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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Past Recowy Archaeological Services Inavas retained byisland Harbour Clubinc. to
undertake a Stagé archaeological assessmenttié Island Harbour Site 4f75 St. Lawence
Streef situated orPartLots 13 and 14 Concessior in the geographic Township akeds now

part of theTown of GananoquéseeMaps1, 2 and3).

The Stage and 3assessment qiropertyidentified and defined the limits of the Island Harbour
Site, which has a pr€ontact and Postontact components. The Stage 3 archaeological
assessment determined that the historic component of the site was not of siguifitaral
heritage interest or value to merit Stage 4 mitigation of development impacts. TOerpaet
component of the site was of significant to cultural heritage interest to require a Stage 4

mitigation of development impacts.

The Stage 4 Assessmewas conducted between August™2@nd September "5 2014.
Archaeological work included stratigraphic hand excavation, the recovery of artifacts, and the
documentation of soil stratigraphy. No feature were found at the site and the recovered material
consisted of ceramics, chert flakasda few formal chippedtone tools. The decoration on the
ceramicsthe chippeestone tool, the lake of features and density of artifacts sutiggghe site

was a seasonal camp with sporadic occupdtimm the Eay Woodland to the Lat¥/oodland

periods.
This study provides the basis for the following recommendations:

1) The Stage 4 mitigation of the Island Harbour Site (Bi&arecommended in the Stage 3
archaeological assessment has been completed and there fmthar archaeological

concerns for the site.

The reader islsoreferred to SectioB.0 below to ensure compliance with t@atario Heritage

Actas itmay relate to this project.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Past Recovery Archaeological Services Inc. (Past Regpves retained bysland Harbour
Club Inc. (Island Harbour Club}o undertakeStage4 mitigative excavation®of the Island
Harbour Site (BbGd6) located atl75 St. LawrenceStreet GananoqueOntaria Thesite is
situated orLots 13 and 14 Concessior in the geographic Township dkeds now part of the
Town of Gananoque(Maps 1, 2 and 3). The purpose of the assessment was to address
outstanding archaeological meerns for the Island Harbour Site lying within the area to be
impacted by construction activities associated with eéhection of a residential/commercial
complex at 175 St. Lawrence Street, Gananodlige Island Harbour Site had been registered
during the course of a Stage 2 and 3 archaeological assessohdm5 St. Lawrence Street in
2014, which concluded with a recommendation thatpteeContact component of thisland
Harbour Site had sufficient cultural heritage value or interest to warrant &tageyation of
development impact$ast Recovery 2014:413
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2.0 PROJECT CONTEXT

This section of the report provides the context for the archaeological work undertaken, including
a description of the study area, the related legislation or directivgering the assessment, any
additional developmerrelated information, and the confirmation pérmission to access the
land.

2.1 Development Context

Island Harbour Clukhas submittech development plato the Town of Gananoqudor the
construction of aesidential/commercial complean the property al75 St. Lawrence Street
Thearchaeologicahssessmermf the propertyas triggered byhe Planning Actandrequiredby
the Town of Gananoque part of the development approvals application.

The 2014 Stag 1 archaeological assessment resulted in the determination that the development
had the potential to impact archaeological resources and recommended a Stage 2 archaeological
assessment of the propeftgolder Associates Ltd. 2014)A Stage 2 and 3 assesnt of the

property identified the Island Harbour Site (Bb@3) in the northwest corner of the property

this site consisted of pi@ontact and posContact components. The sgpecific stage 3
assessment was concluded in August 2014 and recommeiad¢haetipreContact component of

the Island Harbour Site was of sufficient cultural heritage value or interest to warrant Stage 4
mitigation of development impact{®ast Recovery 2014) Accordingly, Island Harbour Club

Inc. retained Past Recovery to addrabe outstanding concerns for the site through the
completion of Stage 4 mitigation excavation.

2.2 Access Permissiomnd Limitations

Permission to access the study area and complete all aspects of the archaeological assessment
activities, including phatgraphy mechanical excavation, hand excavatma artifact collection
was granted bthe clientlsland Harbour Club Inc
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3.0 SUMMARY OF THE PREVIOUS STAGE 1 TO 3 ARCHAEOLOGICAL
ASSESSMENTS

This section of the report contains a summary of the previdageS1 and Stage 2/3
archaeological assessmentonducted in associated with the proposed construction of a
residential/commercial complex at 175 St. Lawrence Street, Ganan®gis information is
includedto provide both historical and archaeologicalteats for the present study.

3.1 Summary of Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment

This section of the report contains a summary of the previous Stage 1 archaeological assessment.
This information is included to provide both historical and archaeologiaatexits for the

present study. For more information, the reader is encouraged to consult the full Stage 1
archaeological assessment report (Golder Associates Ltd. 2014).

3.11 Historical Context

This section of th assessment included an overview of hursettlement in the region with the
intention of providing a context for the evaluation of known and potential archaeological sites, as
well as a review of properspecific archival research presenting a record of land use history.
Only material of directelevance the Island Harbour Site at 175 St. Lawrence Street, Gananoque
has been reproduced here

Native occupation of southern Ontario began approximately 11,000 years ago with the arrival of
groups referred to by archaeologists as Rhald@ns. LatePalealndian and later Archaic and
Woodland Period sites are known for the general study area, indicating an active use of the St.
Lawrence and Gananoque watersheds by Native peoples from the latenBeeoperiod
onwards. Leeds Township was opened dettlement in 1788 with the majority of the lots
granted to United Empire Loyalists, which resulted in little initial settlement in the area. The
Gananoque area was divided between two men: in 1792 Sir John Johnson was granted 1,000
acres on the east banf the Gananoque River and Joel Stone was granted 700 acres on the west
bank. The potential for water power provided by the falls at Gananoque initially attracted these
men to the area, with Johnson constructing a mill on the east bank of the riveRiarid Stone

having an operational mill on the west bank by 1795. Stone soon became a permanent resident,
constructing his residence near the mill, which soon became the nucleus for the Town of
Gananoque. The study area was included in property passeddel Stone after his death in

1835 to his grandsons William Stone McDonald, Charles McDonald and John L. McDonald
(Golder Associates Ltd. 2014:7).

It appears that the McDonaldmily hadnot develogdthe land within the study areduring the
ninete@th century concentrating their business efforts in the area adjacent to the dam on the
Gananoque River (Leavitt 1879:126).This family maintained ownership of the study area
through the nineteenth centugventuallyhavingit divided into nine lotsasshown on plan 86,
which wasregistered in 188{Map 4; Golder AssociateLtd.. 2014:7).

1t was Likely usedor agricultural purposes during this period.

3
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The first sale of part of the study area to an individual not a member of the McDonald family
involved Lot 552, which was &b by Charles McDonald to Almira Lasha in 1903. Almira and

her husband sold the lot back to McDonald in 1905. A two storey wood frame structure had
been erected on this part of the property by 1905 and is depicted on the 1914 fire insurance plan
of Ganamque(Map 5; Imagel). By 1919 the structure had been torn down and by 1926 had
been replaced with two one storey storage buildings, labelled as part of the MitchelsénWil

Ltd. property; however this lot was not sold to Mitchell & Wilson by Charles McDonald until
1927(Map 6; Image2; Golder Associatelnc. 2014:8)

Lots 548 and 549 wersold by Charles McDonald to the Gananoque Spring & Axle Company
Ltd. in 1904. This company was consolidated with the Ontario Steel Company Ltd. in 1913,
who later sold to the lots to Imperial Oil Ltd. in May, 198&¢eMaps5 and6; Golder Associate

Ltd. 2014:78). Imperial Oil Ltd. constructed a smalump houseand four above ground
cylindrical fuel tanks, which are visible in a 1936 aerial photograph of tdpegy(Image3). In

1941 the southern halves of Lots 548 and 549 were sold to Anastasia (Shortall) McGlade and her
husband. Anna had been managing the Shortall Coal Company since the death of her father in
1934, marrying in 1939 (LeDuc 2012). The Shortall Coal Company constructed a coal shed on
the southern half of the lots and the division of this part of the property between Imperial Oil and
Shortall Coal is clearly depicted on the 1947 fire insurance(Map 7). The northern halves of

the lots were purchased by Anna McGlade from Imperial Oil in 1958s 548 and 549 were

sold to the Gananoque District ©perative in 1965, transferred to the Unitedd@perative in

1970, and then sold to the Gananoque Boat Line Limited in 1871972 they were purchased

by Mitchell & Wilson Ltd., who at the time owned the remainder of the study (@ekler
Associats Inc. 2014:78).

