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EXECUTI VE SUMMARY

Undeaconat ract Jamzarphedhaeol ogi cal Recsgadmehd Ass o
St algs s e ssfmelhan dose | mpgwecd eGas wiyr i dge Mi tompiber | C
at 130 Water SityyamfbNM®Rredtglie oinml t MenCci pal.ity of
The asswassamernited outn i @f fsiugip@Dlon P legaviagAhmde nd men't
applicataisan ggred ed by the requirements set out
St at emedngsu&@d underPlSercniilbghsBoctepot hedocument s

researpxdt eanntdi ali nmod evleidn mi gns ttahgeht po e d airsti D ns o ram d
recommendations pertaining to archaeological

Th®t age 1 assessmédonfi@ward edorPd wgteed #AMOLYd+rImat i o
2Q0The investigation enapmpassaecdOhbboendpar gt ga
not subject t o ;ac eporrodpieargtlyly , ipnesrpneicstsiioonrn t o ent
necessary fieldwork activinbées reMtuhtre .t hiemes
assessment, t he psarutdpya vaerde ap aorskengnrgt sleotupport t |
Cambridge Mil dadRasetmaurgnassaed and treed areas

The Stage deassemssamdntt hactompaa s it xidanmr earse fao f
archaeol ogacahbapobénnobpahbhr chGaadli anga jecard |paont desnctaif
associated witht teh ep aelskt vaibd ri ssehtnmletnegd oifn t he r emc
potenti al from al Deapd talet aunpagptiecivarn sayepsevi ous
demolition activities, the establishmane of
similarly r efmoovire dt hpeo tneanjtoirailt @n eo fartehae ilno welre | eaa
ardmst he south werpotenerminédrtdebplbve buried
associated with the earliest occupation of th

It i's recommended that t he i deretisfuibgdecar etaos <
archaeol ogi cal mo niSedcra2n ¥yt andac@o0omBdamdae&rmhadvs t dan
Guidelines for CobseptgnbuAredasaluogystusing me
warranted due to the extent Tofe tlheepokei oesu

substantial ,dneheohbbdeadk@lyiemg woul d be an i ne
identifyiangqsadegpdrhdhmvielvtelde remoahsgprfcteany subst a
archaeol ogical remains are mini malhbedueholoet &med
grouppdet raadteiensgul t s, tshedr espeat édgu$dc otohdes ii mp a cht
associ at eidnswiatlHvatrh @ws Bofs ent i al soil contamin.
resuwmligt froamtt Geawe@ €oal so i mportant rfeaccotnomesndi n
archaeol ogical monitoring.

Prior to the commemcetimemtamd a rdcehtaaeiolleodg idcoaclu nme:
resemusth be carried seset Dot thé Sph8REPHBs 4

i nf or maas ®idsemieilrhtgienul t ur al heritédganyaldeepodory b
archaeol ogiTchaels er erseoccuorntneesn.d at i ons were i nfor mec
advice to the Ministry of HeriThgei d&ptoirfti, edo
nNo archaeol dgiodalreemutiadd s e sasmeént
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1.0 PROJECT CONTEXT
1.1 Devel opment Context

Undeaconat ract JamZao2d® A ae ni e &t algaes seesefmehands t o
i mpact epdr doppotehde Cambr i dge Mi | | Hot el Condo cor
City of Cambridge, Regi ona.l hRu mais cvegsssamieti ye do fo uw
in suppoOffioti @abnPhlganvBgAmnendment agyplirigggpetbhyn

the requirements set out I n Sect2@ssPef aohde
SectionPBaohi.MhdiesAcrteport documents pbeéeebaic&lgr
modelilnivibd ved i n the assessméntecambmepdatieons

to archaeol ogitchaeg pmroomgermrtnys. wi t hin

The subject standy r a mpehanlpeacdude | vthhtdah a e B.6 I a

(Map .i paricgdner all yaboondedci hbyum to the north,
the east, the existing Cwtmbrdamddea Mwdll k iRreg ttarua
of the Grand |IRiievgearl ttoe rtainsée aw ghsetr .ts Laf€Ewlsott of t he
Ri veancesshbhe Geogr apohNcar tTho whWahtfiep€ e®sn t vy

The St ageeswmentcondnuntedddundelrFPP Y 1-220T h e
investigation encomappsseatiDmedbotundptryr e whe
to a properctayoridisnggdtyt, penmi ssi on torentfarel amdrc
activities withinot he dgesosnepsldieadn clea nwdist hwatshe o0 b |
Sectli. ®n 80 B®&iGes t hi s | rawse tairgdteidommuw i n order

T Provide information concemunmirrgtt hangeacgpmap
study ar ea;

1T Determine the presence of known archaeol og
T Present strategies to mitigate project i mp
T Evaluate in detail the wramaa,ol amgd cal pot e
T Recommend appropriate strategies for Stage
the study area has archaeol ogi cal potenti a

TheH¥MCi s asked to review the rebelresnanddrenbd
report into the Ontario PubARA ®Riedyimsdteremda e
|l ndi genous groups over the course of the subj

1.2 Hi st orntceaXt Co

After a century of archaeol ogical wtohh&k sitrs cu!t
us aogfe t hhea sarbeeac omeéeveltWiptehdlooccupati on beginning
approximately 11,000 year d hagos,t udlye agreeaatceormp
chronollogy gam@d u-Eanadi an Skecslt. axulmmari zes the r
settl ement hi otlo.rdy.ozx whmemteast ecsiudy areads p
No pravichwmse ol osriomalai me mar tr el e v a n tw e lboabct kagi r noeudn d
during the research component of the study.
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121 Settl ement History

