
excavation of a 1 m by Im test unit no further artifacts were recovered.

Section 2.2 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists identifies criteria for
requiring Stage 3 assessment at sites found during Stage 2 property assessment. In this case, As
Location P1, is an Indigenous site found during test pit survey, Section 2.2 Standard 1a.ii and
Standard 1b of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists are applicable to this
site. Standard 1.a.1i states that that artifacts, groups of artifacts, or archaeological sites that are
found within a 10 metre by 10 metre test pit survey area must be subject to a Stage 3 site-specific
assessment if they meet the following requirements: (1) at least one diagnostic artifact from
combined test pit and test unit excavations, or (2) at least five nondiagnostic artifacts from
combined test pit and test unit excavations. Standard 1b details single examples of special
interest, including (i) Indigenous ceramics, (i1) exotic or period specific cherts, and (ii1) isolated
Paleoindian or Early archaic diagnostic artifacts.

Location P1 does not meet any of the criteria listed above for requiring a Stage 3 assessment at
pre-contact sites. Location P1 is deemed to have no further CHVI.
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5.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

Subject to acceptance of the results and approval of the recommendations, MCM is requested to
deem this report compliant with ministry requirements for archaeological fieldwork and
reporting and to issue a letter accepting this report into the Ontario Public Register of
Archaeological Reports, as provided for in Section 65.1 of the OHA.

The following recommendations are provided for consideration by the Proponent and by the
MCM:

1. Location P1, an Indigenous findspot, that does not meet the criteria for requiring Stage 3
assessment listed in MCM’s 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant
Archaeologists. Location P1, has been fully documented to the extent required by
MCM’s 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists and has no further
CHVI. No further fieldwork is recommended for this site.

2. The project area has now been fully assessed according to MCM’s 2011 Standards and
Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists. No further archaeological assessment of the
property is required.
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6.0 ADVICE ON COMPLIANCE WITH LEGISLATION

The following advice on compliance with current legislation is provided for consideration:

a. This report is submitted to the Minister of Citizenship and Multiculturalism as a
condition of licensing in accordance with Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O. 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 Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism, a letter
will be issued by the ministry stating that there are no further concerns with regard to alterations
to archaeological sites by the proposed development.

b. It is an offence under Sections 48 and 69 of the Ontario Heritage Act for any party other
than a licensed archaeologist to make any alteration to a known archaeological site or to remove
any artifact or other physical evidence of past human use or activity from the site, until such a
time as a licensed archaeologist has completed archaeological fieldwork on the site, submitted a
report to the Minister stating that the site has no further cultural heritage value or interest, and the
report has been filed in the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports referred to in
Section 65.1 of the Ontario Heritage Act.

c. Should previously undocumented archacological 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.

d. The Funeral, Burial and Cremation Services Act, 2002, S.0. 2002, ¢.33 (when
proclaimed in force) requires that any person discovering human remains must notify the police
or coroner and the Registrar, Burials Unit, at the Ministry of Public and Business Service
Delivery and Procurement.

e. Archaeological sites recommended for further archaeological fieldwork or protection
remain subject to Section 48(1) of the Ontario Heritage Act and may not be altered, or have
artifacts removed from them, except by a person holding an archaeological license.
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7.0 CLOSURE

This report was prepared for the exclusive use of the Proponent, unless otherwise expressly
stated in the report or contract. This report documents work that was performed in accordance
with the accepted professional standards at the time and location in which the services were
provided.

The report is based solely on data and information collected during the archaeological
assessment as described in this report. All information received from the Proponent or third
parties in the preparation of this report has been assumed by ACC to be factual and accurate.
ACC assumes no responsibility for any deficiency, misstatement, or inaccuracy in information
received from others. ACC disclaims any obligation to update this report for events or
information that becomes available to ACC after the assessment has been completed.