The majority of the study area (Lots 546, 58b0, 551, 553, and 554)awsold by William
McDonald to David Mitchell in 1912. Mitchell was a partner in Mitchell & Wilson Ltd., and the
company established a planing mill at the corner of Market and St. Lawrence Streets, together
with a number of outhildings and storage she{eeMaps5, 6 and7). This building was still

extant at the time the Stage 1 report warmgleted. The entire study area had been acquired by
Mitchell & Wilson Ltd. by 1972. The property was sold to Saleslie Inc. in 1988, and then to the
Corporation of the Town of Gananoque in 1993 (Golder Associates Inc. 28148y 1994 all

of the strutures in the study area with the exception of the planing mill (by that time converted
to a hardware store) had been demolished and the property paved as a parking lot. A small
public washroom structure was constructed in the southwest corner of theastadlyetween

1995 and 200%seeMap 3).

3.1.2 Archaeological Context

This section of the Stage 1 archaeological assessment report included an overview of previous
archaeological research conducted in the regiod a review of factors influencing a
determination of archaeological potential (Golder Associates Ltd. 2014). Informealgeantto

the interpretation of the Stage 4 excavation of the Island Harbour Site {B)Ges been
summarized here.
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RegisteredArchaeological Sitesn the Vicinity of the Study Area

The primary source for information regarding known archaeological sites in Ontario is the
Archaeological Sites Database maintained by the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport
(MTCS). The Stage 1 rept noted that there was one registered site within a one kilometre
radius of the study ar5,dcated dnéhe shoreoah tbtedGananbgue | Si
River adjacent to Mill Street near the King Street Bridge. Detailed information on theasite
unavailable; however it appears that a researcher by the name of Bob Wilkes excavated a small
area to the north of a mill building at this location in the early 1990s. A search request of the
Archaeological Sites Database for the Stage 2 assesspented an additional site within a one
kilometre radius of the property. The McDonald Northeast Landing Site (BBElwas
registered based on a surface collection of ceramics and lithics during an archaeological survey
of the St. Lawrence Islands NatainPark in the early 1990s. The site is described as a small
Middle Woodland period campsite on the central group of the Admiralty Islands.

Previous Archaeological Research

As noted above, a Stage 1 archaeological assessment was compl&elddryAssoates Inc.

(2014) for the study areaNo other previous assessments are known to have taken place within

or immediately adjacent to the study area. Known previous assessments witfimwinef
Gananoquenclude a Stage 2/3 Archaeological Assessment eh Glouse Resort Sites 1 & 2
BcGa6/7 (Heritage Quest Inc. 200@ Stage 1 archaeological assessment at 15 Clarence Street,
60 and 185 Mill Street (Past Recovery 2014) and a Stage 1 archaeological assessment at 129
South Street (Past Recovery 2Q13)

3.1.3 Environment

The study area is situated within the Leeds Knobs and Flats physiographic region, which consists
of outcrops of Precambrian rock interrupted by flat to undulating areas with clay soils (Chapman
& Putnam 1984:18487 and 196). Geologic mappiaga scale of 1:250,000 shows the bedrock
geology of the study area to be bordering on the Beekmantown group of dolostone and sandstone
bedrock and late felsic platonic bedrock comprised mostly of granite gneisses with migmatites
and pegmatitiesGS 2003p while the surficial geology for the study area falls within a
bedrockdrift complex in Paleozoic terrain (OGS 2003b). Soil mapping of the area indicates that
the project falls within the Napanee clay soils series which is characterized by low organic
matter with poor drainage on nearly level terr@illespie 1963.

Gananoque lies within the HurerOntario Subregion of the Great LakesSt. Lawrence Forest
Region. Deciduous trees common to this area include sugar and red maples, beech, basswood,
white and red ashes, yellow birch, and red, white and burr oaks, while coniferous trees include
eastern hemlock, eastern white pine and balsam fir (Rowe 1972:93). The study area would have
been cleared of its original growth forest in the late eighteerghrby nineteenth century.

The study area is within the Upper St. Lawrence watershed and is lagtited50 metres of the
St. Lawrence River an@70 meterswest ofthe confluence of the Gananoque and St Lawrence
Rivers. These rivers are important as &ratory stopover andwintering areas for waterfowl.
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Lands adjacent to these bodies of water display Class 3 (slight limitations) capability for the
production of waterfowl. As the subject property lies within an area of urban development, there
IS no cata available for ungulate capability (Canada Land Inventory 1970).

3.1.4 Archaeological Potential

The study area was determined to have bothQomtact and postontact archaeological
potential. PreContact archaeological potential was determined basethe proximity of the

study area to primary water sources, the St. Lawrence and Gananoque Rivers, and that many of
the twentieth century structures on the site would not have had substantial foundations, thus there
remained the possibility for intact dwraeological resources below the extant paved surface
(Golder Associates Ltd. 2014:14). PostContact archaeological potential was determined
based on historic mapping which suggests that early tenm&teenth century development
occurred in the arearound the subject property (Golder Associates Ltd. 2014:14). The earliest
mapping showing structures on the property was found to be the 1914 fire insurance plan of
Gananoque; however an photograph of Gananoque dating to 1905 was noted to apparently show
a two storey frame structure in the southwest corner of the study area, with the rest of the lot
appearing empty (sedap 5 andimagel; Golder Associates Ltd. 2014:9)

3.1.5 Previous Stage 1 Recommendations

It was recommended that a Stage 2 archaeological assessment be conducted across the entire
property by a licensed archaeologist prior to construction. The suggested method for the Stage 2
assessment was the use of naetbally excavated trenches targeted to the locations of structures
documented on historic maps and fire insurance plans and in other locations to sample the
property (Golder Associated Ltd. 2014:16).

3.2 Summary of the Stage 2 and 3 Archaeological AssesEnt

This section of the report contains a summary of the previous Stage 2 and 3 archaeological
assessmentsFor more information, the reader is encouraged to consult the full Stage 2 and 3
archaeological assessment report (Past Recovery 2014).

3.2.1 Addtional Historical Research

During the Stage 2 assessment the 1862 Walling map of the Town of Ganékdicuéa973)

was consultedwhich showed a structure in the proximity of the northwest corner of the study
area(Map 8). Additional Stage 3 historicalesearchncludingthe Leeds County Land Registry
Abstract Index andndividual instruments did not reveal any additional informatregarding

this structure,apart from thathe town lot on which this structusgas situated waswned by
William Stone MacDonald through the latter half of the nineteenth century and into the early
twentieth century. It is known that MacDonald did regidein the immediate vicinity, and thus

the building, if a residence, was likedgcupied by a tenant
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3.2.2 Stage 2 Methoology and Results
Fieldwork Methodlogyand Results

The Stage 2 assessment involved the mechanical excavatghtéenapproximatelys m by

1 mtesttrenches across the3 Bt Lawrence Street property, &xding Lot 548 given the former
presence of two underground fuel storage tanks and Lot 546 and miost 47 given the
extant planing mill erected in the early twentieth cenf{igp 9). The generasite stratigraphy
consisted ofc. 20cm to 40 cm ofgravel fill (bedding from a mid990s parking lot) above
deposits of early 1990s demolition debris and twentieth century fill related to the former
industrial complex, which in many cases continued to either the subdoddoock. In a few
instances the fill lay above isolateemnants of an undisturbextiginal topsoil which in turn

was situated above subsoil or bedrodlhe only features encountered were related to twentieth
century industrial buildings, andrartifacts withcultural heritage value or interest were found
across themajority of the property The exceptionto this wasTrench 5A located near the
northwest cornerone of the units containing remnants of the original togseéMap 9).

The artifacts recovered froifrench 5Aincluded twomendingsherds from &Voodland period
ceramic vessel, with cord impressed decoration of their exterior syifaage4). A total of
153 postContact artifacts weralsorecovered from the disturbe@molition fill layer (Lot 5A2),
rangng in date from the mighineteenth to théate twentieth centuryandincluding a one cent
piece datd 1859(Images5 and6).

A total of 58 artifacts were recovered from Lot 5A3, which appeared to be a remnant of
undisturbed buried topsoil. The majority of the assemblage consisieodefaysclass artifacts.