1.2.1.1 Pre-Contact

The -CPornet act hi storytby &ahd reghonandgheuwupgsi et
inhabiltaddasdhepeol dgcsts generally divide this
peri ods: PahdedWpoAfahdi cEach of these periods
periods characterized by i1 dentifiable a@amends
used topalkittfeaways. The princi pmdr ichdy axrte rd wsmn
i mabl e
Tabl eBontact Settlement History
(Wright 1972; ElI'lis and Ferris 1990; Warrick 200
Sub-Period Timeframe Characteristics
Gainey, Barnes and Crowfield traditions; Small bands; Mobile hunters ar
Early Palaeo 9000 8400 BC gatherers; Utilization of seasonal resources and large territories;
Flutedprojectiles
Holcombe, HiLo and Lanceolatbiface traditions; Continuing mobility;
Late Palaeo 8400 7500 BC Campsite/WayStation sites; Smaller territories are utilizéin-fluted
projectiles
Sidenotched, Cornenotched (Nettling, Thebes) and Bifurcate traditions;
Early Archaic 7500 6000 BC Growing diversity of stone tool types; Heavy woodworking tools appear|

(e.g.,ground stone axes and chisels)

Stemmed (Kirk, Stanly/Neville), Brewerton sidand cornemnotched traditions;
Middle Archaic 6000 2500 BC Reliance on local resources; Populations increasing; More ritual activities;
ground and polished tools; Nsinkers common; Earliest copper tools

Narrow Point (Lamoka), Broad Point (Genesee) and Small Point
Late Archaic 2500 900 BC (CrawfordKnoll) traditions; Less mobility; Use of fistveirs; True cemeteries

appear; Stonpipes emerge; Londistance trade (marirghells and galena)

Meadowood tradition; Crude cordughened ceramics emerge; Meadowoo

cache blades and si@tched points; Bands of up to 35 people

Saugeen tradition; Stamped ceramics appear; Saugeen projectile @obiike
Middle Woodland | 400 BAQ AD 600 | spall scrapers; Seasonal settlements and resource utilizatiompRssthearths,
middens, cemeteries and rectangular structures identified

Early Woodland 9001400 BC

Middl e/ I Princess Point traditi ongndopun crtod
AD 69®0| on pottery; Adoption of maiz®©nhar

Woodl and b . . -
Ov al houses and d6incipientd | ongh
Late Woodland AD 900i 1300 Glen Meyer tradition; Settledllage-life based on agriculture; Small villages
(Early) (0.4ha) with 75200 people andi% longhouses; Sergiermanent settlements
Late Woodland AD 1300 1400 Uren and Middleport traditions; Classic longhouses emerge; Larger villag
(Middle) (1.2ha) with up to600 people; More permanent settlements (30 years)

PreContact Neutral tradition; Larger villages (h&); Examples up to 5a with

Late(\lf\;ct)g)dland AD 1400 1600 2,500 people; Extensive croplands; Also hamlets, cabins, camps and ceme

Potentialtribal units; Furtrade begins cd.580; European trade goods apped
Al t hough -slpre@aku mnigampopul ations tended to | eave
archaeol ogi cal record and are therefore empha
be underAltgpondgqutaki ng @lopoal aepoasemptrecdeai i gn
sout hern Ontario. Due to the sustainability
associated with the Ani shinaabeg remains el us
wi th the amoyr eagsreidceunitt ur al i st s. Many artifact
camps, chipping stations or processing areas
October 0 Archaeological Research Associates Ltd.
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their travels al
ut hern Ontario r
| andt aarscke mide s.e t

utilized duri on@alt he slowa ale
Thi s epresents the
with their ow tl ement patter

The arrival of European expl orlé&fcsnaodygtgrea cealr
wi despread shilfitfsewany sl nadnidgesn@tust he-Canagdeatror
settl ement process. Documentation for this pe
Upper Canada and t hy ewxptltat redne tssac cl ceudn tt so wonfs he gor In
histori eGantTdaet Pmesrti od can be effectively disc
and the principal characteristic3ahblkesoci ated

Tab2 e POt act Settl ement History
(Smith 1846; Coyne 1J8a9n5y; s alsa jsledsdBnBals b 1 9 610919HU9DQPAHOSuUrt ee s
Historical Event Timeframe Characteristics

Br 3%l ® explores southern Ontario i
1615/ 1616, encountering a vari et

EarlyExploration | Ear It ehT

Il roguw@ieark er sq & imsamelal kgeorns ) ; Europea

traditional tools
Conflicts between various First
IncreasedContact Mi-do | 4 Mumerous sph)ipfutl_sa;tiEJLnropean explore
and Conflict 17k ent u ’and many | ndigenous groups tradg
0TIGe eat Peace of Montreal 6 treaty
First Nations and New Fr g
Growth and spread of the fur trade; Peace between the French and Englis
Fur Trade Early to mid- the Treaty of Utrecht in 1713; Ethnogenesis ofh® t IHostijities between
Development 18" century French and British | ead t o sdrrBneler S

in 1760

Roy al Pr ood| dlm&bt3i arecogni zes the ti
British Mid- to late Numerous treaties subsequently ar
18" century the new protocols is the Seneca s