Conclusions made within this report consist of ACC’s professional opinion as of the time of the
writing of this report and are based solely on the scope and extent of work described in the
report, the limited data available, and the results of the work. The conclusions are based on the
conditions encountered by ACC at the time the work was performed. Due to the nature of
archaeological assessment, which consists of systematic sampling, it is possible that unforeseen
and undiscovered archaeological resources may be present within the assessed area. ACC does
not warrant against undiscovered environmental liabilities nor that the sampling results are
indicative of the condition of the entire property. No other representations, warranties, or
guarantees are made concerning the accuracy or completeness of the data or conclusions
contained within this report, including no assurance that this work has uncovered all potential
archaeological resources associated with the identified property.

Any use of this report by any third party is prohibited. This report is not to be given over to any
third party, for any purpose whatsoever, without the written permission of ACC, which shall not
be unreasonably withheld. Any use which a third party makes of this report, in whole or in part,
or any reliance on or decisions to be made based on any information and conclusions in the
report, are the responsibility of the third party. ACC assumes no responsibility for losses,
damages, liabilities or claims of any kind whatsoever, howsoever arising, from third party use of
this report.

ACC makes no other representations whatsoever, including those concerning the legal
significance of the report’s findings, or as to other legal matters touched on in this report,
including, but not limited to, ownership of any property, or the application of any law to the facts
set forth herein.

ACC )
I I ARCHAEOLOGICAL PI’O_]GCt No. 313-12-26
ULTANTS CANADA 29 of 46




Stage 1 & 2 Archaeological Assessment
4791 Highway 28
Township of North Kawartha, County of Peterborough, ON

8.0 BIBLIOGRAPHY AND SOURCES

Adams, Nick
1994  Field Manual for Avocational Archaeologists in Ontario. Publication No.16,
Ontario Archaeological Society Inc.

Bereavement Authority of Ontario

2026 Public Register.
https://portal.thebao.ca/public-register/
[Accessed July 13, 2026].

Borden, Charles E.
1952 A Uniform Site Designation Scheme for Canada. Anthropology in British Columbia, No.
3, 44-48.

Burleigh Falls Inn

2026 Burleigh Falls Inn, About Us
https://burleighfallsinn.com/#760{8752-c35a-489a-9¢7d-c35ffc782a66
[accessed July 13, 2026]

Caston, Wayne
1997 Evolution in the Mapping of Southern Ontario and Wellington County. Wellington
County History. 10:91-106.

Chapman, Lyman John and Donald F. Putnam
1984 The Physiography of Southern Ontario (Third Edition). Ontario Geological Survey
Special Volume 2. Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources, Toronto.

Coyne, James, C.O. Ermatinger, K.W. McKay
1895 Historical Sketches of the County of Elgin. Elgin Historical and Scientific Institute, St.
Thomas.

Ellis, Chris & Neal Ferris
1990 The Archaeology of Southern Ontario to A.D. 1650. Occasional Publication No.
5. London Chapter, Ontario Archaeological Society Inc.

Gervais, Gaetan and Kathe Rothe
2004 Champlain and Ontario (1603-35). In Champlain: The Birth of French America,
edited by R. Litalien and D. Vaugeois, pp. 180-190. Montreal: McGill-Queen’s Press.

Government of Ontario

1990a Ontario Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, CHAPTER P.13. Last amendment: 2025, c. 9, Sched.
7. Electronic document: https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/90p13
[Accessed July 9, 2025].

ACC .
0 I e Project No. 313-12-26
CONSULTANTS CANADA 30 of 46



https://portal.thebao.ca/public-register/
https://burleighfallsinn.com/#760f8752-c35a-489a-9e7d-c35ffc782a66
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/90p13

Stage 1 & 2 Archaeological Assessment
4791 Highway 28
Township of North Kawartha, County of Peterborough, ON

1990b Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.0O. 1990, CHAPTER O.18. Last amendment: 2025, c. 4, Sched.
7. Electronic document: https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/90018
[Accessed July 9, 2025].

1990c Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act, R.S.O.

1990, CHAPTER F.31. Last amendment: 2024, c. 24, Sched. 2. Electronic document:
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/90131
[Accessed July 9, 2025].