The @ramic tablewaregroup was represented by sixteen sherds of refined white earthenware
with blue edged (one), blue transfer printed (one), flown (one), black transfer printed (two), late
palette polychrome painted (four), sponged (two), or plain (fiegpration styles (sdmageb).

Seven sherds of yellowware, two decorated with white and blue bands on the exterior surface
and the remainder plain, were also found. Two pieces from a gilded porcelain saliogean
sherd of fine earthenware with a Jackfieked glaze completed this grougCeramic utilitarian

ware consisted of one sherd of fine stoneware with a brown gl&ass beverage containers

was comprised of one sherd of machine made colourless gl#ssibbed decoration and
unidentifiable glass containexnsisted of two sherds of machine made glass (one light green
embossed dA...1...06 and the other colourless),
green with a possible flattened lip iBh and two light blue, possibly from the same vessel; (see
Image6). Architecturalartifacts consisted of nine nails: four machine cut, two wire and three
unidentifiable, as well as a sherd of window glass aindgment of mortar.

The remaining artifact classes each accounted for less than 10% of the assemblageyé&e
Clothing consisted of a fodhole porcelain button one centimetre in diameter. péesonal
item was a fragment of an unglazed porcelain doll heaohokingwas represented by a small
fragment of white clay smoking pipe sterkurnishingsconsisted of a sherd of colourless oil
lamp chimney, théuel class was represented by a piece of coalfaundhl/floral items consisted

of three mammal bone fragmentdJnassignedartifacts consisted of a thin piece of highly
corroded metal wire, andnidentifiedartifacts included four sherds from colourless machine
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made panel bottl es ( oancelourkessbmachiseenthde fsigeid .from an} |, a
unidentifiable bottle. The artifacts recovered from Lot 5A3 ranged in date from theatade
nineteenth century, into the early twentieth century.

Analysis and Conclusions

Based on the presence of late twentie@imtury materials deep within the layer beneath the
gravel bed of the modern asphalt parking surface, which in some areas extended to bedrock, it
appears that the study area had been extensively disturbed by heavy machinery either during the
demolition of the twentieth century lumber and coal storage sheds and outbuildings, which
occurred between 1990 and 199#gges/ and8), or during the construction of the maezent

asphalt parking lot across the property between 1994 and 2005:cadtiguous pockets of
remnants of a buried topsoil were documented in some trenches; however no artifacts or features
of archaeological concern were found across the majorityeo$ith, the exception being within

the northwest corner of the study area.

Trench 5A near the northwest corner of lrepertycontained miehineteenth century artifacts
including yellowware sherds, a one cent coin dated 1859, a portion of a parianadbliahd

refined white earthenware tableware sherds with blue edged (either scalloped or unscalloped),
blue transfer printed, late palette polychrome painted, and blue sponged decoration styles. This
trench also contained two small gEentact Woodland pi&rd pottery sherds with possible cord
impressed exterior decoration. The majority of the soil within Trench 5A had been disturbed;
Lot 5A2 contained a mixture of artifacts ranging in date from themmdteenth century to late
twentieth century plasticand styrofoam, the latter items having been found on the interface with
Lot 5A3 below. Lot 5A3 was the only undisturbed soil within the trench, isolated in depressions
in the undulating bedrock. This lot contained artifacts dating to thenmeteenth entury, as

well as some late nineteenth and early twentieth century material such as wire nails and machine
made glass. This was not unexpected as Lot 5A3 likely represents remnants of the topsoil that
would have been the exposed surface from theCpreact period through to the purchase and
development of the property by Mitchell & Wilson Ltd. pasx12.

The midnineteenth century artifacts were possibly associated with a structure depicted on the
186162 Walling map of the Town of Gananoque, whichgasgs that this structure was within

or in close proximity to the northwest corner of the propésgeMap 8). The dates for its
construction and demolitioremainunknown.

3.2.3 Previous Stage 2 Recommendations

Given the presence of aboriginal ceramics,-ndlate nireteenth century artifacts andneap

dated to 1862depicting a structure in the general location of where tregtéacts were
recovered, and a remnant of an undisturbed buried topsedls conalded that the northwest

corner of the property had outstanding archaeological concerns and that a Stage 3 archaeological
assessment would be requil@iap 10). The location of Trench 5A was registered as the dislan
Harbour Site (BbGd6). It was recommended that the Stage 3 assessment be conducted by the
mechanical removal of c. 20 cm of highly compact gravel fill overburden followed by the hand
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excavation of one metre square units on a fiveengrtd across thareathat wasrecommended
for Stage Jassessment

3.2.4 Stage 3 Methoology and Results
Fieldwork Methodlogyand Results

The Stage 3 archaeological assessment of the Island Harbour Site-1Bp=gan withthe
mechanicakremovalof c.20cm of highly canpacted crushed limestone gravel and stone dust
former parking lot beddingirom the locatios of proposedunits on a five metre grid The
remainder of the gravel was removed by shovel to avoid disturbing thexlying soil. One

metre squarenits werethenexcavatedstratigraphicallyby hand, using shovel and trowetlith

all backdirt screened through 6 mm mesh total of eight five metre interval and five Afill

units were excavated within the area recommended for Stage 3 assessmgit some we

pl aced using a 6best f i t-grid Al artitactsewgre cobeatatl ande r e
assigned the appropriate unit and soil lot number.

Each lot within each unit was given a context designation based on the interpretatioraif the
layersacross the site. Contextwlas demolition or levelling fill consisting of lots associated
either with heavy disturbance from the demolition of the sheds and outbuildings associated with
the Mitchell & Wilson Ltd. lumber mill between 1990 and 1994tlee grading of the lot in
preparation for the construction of the modern parking lot between 1994 and 2005. Context 2
was fill not part of thelate twentieth centurglemolition episodeput clearly related to the
twentieth century industrial use of theoperty(i.e. deposits whichad beercut intothe remnant
buried topsoillayer below) Context 3consisted of lotsnterpreted as being the undisturbed
remnants of theriginal topsoil that is thought to have been the exposed surface until at least
1912 Context 4was thesubsoil composed of brown clay lying beneath the buried topsoil and
above bedrockNo archaeological features were identified during the Stage 3 investigation.

PostContact Artifacts

A total of 1416 postContact artifacts were recered during the Stage &xcavation The
majority of thesdtems (62.5%)werefound inContext 3or the buried topsoMap 14). Slightly
more than a third were associated witle foodwaysclass, and three quarteof these were
sherds of eramictableware mostly consisting ofefined white earthenwar@mage9). The
most common decoratiostyles were polychromepainted, sponged/stamped, and blue transfer
printed all pgoular through themid- and into the second half of thaineteenth century
(Atterbury n.d.; Burke 1982; Collard 1967; Kenyon 1996ther ware types recovered included
vitrified white earthenware with mouldemheabt decoration and yellowware with bluepgied
decoration.

The manufacturing techniques noted for the glass artifacts from the site consisted of a higher
frequency of mould blown sherds to machine made sherds, at a ratio of slightly more than 5to 3
(ImagelQ). More than three quarters of the recovered nails were maaiii@ad the remainder

were wire no earlierwrought nails weréound (seelmagel0). Fifty-nine fragments fromwhite

clay smoking pipes were cevered with stems bearingha k e r Gsdronmiigermanufactures
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Murray of Glasgow (183€1861), McDougalbf Glasgow (18471967), W & D. Bell of Quebec
City (18621881), W. Whiteof Glasgow (1808.955), and Hendersasf Montreal (18471876;
seelmagelQ; Bradley 2000:117)Another firmly dated artifact wsa halfpennyminted in1862
(seelmagel0).

Artifacts fromContext 1 otthe demolition fill with identifiable makérs mar ks or dat es
white clay smokingpipe fragments marked A. Coghdf Glasgow (18261904) Bannermarof

Montreal (18881907), W.H. Dixon of Montreal (18761967), W.& D. Bell of QuebecCity

(18621881) and McDougalbf Glasgow (18471967) Two other datable artifacts were a sherd

of vitrified white earthenware with black transfer printedha k e r 6 prodmcedrbilhomas

Furnival & Sons between 1881 and890, and an American Civii Waroken wi t h Sco
omilitary displayScoowr |l these &éDuer Louahndiyd on
1863/1864(Imagesll, 12 and13; Bradley 2000117). Other artifactdhat were recovered with

some frequency included mammal bone fragments, with some examples of sawing, buttons and
marbles(seelmagesl2 and13).