in 1764; The Neéeagwnr@&38®Ur ic hias earéq
United Empire Loyalist influx after the American Revolutionary War (1775
1783); British develop interior communication routes and acquire additior
lands;Bet ween t he Lakes Purchase com
and confirmed Hal dir®@2nd TPeatlamamin
to Six Nations (the Haldi mand Tr a
i n 1C09n3s;t i t uotfi oln7a9l1l Accrteat es Uppe
Becamgpart of York Countyds O6West
Blocks 1i 6 of the Haldimand Tract to the Crown in 1798; Became paheof
Gore District and Halton County in 1816; Wellington District and
WaterlooCounty created in 1840; Waterloo Couimglependent after the
abolition of the district system 1849
North Dumfries was originally par
purchased by Philip Stedman in 17
Adi an Marlett surveyed the area
included the Shades, Frasers, Mc
Harvies, McArthurs and McColl s; (
(the majorityofnsehél smenh)j nRkR

Loyalist|Latéktamt

Lat &bt a8

County De 19% ent u

Township Formation| Ea r | tyt elrdt
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Cambridge Mil |l Hot el CGndyg, ol3CaWwWaredg8tredt Nort|

Historical Event Timeframe Characteristics

By 1846, there were 7 grist mills and 16 saw millalirof Dumfries; North and
South Dumfries divided between Waterloo and Brant Countiek3&;
Traversed byhe Great WesterRailwayd s Gal t B rthe Galtik (

Township Mid-19" to early Guel ph Railway (1855), the (®3 the

Development 20" century Credit Valley Railway (1881) and the Lake Erie & Northern Railway (1916

Largest settlements includ&la | t ( Mihlald)e 6and Ayr

Smaller communities &ranchton, Greenfield (formerly Greenfield Mills),

Reidsville, Roseville and Whistlebare

122 Past and Present Land Use
1.2.2.1 Overview

Duri ngortraect and Early Contact otumeéshaveecompr
a mixture of coniferous tndegendaesi dommentit ee:
manageldandisecape t.®dusomg tégee@uit-§ganddiroan sett
arrived in the areatandobegagmi tol cueal &ahd $et
arwas | ocahidd stclwemima nGa.lfythef | and wuse at tnhe tim
be cl| ascoimmedat ippdr ki Nng | ot t o support t)he exi st

1.2.2.2 Galt

The communbéegamft GGadedwled o pAli emx appudreah das dd elrands
Joseph Bornmamits sainodn eo dNgpd ht@omied il | dear t hGr eceoknf | u
and the OGuraMadsskri wed .as amédudihéses of gristing
been carried on for some coinlsliedre rllamasldey Hittiismead t (e
fi ghftoirngt he iAmetrh ec aWasr | 108 1 61,8 1WZi |al cigaum rDBeidc kBsl oonc k
i mmedi ately ®Benhgaboutl|l eagabbnst he GrAbsdl Rimver

Shawlees retained to oversee the i mprovements, &
olMi I I er meéepai rwesde da nfdor gristiagulubhujmitdea t me we
settl ement béeShavBel@ddad dverd | sMial v acrd netit dyid n@s2d0s | n

including a saw mil|l, a nae wdigsrtiisltl emmiyl lan(dt hae b

(Young IB&ZLumId ng) 1972: 8

Shade pur chfarsieedso tMiBlr Dwalmi cwkesldn avs t hO O a dhiees et t |
the 1I&20msni ng | h9 71BRE). Gal t met rwveictommk2inadlkson har
Canada Company build a roedobgeiiveen Gl dohndGa8
to the settl ement, Sh(aYoeudbnsg Mi 8B 0 cwaSsodr pname d u 8
commi ssi deéd edohm recrui,andethkeeregstitomngconf
was substAanbhugialllloom occurred i n Robher it aDe c8a@
constr udtei &Gmldf Dam and Canal i n 1837. The dan
t he 1 8&4dsu,dGanlgt tHioeu nd& 40, t he Fi & hDeirc kFsoounn dMiyl [ist
1842 and the CrombhPi ¢bsoderndeecishhs by €4.8baitf i r e
were qui cKalyt rwabsuiilntcor por atedopsl atvohl|l agacha
i n 1Y8o5uln g( 118®A:ah&8IFB as 1113998)8.: 135
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The artrh@@ralatofWestern Raifddvmamdyd Ctalbal & Buahph Ra
i @85 contributed i mmensely to Galitmsor mparuasttead a
towm 1857, and the popualBé&tli oAl t & a ol &dop B ghbedl tau <
i mmedi ately adjacenbetweaemet IGe alna@r Re vieirl I(3 . o
spread east to Dundas Street and south to Co
popul ation reacheo¢r & xB30a0t0eni yril 817868 (a.lcdTahned aTrrrui nvka
Rail wayodos ®donh®&8r@netiit Vall ey Railway furthe]
the seGhbéameBy#l asav i n f avoyrowefr Oghu raarh s iHyglr o i r
whi abiddrtagmt h i n areas away from the waterways
for the dfeveewpmeads oand then d9BBMMBADYl.e i ndus:H