2002 Funeral, Burial and Cremation Services Act, 2002, S.0. 2002, ¢.33. Last
amendment: 2025, c. 24, Sched. 11. Electronic document:
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/02£33. \

[Accessed March 24, 2026].

2018  Canada, Ontario and Williams Treaties First Nations reach negotiated settlement
agreement for Alderville Litigation. Crown-Indigenous Relations and Northern
Affairs Canada.

Gillespie, John, C.J. Acton

1981  Soils of Peterborough County. Report No. 45. Agricultura Canada Research Branch
Ontario Ministry of Agriculture and Food Department of Land Resource Science,
University of Guelph. Ontario Institute of Pedology. Land Resources Research Institute.

Loewen, Brad and Claude Chapdelaine (editors)
2016 Contact in the 16™ Century: Networks among Fishers, Foragers and Farmers. Mercury
Series Archaeology Paper 176. Ottawa: University of Ottawa Press.

Lothrop, Jonathan C., Darrin L. Lowery, Arthur E. Spiess, and Christopher J. Ellis
2016 Early Human Settlement of Northeastern North America. PaleoAmerica, 2:3, pp. 192-
251.

Migizi Gitiga, Julie Kapyrka

2015 Before, During, and After: Mississauga Presence in the Kawarthas. In Peterborough
Archaeology, Dirk Verhulst, editor, pp.127-136. Peterborough, Ontario: Peterborough
Chapter of the Ontario Archaeological Society.

Miles & Co.
1878  County of Peterborough. Toronto: Miles & Co.

Mika, Nick and Helma Mika

1977 Places in Ontario: Their Name Origins and History. Part I, A-E. Mika Publishing
Company, Belleville.

1983  Places in Ontario: Their Name Origins and History. Part I1I, N-Z. Mika Publishing
Company, Belleville.

ACC .
|I e Project No. 313-12-26
CONSULTANTS CANADA 31 of 46



https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/90f31
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/02f33.%20/

Stage 1 & 2 Archaeological Assessment
4791 Highway 28
Township of North Kawartha, County of Peterborough, ON

Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism (MCM)

2011  Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists. Toronto.

2026a Sites within a one km radius of the project area. Provided from the Ontario
Archaeological Sites Database.

2026b Archaeological assessments completed within the project area or within 50 m of the
project area. Provided from the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports.

Ministry of Natural Resources

2026  Ontario Topographic Map.
https://www.lioapplications.Irc.gov.on.ca/MakeATopographicMap/index.html?viewer=M
ake A Topographic Map.MATM&locale=en-CA
[Accessed July 13, 2026].

Ministry of Northern Development and Mines

2007  Physiography of Southern Ontario. Chapman, L.J. and D.F. Putnam, authors. GIS map
data layer distributed by the Ontario Geological Survey as Miscellaneous Release — Data
(MRD) 228. Queen’s Printer for Ontario.
http://www.mndm.gov.on.ca/en/mines-and-minerals/applications/ogsearth.
[Accessed July 13, 2026].

Munson, Marit K.

2013  Archaeological Cultures and Time Periods. In Before Ontario: The Archaeology of a
Province, Marit K. Munson and Susan M. Jamieson, editors. pp. 12-13. Montreal:
McGill-Queen’s University Press.

Ontario Heritage Trust

2026 Ontario Heritage Act Register.
https://www.heritagetrust.on.ca/pages/tools/ontario-heritage-act-register
[Accessed July 13, 2026].

Ontario Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs

2012 GIS Layers for Soils and Physiography in the Province of Ontario.
http://sis.agr.gc.ca/cansis/publications/surveys/on/index.html
[Accessed July 13, 2026]

Ontario Provincial Plaques

2026 Plaque Web Map, Ontario Heritage Trust for the Ontario Provincial Plaque Program.
https://www.arcgis.com/apps/mapviewer/index.html?webmap=8df7eb43fd55421fa2106e
bae4abceca
[Accessed July 13, 2026].