Pre-Contact Artifacts

A total of 22 preContact artifacts were recovered during theg8t3 archaeological assessment
(Map 15). Chippedstone lithic artifacts consisted of threkert bifaces,six chert secondary
flakes, two quad flakes and four fragments of raw quafftnagel14). One of the bifaces was a
point made of Onondaga chenthich was tentatively assigned to the Meadowood com(sies

0 andmagel4). The point was triangular with slight incurvate margins and a convex base.
length of the point was 53 mm, though the very tip was broKeme width of the base was
30mm and the maximum thickness of the point was 6 mm; both the-sgosen and
longitudinal section were biconvex.here appeared to be poorly defined notches directly above
the basgwhere the point narrowed to 25 mm; the width of the point did not exceed this width for
the remainder of the bladdhe second biface waa partial Onondaga chert scraper/biface which
had a maximum length of 3Bm, a maximum width of 2Bim and a maximum thickness of
7mm( s e en Imageld). The longitudinal and crossections of the scraper veebiconvex.

It is also possible that this artifastas the proximal end of a point. The third biface was the
medial portion of a Onondaga chert side scraper/biffcs e en Imdagei4). The maximum
length of he piece was 4tm, the maximum width was 26m and maximum thicknessnim.
There was retouching along the entirety of one lateral margin creating seléhading pattern,

with no smilar retouching along the other margin

Six fragments of gritempere Woodland perioghotterywerealsorecoveregall non-diagnostic

body sherd¢lmagel5). Three of the sherds mended and had a cord roughened exterior surface.
The differences between these sherds and the thihee sherds led to the conclusion that a
minimum of two vessels were represented in the assemblage.fragment of shell was also
found

Analysis and Conclusions

The postContact artifacts recovered from the undisturbed remnant of the buried topsoil were
consistent with a Eur@anadian domestic occupation dating from the-rtodthe latter half of

10
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the nineteenth century. These sites are not rare, and this site in particular was not located in an
undisturbed context. Additionally, no structural featwese found indicating that the residence
illustrated on the 1861/1862 Walling map lay within the study area, or indeed any features
associated with the nineteenth century occupation of the property. The artifacts were also mostly
found in a mixed contextpgether with twentieth century and modern refuse. Even the remnant
buried topsoil was likely the exposed surface until at least 1912. The additional historic research
failed to reveal any new information about the possible nineteenth century occupaets.
tentative link may be with William Jackson, who was listed in the 1861 and 1871 census returns
as residing in Gananoque (no specific location given) as a tenant with no property of his own.
By 1881 he was described as a lighthouse keeper residirgd tmwn. Jackson had a daughter,

Hel en, who was 12 in 1871, perhaps the owner
Lot 4P1(seelmagel?). No other person with these initials was listed as residirigananoque

in the midnineteenth century, the period to which the bulk of the recovered historic artifacts
belong (LAC microfilm reels €045, G10001 and €13232). Nevertheless, given the reasons
above it has been determined that the ELmoadian comgnent of the Island Harbour Site
(BbGa16) is not of sufficient cultural heritage value or interest to warrant mitigation of
development impacts. The Ew@anadian occupation of the site should be considered
sufficiently documented through the extensiveofographs, measured drawings and artifact
collection undertaken as part of this Stage 3gpecific assessment.

The smallnumberof preContact artifact encounteretdmited thepotentialinterpretation of the
Native component of thsite howeverit was determined thathis component datkto the
Woodland periodwith the presence of a Meadowalke point tentatively suggesting that it
extended fronthe Early Woodland period. Woodland period archaeological sites are considered
to be ofsignificant enagh cultural heritage value or interest to always require Stage 4 mitigation
of development impacts. Avoidance and protection of thiswaienot a viable option for the
proposed development of the property, and therefore the full excavation of thee Hslemour

Site (BbGal6) was the preferred option for the mitigation of development imptactke site.

Part of theStage 3 study area, howevesas determined to have been heavily disturibeding

the late twentieth centurgndwas thereforexcluded fom requiring Stage 4 assessmeiap

16).

3.2.5 Previous Stage 3 Recommendations

The Stage 3 archaeological assessment of the Island Harbour Site IBp@Gztermined that the
preContact component of the site svaof cultural heritage value or interestlt was
recommendedn consultation with the Mohawk Council of Akwesasne and the Mohawks of the
Bay of Quinte- Tyendinaga Mohawk Territoryhat Stage 4nitigative excavatioitoe undertaken

as the preferred methdd address the outstanding archaeological concerns for the site. The
recommendd approachnvolvedthe mechanical removal of c. 20 cm of gravel overburden from
the site followed by the hand excavation of one metre square units using the established grid
from the Stage 3 archaeological assessmentwa#t also recommeretl that the nineteenth
century component of the siteshould be considered sufficiently documentbg the Stage 3
assessmerds itdid not have enoughultural heritage value or interest wi@srequire Stage 4
mitigation. It was indicated, bwever,that asartifacts associated with this occupation would be
unavoidable during the Stage 4 assessment of th€greactcomponent of the Island Harbour

11
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Site (BbGal6), any nineteenth century higtoartifacts from an undisturbed context should be
retained by unit and lot as they are encountered. It was further noted that should any historic
period features be uncovered during this assessment, they should be fully excavated and
documented in accdance withStandards and Guidelines for Consultant ArchaeologMiECS

2011). The cultural heritage value or interest of the historic component of the site was-to be re
evaluated on an ongoing basis throughout the Stage 4 excavation to determing panai

met requirements warranting Stage 4 mitigation and thus extend the limits of the excavation and
require the inclusion of detailed nineteenth century artifact documentation and analysis in the
Stage 4 archaeological assessment report.

12
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4.0 STAGE 4 ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT
4.1 Fieldwork Methodology

The Stage 4 archaeological assessment of the Island HarbouBB&&16) was completed

over the course ofvfe days- August 29" and September?, 39, 4" and %", 2014- with a crew

of betweenfive and seven people, including aboriginal site monitor. Fieldwork was
conducted according to the archaeological fieldwork standards outlin&tamdards and
Guidelines for Consultant ArchaeologigldCTS 2011). Weather and lighting condittowere

good with sunny topartially overcastskies providing good visibility, ideal conditions for the
identification, documentation and recovery of archaeological resournaggsl6 and17). As

noted in the Stage 3 report, the soils beyond the area previously recommended for Stage 3
assessment had been stripped to bedrock as part of the soil remediation process for the property
(seelmagesl6andl?).

The Stage 4 study area was located in the northwest corner of the prop#reysame general
area as the Stage 3 assessment, though parts 8tabe 3 studgrea had been elimated from
further work. Twenty-eight one metre square units were excavated as part of the Stage 4
mitigation of the kland Harbour Site (BbGh6). All but one of these units were locatedan
contiguous block excavatiaxtendng approximatelysix metresnorthrsouth by six metres east
west positioned in the northern hatff the grid as established during the Stage 3 assessment
(Map 17). No pre-Contactfeatures were uncovered during the course of the excavation and
therefore thdimits of the Stage 4were determined by unit yields for small f£entact sites as

set out in Tabld.1 of theStandards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologist$ CS
2011:85). The block excavation was continued in all directions untd@oatactand diagnostic
pre-Contact artifact yields fell below these requiremeniBhe block excavationunits were
provenienced using an alphameric grid systemunit numbers increased numerically from
south to north and alphabetically from east to weAll previously excavated Stage 3 units
within the block excavationetained their original proveniencelhe one exception to the new
provenience systemvas Unit 6P, a Stage 4 unit excavated adjacent to positive Stage 3 Unit 1P,
assigned the next availabiéf-grid designation continuing from thgétage 3 units.Unit 6P did

not contain anyconfirmedpre-Contact material§one fragment of raw quartz was recovéred
and it was decided th#te excavationshould be focused to the norththere a higher density of
pre-Contact materialead beemecovered duringhe Stage 3 assessmésgeMap 15).