1.2.2.3 Mapping and Imagery Analysis

I n order to gain a generaktuhdednsugpmdiemg ofl at
hi stsenitd ement maps,, oammeo tfo proeg ri anpshuircaanmedpgplitan s,
aeri alswiemaegeexami hed during the rSepsedrfditatodmp

foll owing resodirces were consul te
T Theumf Patent Plan (1930) (AO 2015) ;
T M. Smiapdgr aphi cal Map of th€amhadariBystat ed

(Cambridge Archives);
T G.R. ainde@®aMnensi nedbs Map of the COuB6E)Of
( OHCMP9 201

T J. PoMapcaBst he Town of (AaBIetC,a mba u rdtgye Afr c\Wa t

T H. Br oBsiirudsots Eye Vi ew of Gal t, ( 1Br7f®dvi nc
(CambArdbpeves) ;

T H. Parsell |l &stCroatbesd Hihset 0Cd Wanttl ¢,r AdO{od 8 8 b )f
(McGill University 2001)

T A topographiéa( On€ap2 f2room 191

T Fire insurance plans from 1919 (Reandion o

T Aer i alsfir mangadn9d4 5WN5 ¥y er si ty of Waterl oo 2016)

1 Flood Levels for Galt and Part of Prest@i974)(Leach 1975)

1 Aerial Images from 2000, 2006, 2009, 2010, 2014 and 2Gb®dle Earth Pro 2020;

Region of Waterloo 2020).

The limits of the study area are showngre or ef er enced versions of t
resoumMag@daigrd

ThBumf Pateent Pisacapy ¢f & @aB Grgated in December 1928, which itself was a

copy of an earlier plan from July 1822. This pldentifies A. Shade as the patentee for the

southern part of Lot 1 East ofditclaa Gmand hRi v
ndrhern pati ke@omost 2 fimwtagpnmtovp lderssrreagtaierdsihgghtl and
usevma Rl ThE€opographi cal Map of th€ahada(rifBstat ed
indicates that the westernmost portion of the
the remainder consisted of | ands adjacent to
to the | ate Honf RobéitamDDik&son.sdwoostruct ul

October

2 0 Archaeological Research Associates Ltd.
PIF#P 0 017 1-2 0

02
20 ARA Fi l-@142020



Stage 1 Archaeol ogical Assessment

Cambridge Mil |l Hot el CGndyg, ol3CaWwWaredg8treét Nort |
part of the study area, including part of the
Si mcoe AStsraeve tmi | | and flouring mill NMa@e Dick

Tremai nebs Map of the Coyyrit3Wpwtofvi Waseral oso,mi Ca
althosghuobour eswiatrhei ni ntdhibtaag)teuddy ar e a

TheWap of the Town of GhBé&howounewyerndl Wadrelry os

Water Street North, as well as dashed |line thj
t o stchuet hwest, and a rectangul ar buMd@i.ndgl haeppe
Birddéds Eye View of Gal(tl8@gBduvdeeswifdinmahte rsoe v eCaa
structures stood along Water Street Nort h, a
waterfront neMaptApd od damgalaphpatfesosm( t he north in
along Water Street North had been demoli shed |

along the waterlfmald hlklelausttrhat eggctat Bibet(Croiumaly A
Water | OQoit88 Ipr dvitaddddse t i on alr eigrafiparismagt li;aomdh eu setsu d

area is shown as falling partly rwi tofMa@@atlhte (Gr
Thteopographi c sragwsf rao ns tldOnle6 or bri ck structur e
building in the soudqiecahsstmdtabict (t he i | 1l ustrat.i

nsurance plans from 1919 (Revision
eae 'fed @ amys ulseat heer plan, the study are

he Galt Gabss uGmg.a rithh etnhseo untohr.t hTehaes 1
of the study area contai ned apnid ead clounnchreert

T
p
[
p
appears to (Magd) Flhhet Bwkst Gas ICest aviailsn srhegbb7 t &dd
[
p
n

—

cluded two gasometers, a gas puridfiheatadoery
an indicates that the southern parandoft htehe
rthern part whaestussbetd Sftoudysterreaager.edMiaphed | ar

The aersfarlom m@ila9gde5dl 8 6 n & thradwetsit eer n p osrttuidoyn aofe at
continued to comprise part of the Grand River
commercial /itndMespL x The $swocdyi area reported co
oper at ed -[boyb bStea ulftfde.r ca. | h9AMay( HPDEWVRAD E€e 2¢r el
i mpactiédo@ypwagwat er reaclhed rupt hea rsmaxh tfeevdne nde ¢
onteo -a»mah al f bl ocks(fegaomhBahE&&d)ioorert he alvei | abl
flooding extended acr ogs tthltee nenrdtrifMMeEgs R Blwmehy ar e

textile plant was demolished in 1985, and the
used as a parki2ng IlAetri @UT R22A@E& efmoamt2 @@ @ t h
changes,suaggbdasaltshoe nort hern portion was | mpac:

adjacent cMagBVaignti.um (
1.2.2.4 Environmental Site Assessments

The E£®Mmpl et ed for t he project provide addi t
environmeundty oafr etah e( MTiEuU r2i0ng ,t R 1MHase Two ESA,

drill edpaopessyt hand monitoring wells were in
indicated that thasepbadeimgnaphyg ucdmidddlmd sda md/de
areas over hi storically placed fil!]l over nat