ACC _
0 I Project No. 313-12-26
CONSULTANTS CANADA 32 Of46



https://www.lioapplications.lrc.gov.on.ca/MakeATopographicMap/index.html?viewer=Make_A_Topographic_Map.MATM&locale=en-CA
https://www.lioapplications.lrc.gov.on.ca/MakeATopographicMap/index.html?viewer=Make_A_Topographic_Map.MATM&locale=en-CA
http://www.mndm.gov.on.ca/en/mines-and-minerals/applications/ogsearth
https://www.heritagetrust.on.ca/pages/tools/ontario-heritage-act-register
http://sis.agr.gc.ca/cansis/publications/surveys/on/index.html
ttps://www.arcgis.com/apps/mapviewer/index.html?webmap=8df7eb43fd55421fa2106e
ttps://www.arcgis.com/apps/mapviewer/index.html?webmap=8df7eb43fd55421fa2106e

Stage 1 & 2 Archaeological Assessment
4791 Highway 28
Township of North Kawartha, County of Peterborough, ON

Peterborough County
2025 County of Peterborough Olfficial Plan, 1994, with amendments consolidated to June
2025.

https://www.ptbocounty.ca/media/xjglxkmn/planning-county-op.pdf
[Accessed July 15, 2026].

Public History Inc.
2000 Metis of Burleigh Falls

Smith, D.B.
1987 Sacred Feathers: The Reverend Peter Jones (Kahkewaquonaby) and the Mississauga
Indians. Toronto: University of Toronto Press.

Surtees, Robert J.

1986a Treaties Research Report: The Williams Treaties. Treaties and Historical Research
Centre, Indian and Northern Affairs Canada.

1986b The Robinson Treaty (1850). Treaties and Historical Research Centre, Indian and
Northern Affairs Canada.

Wright James V.
1968  Ontario Prehistory: an eleven-thousand-year archaeological outline. Archaeological
Survey of Canada, National Museums of Canada, Ottawa.

ACC _
0 I Project No. 313-12-26
CONSULTANTS CANADA 33 Of46



https://www.ptbocounty.ca/media/xjglxkmn/planning-county-op.pdf

Stage 1 & 2 Archaeological Assessment
4791 Highway 28
Township of North Kawartha, County of Peterborough, ON

9.0 IMAGES
ACC )
I I ARCHAEOLOGICAL PI‘O_]eCt No. 313-12-26
CONSULTANTS CANADA 34 of 46




Stage 1 & 2 Archaeological Assessment
4791 Highway 28
Township of North Kawartha, County of Peterborough, ON

y S5 ; ]

Image 1: Projet are abandoned cam, facing Image 2: Project area and cabin, facing
east southeast

Image 3: Project area, Burleigh Ri, faélng Image 4: Project area showing deeply buried

west conditions covering the septic bed, facing
northwest
ACC .
) o 35 of 46




Stage 1 & 2 Archaeological Assessment
4791 Highway 28
Township of North Kawartha, County of Peterborough, ON

Image 7: Project area, facing south Image 8: Crew at work conducting intensified
test pit survey
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Image 11: Test p1t over sceptlc” tile bed Iae 12: Gravel from tile bed
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10.0 FIGURES

See the following pages for detailed assessment mapping and figures. Maps illustrating site
locations do not form part of this public report; they may be found in the Supplementary
Documentation.
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Figure 1: Location of the Project Area on a Topographic Map
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Figure 2: Concept Plan of the Project Area
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Figure 3: Location of the Project Area on Miles & Co. 1879 Map of Burleigh Township,
Peterborough County
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Figure 4: Location of the Project Area on a Map of Peterborough County Soils
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Figure 5: Current Land Use of the Project Area
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Figure 6: Aerial Imagery Showing the Results of the Stage 1 & 2 Archaeological Assessment of
the Project Area
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Figure 7: Concept Plan Showing the Results of the Stage 1 & 2 Archaeological Assessment of
the Project Area
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