A mechanical higkhoe was used to remove2fcm of the modern highly compacted coarse
limestone gravel from the area of the blogkcavation. The remainder of the gravel was
removed by shovel to avoid disturbing the underlying sbile stratigraphic excavation of each

one metre square unit was carried out by hand, using shaweltrowes$, and all excavated
material was screendldroughsix millimetre (1/4 inch) hardware meshith the exception of the

upper late twentieth century demolition deposit for most uriitgery soil level encountered was
given a sequential lot number; artifacts collected from specific soil levelsgiere the same

lot number. Each unit was continued at least 5 cm into sterile subsoil or to bedrock, whichever
appeared first. Upon completion, the floors and profiles of units were cleaned and examined for
the presence of cultural features. All artttatound were collected and retained. For all units,
artifacts were collected and bagged with as tight a provenience as possible, with any that could

13
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not be assigned to a specific lot (eg. artifacts recovered during wall cleaning) given the lot
numb®¥ré ¢ Hi st (oimeteenth and earlyotwentieth cenfuaytifacts were collected

and bagged according to their provenient®wever, they were not analyzed as part of th
assessmergiven thatthe historic component of the stbad beerdetermined tde of no further
cultural heritage value or interefillowing the Stage 3 assessment. No historic features or
artifacts were encountered during the course of the Stagéghtion requiring a reevaluation

of this determination of significance Furthe, no features or middens were encountered
requiring specialist analysis.

For the purposes of facilitatindescription, grid north waset parallel tdKate Street. The sides

of units excavated were assigned the directions closest to this grid systammgatiscussion to
maintain the use of simple north, south, east and west directions rather than more complicated
though truer nortimorthwest, etc. Sample profiles of each unit were cleaned and drawn at 1:20
scale as well as plan views when merited@he locations of all units were plotted on a site plan.
Field activities and all units were also recorded through field notes and digital photographs. A
catalogue of the material generated through the Staggigationis included belown Table1.

The complete photographic catalogue can be found as Appdndixd the locations and
orientations of all Stage 4 photographs used in this section of the report are sHdami8)

A handheldGeographic Positioning System (GPS) receiver was used to record the location and
limits of the site at the end of the Stage 4 excavation. The unit used was a Garmin eTrex
Legend. Using the buiih patch antenna, the unit is capable of calculating itgipogo within

15 metres (95% typical). In addition, this unit is capable of receiving Wide Area Augmentation
System (WAAS) position correction signals, which can improve the accuracy of the position
reporting to within two metres (under ideal conditijpn§urface elevations were taken using a
dumpy level, and tied to the same benchmark used for the Stagel 3 assessmesti a
manhole cover near the former public washroom buildiitly anelevationof 78.79 m aboveea

level (see Map8 and10 for location)

Table 1. Inventory of the Stage 4 Documentary Record.

Type of Document | Description Number of Records Location

Photographs Digital photographs 91 photographs On Past Recovery compute
documenting the Stage networki file PR1431
property survey

Field Notes Notes on the Stagetest 5 pages Past Recovery officefile
trench survey PR1431

Maps Site plan and soil profile 6 pages Past Receery office- file
drawings on graph paper PR1431

Artifacts Artifacts collected during | 305 pre-Contact Past Recovery office
the Stagel assessment Woodland period

Artifacts. Uncounted
postContact artifacts

14



Stage 4 Archaeological Assessment
Island Harbour Site (BbGa-16), Gananoque Past Recovery Archaeological Services Inc.

All pre-Contact artifacts were cleaned and labelled according togh®/enience (unit and lot

number). The artifacts were then inventoried using a modified version of a database designed by
Parks Canada (Christianson and Plousos, n.d.) and an artifact catalogue compiled (see Appendix

2). Sample artifacts were photoghed for inclusion in this report. As per therms and

Conditions for Archaeological LicencesOntario, curation of all field notes, photographs, maps

and artifacts generated during the Stage 4 archaeological assessment is being provided by Past
Recovey Archaeological Services Inc. pending the identification of a suitable repository. The

full Stage 4 artifact collection amounted to four standgaidz ed banker s boxes
including the unanalyzed pe€bntact materials.

4.2 Stage 4 Fieldwork Radts
4.2.1 The Site Contexts

Each lot within each unit was given a context designation based on the interpretatiorcif the
layers across the siteT@ble 2). The soil stratigraphy did not vary from thstratigraphy
indentifiedduringthe Stage assessmenénd thus it was determindadr the most parto use the

same context designations established in the Stage 3 assessment report for continuity and ease in
comparison of the results and interpretation betwikerStage 3 and Stage 4 assessn{gntegye

18to Image23).

The entire site had been capped wi20 cm to 30cm of modern crushed limestone gravel and
stonedust beddingfrom the former parking lot. Belo this was Context ,la demolition or
levelling fill consisting of lots associated either with heavy disturbance from the demolition of
the sheds and outbuildings associated with the Mitchell & Wilson Ltd. lumber mill between 1990
and 1994 or the grading the lot in preparation for the construction of the modern parking lot
between 1994 and 2009 he layers associated with this context ranged between 4 cm and 22 cm
in thickness. Beneath Context IContext 2 wasnaterialnot part of the late twentieth meiry
demolition episode, budlearlyrelated to the twentieth century industrial use of the property (i.e.
occupation or fill layers includindepositdhathad been cut into the remnant buried topsoil layer
below}), it appears thagaome of the lots in teiconteximayhavebeenassociated with footings or
support pillars dér the various twentieth centurfjumber shedsas some contained pieces of
broken concrete.These layers generally ranged between 4 cm and 20 cm in thickness, though
there were some deeppockets of disturbanceContext 3 consisted of lots interpreted as being
the undisturbed remnants of the original topasgumedo have been the exposed surface until

at least 19121 ots in this context varied between 2 cm and 24 cm in thickaedsncluded any
mottled deposits indicating a transition to subsdontext 4 was the subsoil, composed of
brown clay lying beneath the buried topsoil and above bedrock.

4.2.2 Features
TwentiethCentury Features

Several features relating to the twetitieentury industrial use of the property (included with
Context 2 deposits)ere identified during the course of the Stage 4 excavation. These features
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Table 2. Context and Lot Correlation Table for the Stage 4 Units.

Context 1 Context 2 Context 3 Context 4

Demolition/Fill Occupation/Fill Buried Topsoll

1A 1,2,4 3
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generally consisted ofcuts into the undisturbed buried topsoil and subsaid have been
interpreted as former post holedated tathe twentieth century lumber shed which stood on this
part of the propertyseelmage?2; see Map$ and7). The post holes were identified Feature 1

in Unit 6D (approximately 30 cm northeasbuthwest by 45 cm northwesbutheast and filled

with concrete fragmentdmage24; seelmage20), Feature 2 irUnit 5B (@n inner post removal

hole of c. 18 cm diameter and an outer post hole of c. 32 cm diameter, with a depth of 18 cm,;
Image 25, seelmage?2l), andFeature 3 ifJnit 6C (€. 18 cm diameter with a depth of 23 cm;
Image 26 and Image27). A similar cut had been documented in Unit 8lring the Stage 3
assessmer({Past Recovery 2014:27)Given the presence of concrete fragments, Feature 1 was
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not completely excavatedA late twentieth centurpporeholémonitoring wellexcavated by the
Paterson Group in 2018rawing PE2861-5) was also documented in the south peodf Unit
3E (mage28).

Possible stone base supports for padtshe open southern face of the lumber shed were
uncovered in Units 5B, 5C, and %Dd recorded as Feature #hese storswere all roughly the
same sizavith flat surfacesand werespaced approximately one metre apanoughlythe same
elevationon top ofContext3 (Image29;, seelmage26). The open face of the lumber shed is
depicted on thd926 and 194T7ire insuranceplans and in an aerial photograph dated 1919 (see
Image2; see Map$ and?).

Late NineteenthCentury Feature

A concentration of stones and a thin lens of charcoal was recortietts 2F and 3fas Feature

5 (Image 30; see Image 26). This featurewas found within Context 3 andheasured
approximately 75 cm (ndrtsouth) by 65 cm (eastest), with the charcoal lens measuring
approximately 30 cm (nortBouth) by 2@m (eastwest). Nineteenth centunartifacts were
recovered fronthe vicinity of this feature, though none from the lens of charcdéd pre
Contact naterial was recovered frorReature5, which appears to have been a small waste
disposal aredating to the second half of the nineteenth century

4.2.3 Pre-Contact Artifact Analysis

The majority of the305 preContactartifacts were recovered the Conext 2 twentieth century
occupation/fill layers (55.4%), followed by th@ontext 3buried topsoil(36.7%)with a small
amountfound in theContext 4 absoil (5.2%) and a negligible amounh the Context 1
demolition fill (2.6%) As thepre-Contact materiatecovered fronContexts 1 and 2 had likely
been displaced from thecal pre1912 original topsoil and ndteenimportedwith fill, t he entire
assemblage of pr€ontact artifacts recovered during the Stagmidgation will be discussed
together to provid a more meaningful interpretati@vap 19).