bedrocfkl | Twas encountered ide@tlfh 6b dared ol lees u o
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on typically consisted of granul ar base \
| the north,amtes tofantdfiehesntluodwe rgprpecar t i on o0
ded varying amounnd wdod,s hwhisdhagap pca anrd etro
pl acement of (pWwloE 2quladr:h ¢ yl dweérnd owast saehuoat eldel
wat er, twahbilceh waatemcadempt éar entt rog 4o IT BEr DNl T:h2

borehole dorcasulons amrMe pe AdT lea uESmeatsts+Gdn cC ear | y
indicates that the fill in the eastersit part o

toi
VvV a
| u

> T O
O o =

p
g
[

1.2.2.5 Geophysical Assessment

A geophysical survey oby tGeomphyyiecds yGRVR S| mtoen
Mar ch.ThG1s6 i nvol ved a soi-31)c,onauktitgh/iden siutrivweiy
surveyel) EMind a GPBescphwseiycalTh®urvey resul ts
di sturbance inedidhvesingnmitfhi eaaandt sdaamavmal i es el s e wl
t wo parked carseinestheéettoasdydepwslAiprpalBd inx

1.3 Archaeol ogi cal Cont ext

The Shages@imehkt op waasbdbodt dbre@ @ nde  PRIFL-1

2Q0The |l imits of the ssudygy geeaewerencedf aeme
artificial and naturabdbpeomatti yns in relation
The archaeol ogi cal context of any given study
property aslfpPpuhll) (Sexummaary of registered or
within a minimum 1. Knandeddcus pt Seasi on previo
fieldwor k catrhrei eld noiutts awifd hy dof dperacomals te ot .1 Bo.n3

131 Condition of the Property

The study area | iesr wg,it owhni cthh ei sd etchi ed usoouust hfeorrner
Ontari e dmwwdii nated by agri crudgiuornal g eannedr aul rlbya nh aa
diversity of tree and vegetation speci es, whi
forest. It has most of the treeé&StandL aswirreunbcse sfj
(e. g., whitbemli oek, reldi pe needar , yell ow birch
and red oak), and also contains black walnut,
oaks, hickories, sasadlhfras and red bud ( MNRF

Il n terms of | ocuablj epchty sliaongdrGaupéHay,lh tRhied dsli innt Rieel d
is édcmort hwest of the Paris Moraine and incl
si zes. The drumlins themselves consi st | ar gel
pl aced the average grain sizes in the neighbo
drumlins are not <c¢closely grouped, and the inte

created by river actionl83&hapman and Putnam 1

The soils withimothel assdyi adea@duweng the Ont
ur baniRraggamt (and ; WiCokels 8pdml 3 2 ms of | ocal W |
subject I ands falll within thedeMi ddhlee jGurrainsdd idcrt
October 2020 Archaeological Research Associates Ltd.
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Conser v athi.o nS pleucti hfoirciatlyl y(, GRIhA 2s0t u c

Grand River
the Grand River and 645 m nort hwest o]

east of

At the time of assessmant , ot hag plaute gu Jaende lati ao osmy
existing Cambridge Mil| RestauFaet daodnddj aoa
not documented, as a property inspection did
132 Regi stered or Known Archaeol ogi cal Sites

The Ontario Archlhhe®é ogndalt h8i Oas abDavaPublic I
Reports were consulted to determine whether a
occur within a 1 kmThedawsi lodblteh es esarucdhy faa ceial
l0egi 8t sli @ @eatheidn waitt | east facllkmyr acitws nGCt Iset e
area, rather than a radiust hposeprti)alinedt edrensst b
of other known res-Duagees{etcyg,FilndlssdSsg adre du nNroenp o
nonmuegi seswerreedesitkei ed wiTh®ist audmmiTaa&iliceu s

Tab3 e Regi stered or Known Archaeol ogi c

. Di st ar

B(/)rl(g)elr\lkl)\fo. Slgirﬁ{?ir:re/ Ti me Per.| Af fini Site Ty| from S

Ar ea

Ai HD Moffats ( Woodl and, I ndi ge Camp/ camj 3001 mk

Ai Hb Gol f Coul Ar ¢ hlad We o d | I ndi ge Camp/ cam > 1 k

Ai H3b6 Ri ver wal Pre-Contact Indigenous Findspot > 1 Kk

Ai H3b7 Ri ver wal Pre-Contact Indigenous Findspot > 1 k

Ai Hb2 Ri ver wal PreContact Indigenous Findspot > 1 kK

Ai Hb3 Ri ver wal Pre-Contact Indigenous Scatter 3001 mk
Bui |l di n

Ai Hb6 1] Cambr i dge Po€bnt ac| EuftCanad admini st| 300i1 mk
mar ket

Ai b2 5 St . Andr ew Po-€bntac| EufCeanad Cemeter| 3001 mk

Ai H35 2 Dobbie House 1 Po€f€bnt ac| EufCanad Resi dent 300i1mk

Ai H7cO Grandvi ey Po€bntac| EufCeanad Ho me st e > 1 kK

None ese previously identified siutbh¢gecar e

of thes
propactygrdingly, they have noAlplotefnttilad diot & g
over 300 m away and rempesescsemdcesi stant archaeo

133 Previous Archaeol ogical Wor k

Reports documenting assessments conducted with
in the di swiovkeiry adjesmmced mstsougahntdsduw i ng t he r ese
study. | ms wrred etrh ato ael | rel evant past wor k was
to identify reports involving assessments wi
determinedarehato vmpadbdt@abmenti ng previedbusvoakch:
within the specified distance.
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Cambridge Mil |l Hot el CGndyg, ol3CaWwWaredg8tredt Nort |

2.0 STAGE 1 BACKGROUND STUDY

2.1 Background

The Stage 1 assessment Il nvol ved background r
previous archaeol ogi cal fieldwork and pgurrent
examination included research from archival

dat abases. |t al sao v archliaddyeadpistchaen da nead ryidads ri@afsawle

of the research conductedarfiozed hleelbmaw.kgr ound

With occupation beginning approximately 11,00
comprises a compifCextabhtCantla®ysbdf sPjozx i frst i(fSeact
associated with Palaeo, Archaic, WwWesdleand nandh
CityCamfbr,i dgedCanadi an archaeol o468l add@t0O®dDsda
contexts are The&epviosie® rceoenmowns | syisii e estnuhirer foiuendl i n g
areg@monstrates the desirabetltiltdyiBeeorftt | PHMBE® | 0cC ¢
i rewstigation confsaginteas tehxatte ma nieBdodk girhaeu sd b e < ¢
did not i denptriefvyi oaunsy waast dedinsss rmdf (U B ¢ clta irpe @3

The natural environment of the Isndidgenmd wwsu rvwo ul
Canadi amnpepal atisul tt G amrdoRiewiatrgyi staowesei | i k el
rel awwedebhjamaedul d have been ,anmdek atthd odi vawgmrd e ull da
woul d also have encouraged settl| EmeCmtnatdhmamu g
popul ations waultd donawadhyiesetnos urcaeyegd tdamd ought
amenities within the community of Galt.

Il n summary, t he backgreluantde sltiusdiyi nign colfu dsidt easn
Archaeol ogi cal Sites Database (wift hpmewitod = als¢
archaeological fieldworkapwiltksins af heassworach

detailed scale avail adrldARA arhke rtef e rset wdy fafr neser
for background resear @) BKReGgseo vt meh. Secti on 1.

2.2 Field Mendhmparst y( )I nspecti on

The study area wa®paebpty sash gtphgaptuiseno,d avai |l abl
t opogr ampahpapnidn gdi gi t al epnrva wiodnende na kad n ddaantta 1 nf or |
current l and conditions. This i nformation was
evaluation of the presence annode gtherr alcaweel|l odf fd
needed to mafteagagepg2oommreindtae i orsul ts of ARAOGSs
potenti al modeddlionvy are discussed

2.3 Analysis and Concl usi ons

Il n addition to relevant hi st origaalal s@awsrsess manm

archaeol ogi cal potenti al of a property can be
considerations20%&dseocooghi 3ed4 bDhethell owing f ¢
as indicators odfenaiahaeamlreeviioaulsl y 1 denti fied
October 2020 Archaeological Research Associates Ltd.
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Cambridge Mil |l Hot el CGndyg, ofl3CaWwWaredgs8treldt Nort |
present), el evated domogreapsy,ndyo ckoeatls ofi swe l
resource are@asnadiremasseotfft Eement, earl ytedanspc
properties, hi storic |l andmarks or sites, and
with possible sites, events, activities or oc

The Stage 1 assessment seeeelat @d eisn off loda eicdha@amtbil f
in the wvicinityMagpfh.t hehestawldys easrte aa n(d mo st r
archaeol ogical potential (i.e., those that wol
one primary water sourceéehfebehiGCsaodit &r v &hd Wi
North, S6Ermebdteand navimebko $¢ oeett) siagfsu gt. yr ¢ hleo ca
gates from 1851 and vidOi&®ty of buil dings from

Background research determined that the major |

by | ater foundatioesuyh tvthh & hd iwtud rdb ahnacvee of t h e
signifiaadtsde@et & damage cthoa etohl eo giincabl@ arli @t sydGuword ¢ ec
Cowoul d have had a considerable impact on the

obliterating the potenti ali vwdirf atoalyd $ ¢ 1y &8 vaita tves t
to the et adf iatihen hteo wrb't en fadhted el 19Diod n it fhiec aGuad «
Gas Weadetermi ned ttom war rtaorot | foumTthiee rd einoofy e t4 i é o a |
structures and heavyalcomtaun@deadthean en awosuthrdv i bvait
hi stor iamndlatv alhree area would be too u®anahyett o e
camalt es and the southern structure from 1851
appear tsoi thuaastecdlthsaidhretdeepl y | mpbcsteggdielmy devel

Based on the available information, the funct
of occupation appears to be between the 1850s
resear cablmayt deshed further | i ghhtefseeatitnide schaitst o

thathe assoct b ad ypvaprddse ifa al farchazepbkyggbouaked

Al t hough proximity to a feature of archaeol og
model |l ing process, current l and conditions r
2088 8Gsmphasi zes that 1) quarvingggr adi mgj bel b
3) buil ding footfimrfirmtss racd udg dewabepmrmdnt ca
araemlml ogi cal pot e rsttiaale, edrrimdatnSesiott li yo nwe2t. lar ea s, y
and 3) steep slbpescsolfsi ROrAdd can MldadwiorAg erms ar ¢
previously assessed and not recommended for f
Background research did not identify any preyv
t hejperct ARAG®EI skt op ,evcad wpalte do nwi thh st loe | @aaanddl vy Dius
digital environment al datmali,] tamgedoad!| tneod airnc htakee | i
potential witGrianditngajasntduldgnadseapi ng associ at e
of the parwvki mgesludtted in the removal of archac
| ayerBéamd al t a@rnactliuvodnsng previous constructio
establti oimdnl |l s and the installation of vario
an abandoned,hsaavnel tsairnmyi |saerweyf yroenrmotvheed rpajt ernitti yal c
|l ayers. One area in the east taon dpavweon taireaela sf mrn
buried archaeol ogi cal resources associated wi
October 0 Archaeological Research Associates Ltd.
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The borehole | ogs confviircmntinteg prie d ehmeamag gafs efainlgle
thay mhg harveev iypoeuesmp dovd 6186 i n d dret eeiarsgd 1. 5 m