Lithics

Sixty one lithic artifacts were recoverdcbm the site with slightly more chert material (34)

than quartz material (27Image 31). None of the identifiabldormal tools were made from

quartz this eitherconsisted of fragments of raw mater{a8) or secondary flake€®; see ¢&6j 6 a
0 kimlmage31l).

The majority of the chert artifaxtconsistd of secondary flakes (23)ebitage(6) and a ra

piece of poor quality chers(e e o6 f 6, 0 gid Imagé3f).6 The forinad toods medovedel 6
included a Nanticoke notched point, a Meadowood notched;, paipartial distal end of a
projectile pointand a possible biface made of poor quality chéne of the recovered flakes
was determined to have been utilized based on the presence of retouching along its distal edge.

An Onondaga chert Nanticoke notchmmint was recovered from Unit 3Cs e én Indage81).
The total length of the point was #8n, with the blade length being &m and the hafting
element being #nm in length. The longitudinal crosgction ofthe pointwas biconvex. The
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blade shapevas triangular, its maximum width being i and its maximum thickness being
4 mm. The flaking pattern across the surface of the paastrandomhowever the later margins
of the blade have a beveled flaking patt on opposite sides producing a rhomboid eross
section. The hafting element of the poids side notchedhe internotch width being 8m
and the maximum width of the base being 20 ;ntine basewas also concave. Nanticoke
notched points are associatewith Ontario Iroquoian groups from c. 140850 A.D (Fox
1981).

A portion of @ Onondaga chert Meadowodiéle? notched pointvas recovered from Unit 2D
( s e en IrfddgeBl). Only the proximal portion of the jpat of wasfound;the distal enchad
beenbroken off by an oblique fracture The maximum length of the proximal portiaves
20mm. The width of the basgas 21 mm and itvas convex in shape. There appzhio be
poorly defined notches above the base nettbe point narroedto 18 mm; beyond the notches
the margins of the bladeere slightly incurvate. The flaking pattern across the puias
random and the maximum thicknessas 4.5mm. Both the crosssection and longitudinal
sectionwere biconvex in Bape.

A portion of the distal end of a triangular biface, likely a point, was recovered from U(se@A
0 cirblmage3l1). The tip and the proximal portions of the pdatd beerfractured off. The
bifacewas made of Onondaga chethe maximum length of the recovered portisas 19mm,
the maximum width 16hm and the maximum thicknessrn. The crossectionwas biconvex
and the flaking patterwas random.

A utilized flake was recovered from Unit 4Ds e an Indage@1). The flakewas made of dark
grey chert andboth thestriking platform and bulb of percussiavere clearly visible. The flake
was roughly square in shape, its maximum length beingni28 its maximum vdth 24mm and

its maximum thickness /hm. Thee wa retouching along the distal margin of the flake on its
dorsal surface.

A biface made from a poor quality grey chert vaésorecoveredrom Unit 4D( s e an Indaged
31). The bifacewas triangular and crudely worked, possibly owing to the difficulty of knapping
the poor quality material. The maximum length of the bifa@s 31mm, the maximum width

19 mm andthe maximum thickness 1thm.

Pottery

The majority, ifnot all, of thepre-Contact potterysherds in the Island Harbour Site (BdG3)
assemblage appear have beerderived from vessels manufactured using the paddle and anvil
technique the possible exception being Vessel 2 (see bel®eéveral lines of esience lead to

this conclusion: the absence olbvious coil breaks or oblique separations in sherd profiles,
vessel thicknegs (relatively thin), and the frequency of delamination/exfoliatiGtattery made

in this way is often friable and is known to deiaate easily (Adams 1995:75). Macroscopic
examination of sherd profiles and exfoliated surfaces revealed that at least two types of minerals,

2 The tentative assignment of this point to the Meadowood complex has been supported by Nick Adams, an
archaeologist with expertise in the ffentact material culture of this region.
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quartz and feldspar, were common constituents of the temper, with mica being slightly less
common. An examinatbn of the sherd profiles and exfoliated surfaces indicaegiability in

the firing atmospherdhe ceramic assemblage included a mixture of surface and paste colours.
This variability was typical of vessels fired in the open, where the atmosphere calhtinu
change during different stages in the combustion, and with shifting draft and air currents.

The Island Harbour Site (Bb&k6) ceramic assemblages dominated by body sherds (91.3%),
with other sherds identified as being part of the neck or deo(8.7%) or rims (4.5%). Othe
nonrim sherds61.48% were undecorated,23% were decorated an@5% had delaminated
exterior surfaces. Decorative techniques appearing in the assemblage included simple dentate
stanped (48), pseudo scallop shell)(&ord pbughened (6), linear stareg(3), incised lines (1),
rocker stamped (1gnd channeling (1). Some sherds in the assemblage had multiple decorative
techniqus in such combinations apseudo scallop shell/tool impressed (B$eudo scallop
shell/simple denta stampd (1), simple dentate staradlinear stampd (1), and simple dentate
stamgdtool impressed/pushull method (1). In addition to these decorative elements, surface
treatments included several examples of faintly impressed linear striations esbservthe
interior surfaces of sherds, likely resulting from interior brushing during the production of the
vessel.

Although it was not possible to reconstruct a complete vessel from the ceramic assemblage,
reconstruction of portions of rims, necks andwstiers,showed that the assemblage included
constricted necks (see Vessel 1 and Tentative Vesbeloly, seelmages36 and 38). Two
examples of collars weralso noted, onebeing incipient and the other well developddee

Vessel 1 and Vessell#low, seelmage36). No examples of castellations were observed. The
rim profiles included straight with squared lip (3)tward flaring with squared lip (2), straight

with lip diagonal to profile (1) and slightly everted with an extended rounded lip (1).

Therewas a concentration qfotterysherds(66) recovered from Units 4D, 4E, 5D and %ee
Map 19). This area was also the location of a late nineteenth century/early twentieth century
disturbanceanto the buried topsaftransition tosubsoilrecorded as Lot 4 in Units 4D and 4E
(Image32 to Image35; seelmage22 andimage23). The soil of the disturbance was the same
as the overlyingoccupation surfacewith the differentiation between the lots based on a
concentration of limestone cobbles amallders in the disturbance. These stdmsdnot been

cut or shapedandhad not beestacledin any form. It was determined thatot 4 in these units
was associated with the early twentieth centwrgupation surface given thaenticalsoils and

the pesence ofate nineteenth and early twentieth century artifactsots 4D2a, 4D2b,4D4,

4E2 and 4E4 Therewasalsoa crossmend between two pr€ontact sherds frorhots 5E2 and

5E4, showing the extent of the disturbancethis area The vast majorityof the pre-Contact
potterysherdsin these unitsvere smaller than two square centimetres. Two thirds (44) of the
sherdswere undecoratedwith the remainder decorated with one of several styles including
simple dentate stared(13), cord roughened/corndcised (3), pseudo scallop shell (1), pseudo
scallop shell and simple dentattamped1), tool impressed (1), and channeling (There vere

no crossmending sherds between these yratsd was only four instances of two sherds cross
mendingbetween |at within one uit. A few of the sherds were identified as being paft
Vessels 7, 8 and 9, and Tentative Vessels 2 and 7 (see below).
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For the purposeof identifying individual vessels in the assemblagiee minimum requirement

was the presence of a fion of a rim. A second categgigbelled tentative vesselsas created

to identify sherds or groups of sherds which apge@to represent distinct vessels based on
decoration and paste bwithout an associated rim. In total nine vessetreidentified, along

with seven tentative vessels. A brief description of each of the identified vessels is presented
below, and a photograph of each is provided in Sedidh

Vessel 1

Units; 3C and4C
Inventory Numbers#0105, #£106,#0111,#0112
Photographd @n Image36

Vessel 1 was the most complete of the identified vessels, dogsi$tthree mended rim sherds
andfive mended sherds from the neck. Thesas one additional sherd whicppeared to be
associated wh this vesselhowever itwas highly weathered anddinot mendwith any of the
other sherds The vessel lthan incipient collarthat wasl1l cm wideand decorated with tool
impressed right and left rising obliques, the angle of sohtlee obliqueswas D slight that they
were almost vertical. The shaessof the collarsectionprevened the recognition of any clear
patterning in the impressions. The lip of the vesssl smooth and undecorateohd the interior
rim was decorated with a band of tool pressed right rising obliques. The rim profilas
straight with a square lip. Thvessel hd a constricted neckhe exterior surface offhich had
fine horizontal striations fronsmoothing with arush. The mouth of the vessel would have
been approximtely 24cm in diameter.