with some ash/ sl ag ra nedwdwempdaea ,LlvR iS5 Atnhde, s out hese
to 3.0 m of fill 4dbdem the sophawest MWAW@4 3. 0
and dwoion c I(AupspieodisT ke compl et e removal of all tr

cannot be confirmed based ometnhe draegald ilam daet edmt

I n sunmmarSt,age Hedaes ems sment hcaotmptrh es esst aad gnal sxrt euar
of archaeol aqidcesal s pooft ema i al ¢ hTahepod toegn tciad | prod deen
resatpereesemMa@gdMams7 Talpel i cati o0st bdyrdeegpewdled as
| ayeesneagp t h
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Cambridge Mil |l Hot el CGndyg, ol3CaWwWaredgstrel®t Nort |
3.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

The Stage Wdeassesamdntt hactomtphe ses$ udayr maarsd aorfe
archaeol ogacadabkbapobénnpbpahbr chGaadli anga jecard |paont desnctaif
associated with the elsdwdlriessurletngd oifn tthhee prae mad
potenti al from al Deapd talet aunpagptiecivan sayepsevi ous
demol ition activitoés,(fithe wasdalilhieshimesnt al | at
similarly r efmoove dt hpeo tneanjtoirailt y of the | ower | a°
areas 1in the sout hp osmeeret idaelt eframri ndkeae ploy hbawrei e d
assated with the earliest occupation of the p
|t i's recommednednetd fti realt atrleeas olle asrudlj eeedl otgo c&
archaeol ogi cal mo niSedcra2ni¥yBt andac @ 0 Gshhewpwiyt h

buri edusiumygemechani cwadr ntartnedi e itso ntofe ext er
|l and alTheea abdroentsal e resul ts s,aowe cludtsit@amd hhiadg c
would be an ineffective met hosinid | K uwdtnhteirfnyoirnneg,
tdn c hssofceany substanti al archaeol ogi cal remai
di stur bantlbeosgredvordl ei mnd GPR rsasdl| ssput hegr epee
area, and atshseoci mp aedtnsatitd llolv & néde ws rPost ent i al S0
contaminati on iawmngd ftroexm tctilbaye G@caill 0 | mportant
decision to recommend archaeol ogi cal monitor.i
Prior to the commencement of cadredtaridcetdi adm cainke
resemusth be carried seet Dot thé Sph8REPHBsS 4

i nf or maasenksemtieirimghe CHYVI of dnwrdéeéapbVobucatk
The proposed apoamtaicrhg € & mmgch puedaimoggi ¢ a | resour ce
during monist arsi fgl | ows:

1. As this investigation would be done in col
schedule prioritizing clearasbeobéfdf ohéoaed:
This will allow time to address pagt atraha
construction timelines or activities.

2. Archaeol ogi cal monitoring wi || only be r
archaeol ogi cal potential. This wil!/ all ow
As with any histosi ggooeatpat iodn,od Aulesatroenir| d
occupation feaTlhe eisddmrtigf.i,egpranveas)of poter
the structures; wiclclordlilogw gff o mmbomB® os Uy r er

a. A | i censedganarmrbdteh aperdeusoegmtl | removal wi thin
potenti al Fill removal wi || extend bey
sl opes/ weopohespacéaeod diggemsimor e cl osel y.
3.1t is anticipadegthhatf pPphejmaxi mmmacts wil
avoid any dewatering activities. Based 0
environmental testing results, the foll owi
a. Archaeol ogi cal moni t oruitn gt hbee fadrlr i reedmoov
within the areas of potenti al to the ma
the project.
October 0 Archaeological Research Associates Ltd.
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b.

5.1 f
unt
of

Theseo
i dent i

The |l icensed archaeol ogi st wi || wor k w
engineers to devel op a sshaofreilnyg isntvreastteigg
remains of CHVI (i f encountered).
An excavator with a smooth edge bucket
deems it warranted based on the nature
Dewatering will be EBHYhdacé¢é eadncduneemnedsh
table in areas to be iIimpacted by the p
investigated.
icrutl & autr a | | ayers, strectidiealkl fomesbd sl or
| etmueedabuahaebhegi snds

r

I

—
>
(9]

al | ay dri ciesn siedde natricfhiaeedoi Itcaggi stth ed

—+

c
u
a CHVI, a combinati omudtéd weesd p
rmine whet her ar clthratetod ro gii rcvad s tmag ¢
t The findings should be evaluat
cotfi otnh @& .GQ&Mel addi ti onal guia.alhce p
HROH4the specific | and Giswenhitshher
siet hii st ouaygkeey edle ttéhramhi ni ng f actor

t
t
n
e
B
u
rity strata dating prior to 1830.
r
m
e
b
s
[

— 5

uctur al remai nandort hfee adthuareeosis e;ali sat
rmines that thegyomahavebdapebdnobaumE@iHYI
feature excavation willThebéiondedgsos

e evaluated against the oorfi tteirei a
he additional gui danceRHRMOD&i ded
ic land use history to diett eirami n.
estlkay tdeatterami ni i gsrtfrawcctour aolf rCeHnvai n s
high integrity features dating pri
| & chaeol ogiarad ercowmtcerserde, | antoe docaanesttirvu ct
be all owed to continue in the vicinity
excavator with a ysmootheddedkett o waddi $ti k
extent of possible or confirmed areas o
instructed by a lIlfi cae dseed sa rtc hod e dduodf ihsetr.
mitigation is deter minperdottectbbee wburf et
established beyond Il fhd hextagrcthaeb!| o hiec d|
det ertmo nrealve no furthetr Wadvdarlft .feurt hér)
or vibaeen fully mit)l gantoe dp rboytr eewxticilatvea ke uofmfeee
after the determination i s made.
areasareficcCHVtlered warranting mitd.i
i the extents are fully document
no further CHVI

® ¢y ®
~ Q

('DU-}U) o
@O

©
(0]
- —+

_'C(ZDTO_:SCD_"‘DQJ_":S"OOQ"

SOUTNPYPO— T TOVT T —

&«
Lllle)

gati on
ed and

mmendati ons were informed by theThesult:
fied areas ofdomot araenyaicaokdmsgiecanlmemat ent i
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4.0 ADVICE ON COMPLIANCE WITH LEGISLATION

Section T72.056BXWGsefqgutimes that the following infor

of the proponent and approval authority in th
T This report is subertt adTeotuorS pshne taMidn i Gutletru roe
as a condition of | icensiOmg airn oa dHeoR .d&amgtke A
19900,. 18 . The report i's reviewed to ensure
gui delines that ar et hiasts utehde bayr cthhace oMiong isctaelr
recommendati ons ensure the conservation, |
heritage of Ontario. When all matters rel at

of a developmbeenpadgoeabetatvteH8Me satesf al
wi || be issued by the ministry stating th.
alterations to archaeological sites by the
i an offence afmdehteaSd ot iHews tAfpgamPpated y
n a |icensed archaeol ogist to make any
ove any artifact or other physical evid
i suchsedmarabaaol ogesat has compl eted
e submitted a report to the Minister s
u
h
u

—
>
n -

OP-HoOoDdDDSOO ——~ 30

or i nterest, and the report has be
eebogysRreferred Optani 8eklerohagb. Acbdo
d previously undocumented archaeol ogi
rchaeol ogical site and Qnhtearre foo rHee rsi ut bajge
ropopenson discovering the archaeol og
site immediately and engage a |icens
aeol ogical fieldwork, i@ntampdi dearciet avg
neraBuri al and Crem@d®2o0nSServ2@ée3, Act 3
on discovering human remains must not.
Mi rGiowyteryn m&fohsamdr Services.

T 49 T 4S5 nNP><nc =
nw & =

o0 S -S> TSDO S T QT3S0
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6.0 MAPS
£ Ranchlan d: =7
0 25 5 km

I:] Study Area
P SN

o
- =
ol &
o
o
o
-
ke
3

pase Map Sources: Esn, HERE, Garmin, Intermap, increment P Corp.
GEBCO, USGS, FAO, NPS, NRCAN, GeoBase, IGN, Kadaster NL
ordnance Survey, Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), swisstopo, ©
DpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User Community

Ma@d: Location of the Study Area

(Produnded | icence using ArcGIl SE software by E
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I:l Study Area
AN=pa

[Base Map Source: Dumfries Township (1930)

Ma @2 Dumf Piaé¢ € n t(l 9Pp 0a n

(Produced under licence using MAOcBOBSE) software
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[Base Map Source: M. Smith's ‘Topographical Map of the Incorporated Village
lof Galt Canada West " (1851)

Ma@BM. SmTopdgr aphi cal Map of the Incorpor

Can aeaq t15B)
(Cambridge) Archi ves
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R~
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L m

1:7,000
0 1375 275m A
[Base Map Source: Geo. R. & G.M. Tremaine's 'Tremaine's Map of the County|
f Waterloo, Canada West' (1861)

MaphG. R. anTd eGhaMiLnedsai nebds Map of the County
)

We 11861
(Prodwoedr |icence using ArcGIOSEMPoROWAre by Esri
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|:| Study Area
AANSARA N
0 . 2152 = 50m A

PBase Map Source: J. Pollock's "Map of the Town of Galt, County of Waterloo"
1867)

MapJ. PoMapckhdsthe Town of GaB6E, County
(Cambridge) Archives
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\:l Approximate Study Area Location I\.

Base Map Source: Bird's Eye View ¥
of Galt, Province Ontario, Canada
(1875)

Not to Scale

Ma®wH. BrB8srdéé Eye View of Gal(tlZf& Provi nce
(Cambridge) Archives
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[Base Map Source: 'Map of North Dumiries Township' from H. Parsell & Co.'s
lllustrated Historical Atias of the County of Waterloo' (1881)

Ma@:-Thelap of North DdJdmformi éds PawlirdsdHHulpt& aG@ e.dd s
Hi st or i ctahe AC ¢ Vaastt eorflodmlt8. 8 1)

(Produced under |icence using ArcGlI SE software by
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