Vessel 2

Unit: 3E
Inventory Number#0125
Photographé bindimage36

Vessel 2 was represented by aime sherd. The exterior surface of the nwas decorated with
faint right rising oblgue incising, belowwhich was a 7 mm wide band without decoration
Beneath the undecorated band theerior of the vesselas decorated witlrocker stamped
impressionsleaving a serpentine edg&he rim profilewas straight and the lip diagonal to the
profile of the sherd, sloping down to the interior of the rifrhe decoration on the exterior of
this sherdappeared to beery similar to a Point Peninsula rim sherd presented in a report by
Phill Wright on theWoodland occupations of Charleston Lakes(B&gure 2 in Wright 1982:64).

In light of this comparison it must be considered that the portion of this sherd identified as the
rim may actually be a colil fracture and the faint oblique incising noted along the rimsbédip
second band abcker sampeddecoration The Point Peninsuleomplexdates from c. 700 B.C.

to 900 A.D, and is associated with the Middle Woodland period.
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Vessel 3

Unit: 2A
Inventory Number#0137
Photographé dndimage36

Vessel3 was represented by a single rim sherd. Thewam 4mm thick, while the distinct
collar was up to 1dnm thick. The collawas decorated with a frame of right rising oblique
impressed lines and horizontal impressed lines. The apex of the thickelaedvesldecorated
with a narrow band of oblique tool impressed marks, belduch the exteriorwas decorated
with horizontal linear impressions. The lyas square in profile and the interior surfacel ha
faint horizontal striations from brushing.

Vessel 4

Unit: 2C
Inventory Number#0142
Photographé andmage37

Vessel 4 was represented by a singiesherd. The exterior surfages decorated with deeply
impressed roughly vertical lines of a fine dentate ptatrappeared thdhe toolhad beereeply
pressed into the clay and then wedged from left to right to form the grooves into which the stamp
was inserted The lipwas decorated with a simple dentate stamp produeuagrows of small
square impressiongamg the lip. The interior surface of the vessel was decorated with simple
dentate stamgwhich resulted in rows of small square impressions, similar to those made on the

lip.
Vessel 5

Unit: 5D
Inventory Number#0022
Photographé dnbimage36

Vessel Swas represented by a single rim sherd. The exterior surface directly below wes lip
decorated with left rising oblique pseudo scallop shell impressions with possible right rising
oblique pseudo scallop shethpressions resulting in a cross hatching pattéhis bandwas
15mm wide. Below the pseudo scallop shell decoratiaa a band of simple dentate stamp
impressionsforming two rows of rectangular impressions. The lip of the vesssldecorated

with impressionshowever the 3 mm width of the rim whadistinguishing these impressions
difficult. Some of them appeed to besimilar to pseudo scallop shell. The rim profilas
outward flaring with a squared lip. The interior surface of the shesdsnooth with faint
striations from brushing. The diameter of the mouéls approximately 14 cm, thougfiventhe

small size of the sherd this should be considered a rough estimat
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Vessel 6

Unit: 5D
Inventory Number#0020
Photographé birdimage37

Vessel 6 was represented by a single rim sherd. The profile of theistieatedthat the rim
was rounded and slightly outward flaring. The exterior surface of tl& mas partially
exfoliated but there appeadto be one left rising oblique pseudo scallop shell impressite
rim and interior surface of the shesgre undecorated. The diameter of the maftthe vessel
was approximately 16 cm, thougiiventhe small size of the sherd this should be consibare
rough estimagt.

Vessel 7

Unit: 5E
Inventory Number: 8035
Photographé @ndmage36

Vessel 7 was represented by one very small rim shéndprofile the lipwas square. The
exterior surface was decoratedth right rising oblique dentate staegbimpressions. The lip
and interior surfacesere undecorated.

Vessel 8

Unit: 5D
Inventory Number#0010
Photographé dnbimage37

Vessel 8 was represented by one venals rim sherd with an exfoliated interior surface. The
exterior surface of the neckas decorated with two tool impressed oyatsappears that the
same toohad beemused to make impressions across the rim.

Vessel 9

Unit: 4D
Inventory Number: 8080
Photographé dandmage37

Vessel 9 was represented by two very small rim shefdhe profile of the rim appeadto be
straight with a square lip. The exterior of the shesd decorated with tool impressedht
rising oblique ovalsit appears that the same tdad beerused to make oblique impressions on
the rim.
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Tentative Vessel 1

Units: 2C Lots 3 and 4, 5E nemendng sherds
Inventory Numbers#0146, #©148
Photographdé andmage38

Tentative Vessel 1 was represented by 12 body shesdsof the sherds mended forming a
portion of a constricted neck. The extesiof all of the sherds were decorated with a simple
dentate stamp which left rectangular impressianross the entire surfadbe only other noted
decoration was a single thin horizontal band of tool impressions whickdsaokilar to small
chevrons This band possibly demarcdtthe shouldeof the vessel The interior surface of one
of the sherdspresumably towards the rimjas decorated with a simple dentate stamp leaving
rectangular impressions.

Tentative Vessel 2

Unit: 5E
Inventory Number: @171
Photographé dndimage38

Tentative Vessel 2 was reganted by a single body sherd. The internal diameter gbdhe
represented by thisody sherdvas estimated ato more than 4 cm, sugges that this sherd
was a fragment of a juvenile, seed, or pinch pot. The exterior of the wlsrdecorated with
horizontal cord impressed or possibly incised lines

Tentative Vessel 3

Unit: 3B

Inventory Number: @129
Photographé dnbimage38

Tentative Vessel 3 was indentified based @inglebody or possilyl collar shed. The exterior
surface of the shendas decorated with panes of left rising oblique linear stamped lines and right
rising oblique linear stamped lines. The sheed 6 mm thick.

Tentative Vessel 4

Unit: 3B

Inventory Number: .30
Photographé birlimage38

Tentative Vessel 4 was represented by one sherd decorated with oblique pseudo scallop shell
impressions. The shevedbs 11mm thick.
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Tentative Vesseb

Unit: 1B
Inventory Number: @152
Photographé eéndmage38

Tentative Vessel 5 was represented by one sherd decorated with five lines of a fine simple
dentate stamp and two bamf tool impressed mark®sultingin triangular impressionsSome

of these marks appeedto have been producedsinga pushpull method. The shendas 9mm

thick.

Tentative Vessel 6

Unit: 6C
Inventory Number: 8026
Photographé findmage38

Tentative Vessel 6 was represented by three mendedisstuecorated with very faint or
smoothedbver oblique pseudo scallop shell or simple dentate sdiimes, as well as bands of
tool impressed marks. The shevase 7 mm thick.

Tentative Vessel 7

Unit: 4E
Inventory Numbers: @096 and #060
Photographé gniimage38

Tentative Vessel 7 was represented by two mended sherds wériehdecorated with pseudo
scallop shell impressions, bands of a simple dentate stamp of rectangular impressions, bands of
short and naow incised lines and oval tool impressions whigkre in rough bands and
sometimes overlapping. The exterior surfacé the sherdswere black while the interior
surfaca werebuff with clear striations from brushing.

4.3 Analysis and Conclusions

The presence of pr€ontact material in thicationwas unsurprising given its proximity to the
confluence of the Gananoque and St. Lawrence Rivers. The Gananoguev&emshedand
associated lakes have a well documented history of occupation durMéptatand period, with

more than 36 pr€ontact sites being known in the immediate vicinity of Charleston Lake, which
was accessible from the Gananoque river system via a 400 metre portage (Lockwood 1996:10;
Wright 1982:59, 62) andt leasfiive Woodland site being presentn South Lake (Wright 1984,
Wright and Englebert 1989). Prior to the construction of the Rideau Canal in the late 1820s the
Gananoquéiver watershed extended north to the RidBater watershed and was an important
transportation corridofWatson 2007:42, 584, 6466). The St. Lawrence River wadso a

major transportation corridor and the Thousand Islands area has a number of documented Early
Woodland (Adelaide Island 2, See Mound, Gordon Island NorthoB&#y and Pike Farm) and
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Middle Woodland (Gordon Island North, Mulcaster Island East, Squaw Island South and Canoe
Poini sites Abel and Fuerst 1999:222). There is #ack of documentatiomelative tothe Early
Late Woodland period in the Thousand Islgrimig occupations datg to this periodhave been
better documentedo the east of Brockville along the St. Lawrence Rivamd along the
downstream portions of rivers/creeks draining into it (Morin 2001:@6yidence ofthe Late
WoodlandSt. Lawrence Iroquois cultutigas also not den foundn the Thaisand Islands area
thoughthis culture iswell documentedo theeast in thePrescott Clustérand to the south in
Jefferson County of New York State (Jamieson 1990). The lackviolence for alLate
Woodland occupation in the Ganamegarea is not surprisings the Late Woodland period is
associated with the introduction of maiaed tobacco the practice of horticulture anthe
formation of sempermanent to permanent villageBherugged terrain of therontenac Axisn
the Canadan Shield would not have beeronducive to this new subsistence strategy.

The traits present in the ceramic assemblage from the site suggeastctirattiins evidence of
occupation datingfrom the late Middle Woodland periotb the Late Woodland period.
Evidence for the former period includéise higher frequency of simple dentate stathpnd
pseudo scallop shell decorations, which were common decorations during this period, with
dentate stampg becoming more common towards the end of the Middle Woodtemibd.
Further,Vessel 2appears to have been associatéith the Middle WoodlandPoint Peninsula
complex (Spence et. al 1990:143). The traitssuggesitve of the Late Woodland period
include the paddle and anvil production techniqwiich appeardo have been used in the
production of these vessels based on the relative thinness of the vessel walls and the absence of
coil breaks or obligue separations in sherd prafileShe transition from coil technique
production to the paddle and anvil techniqeewred between the Middle Woodland and Late
Woodland periods, with théatter being more prominent during the Late Woodlgmetiod
(Adams 1995; Fox 1990:172)Another ceramic trait associated with the Late Woodlpedod
wasthe development of collarsoresselgsee Vessel 1 and VesselAlams 1995; Williamson
1990:319). Nanticoke noteld points were associated with Ontario Iroquoian groups ¢ 3400
1550 A.D, supporing a Late Woodland date (Kenyon 1®8 Outliers to these dategere the

two bifacespne recovered during ti&age 3 assessment, that have been tentatively described as
Meadowoodike points, generally associated with the Early Woodland peridtiere were,
howeverno other indicatorfor an Early Woodland occupation

The relatively lowdensities of artifacts and broad time range of the diagnibstis within the
assemblage suggest that this site was periodically occupied for brief periods during the late
Middle Woodland and Late Woodland periods. Continuous occupation of the sitd is no
suspectedjiven the lack of features and low number of artifacisseems most likely that the
Island HarbouiSite represents a seasonal camp and its location suggests its pugsdsethe
exploitation of aquatic resources, though there was notdiedence collected from the site to
support this interpretation.lt should be remembed, howeverthat most of thepre-Contact
artifacts were nofoundin a pristine contexthey were intermixed wititems from themid- to

late nineteenth century dostiE occupation of the sifeas wellas material related to the later

® The postContact artificts were collected during the Stage 4 assessment but were not amelyzedStage 3
assessmerttad determinedthat the postContactcomponentof the sitehad nofurther cultural heritage value or
interest.
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industrial use of the propertyThe recovered materialkely only representa remnant of the
pre-Contactitemsassociated with this site prior to the extensiireeteenth and twentie century
disturbance.

4.4 Stage 4 Recommendations

Given the lack of cultural featurgthe extent of excavation and therefore shme of thesite was
determined by unit yields for small p@ontact sites as set out in Tadlé of theStandards and
Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologis(MTSC 2011:85). With the reduction in artifact
density to below the threshold considered to be of significance at the edges of the block
excavation and the documentation thfe soil stratigraphy through scaled drawsngnd
photography, the archaeological mitigation of development impacts to the Island Harbour Site
(BbGa16) should be considered concluded.

This report forms the basis for the following recommendation:

1) The Stage 4 mitigation @he Island Harbour Sit@bGa-16) recommended in the Stage 3
archaeological assessment has been completed and there are no further archaeological
concerns for the site.

The reader is also referred to Section 5.0 below to ensure compliance wixhtére Heritage
Actas it may relte to this project.
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5.0 ADVICE ON COMPLIANCE WITH LEGISLATION

In order to ensure compliance with tkintario Heritage Act the reader is advised of the
following:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

This report is submitted to the Minister of Tourism, Culture and Sport as a condition of
licensing in accordance with Part VI of tetario Heritage AGtR.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
recanmendations 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 thg dflinistr
Tourism, Culture and Sporg, letter will be issued by the iNstry stating that there are

no further concerns with regard to alterations to archaeological sites by the proposed
development.

It is an offence under Sections 48 and 69 of@meario Helitage Actfor any party other

than a licensed archaeologist to make any alteration to a known archaeological site or to
remove any artifact or other physical evidence of past human use or activity from the site,
until such time as a licensed archaeologas 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 referréalin Section 65.1 of th@ntario Heritage Act

Should previously undocumented archaeological resources be discovered, they may be a
new archaeological site and therefore subject to Section 48 (1) Qinttagio Heritage

Act The proponent or person disesing 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) ofQhtario Heritage

Act

The Cemeteries A¢R.S.Q 1990 c. C.4 and thieuneral, Burial and Cremation Services
Act, 2002, S.O. 2002, c.33 (when proclaimed in force) require that any person
discovering human remains must notify the police or coroner and the Registrar of
Cemeteries at the Ministry of Consantervices.

Archaeological sites recommended for further archaeological fieldwork or protection
remain subject to Section 48 (1) of tbatario Heritage Actand may not be altered, or
have artifacts removed from them, except by a person holding an dogiealdicence.
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6.0 LIMITATIONS AND CLOSURE

Past Recovery Archaeological Servides. has prepared this report in a manner consistent with
that level of care and skill ordinarily exercised by members of the archaeological profession
currently practicig under similar conditions in the jurisdiction in which the services are
provided, subject to the time limits and physical constraints applicable to this report. No other
warranty, expressed or implied, is made.

This report has been prepared for the dpesite, design objective, developments and purpose
prescribed in the client proposal and subsequent agreed upon changes to the contract. The
factual data, interpretations and recommendations pertain to a specific project as described in this
report andare not applicable to arother project or site location.

Unless otherwise stated, the suggestions, recommendations and opinions given in this report are
intended only for the guidance of the client in the design of the specific project.

Special risks ocauwhenever archaeological investigations are applied to identify subsurface
conditions and even a comprehensive investigation, sample and testing program may fail to
detect all or certain archaeological resources. The sampling strategies in this stphjyvadm
those identified in the Mi nStasdardsyanddGuidelinesdor i s m,
Consultant Archaeologis(2011).

The documentation related to this archaeological assessment will be curated by Past Recovery
Archaeological Servicelnc. until such a time that arrangements for their ultimate transfer to an
approved and suitable repository can be made to the satisfaction of the project owner(s), the
Ontario Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport and artyeotlegitimate interest group.

We trust that this report meets your current needs. If you have any questions of if we may be of
further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned.

et

Jeff Ear] M.SocSc.
Principal
Past Recovery Archaeological Servites.
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Map 2. The developnent plan for the study area. (Courtesy of Island Harbour Inc.

34



Stage 4 Archaeological Assessment
Island Harbour Site (BbGa-16), Gananoque Past Recovery Archaeological Services Inc.

Legend: Scale:

Study area 0 25m

Project:
Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment
175 St. Lawrence Street, G, que

Title:
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Base: DRAPE satellite imagery, 2008

Map 3. Aerial photograph of the study area, 2008.
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Stage2 Archaeological Assessment
175 St. Lawrence Street, Gananoque Past Recovery Archaeological Servicdsc.

Map 4. Current plan showing the lot divisionswithin the study area.
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