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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  

A Stage 1 and 2 archaeological assessment was conducted for a proposed gravel pit, located at 699 Paris 

Plains Church Road, in Brant County, Ontario. The Project area is roughly 111 ha (275 ac) in size and is 

located in part of Lot 1, West of Grand River, Concession 4, and part of Lots 26 and 27, Concession 4, in the 

Former Geographic Township of South Dumfries. The majority of the Project area is comprised of active 

agricultural fields (108 ha) and it also has a small water feature surrounded by grass and trees (3 ha). In 2021, 

TMHC was contracted by Miller Paving Limited to carry out the assessment, which was conducted in 

accordance with the provisions of the Provincial Policy Statement. The work was also undertaken as a standard 

condition under the Aggregate Resources Act, R.S.O. 1990, with the purpose being to evaluate potential for 

archaeological resources on the property and undertake a field survey to establish if any were present that 

would be negatively affected by the proposed change in land use. The purpose of the assessment was to 

determine whether there were archaeological resources present within the Project area. 

The Stage 1 background study included a review of current land use, historic and modern maps, past 

settlement history for the area and a consideration of topographic and physiographic features, soils and 

drainage. It also involved a review of previously registered archaeological resources within 1 km of the 

Project area and previous archaeological assessments within 50 m. The background study indicated that the 

property had potential for the recovery of archaeological resources due the proximity (i.e., within 300 m) of 

features that signal archaeological potential, namely:  

¶ a known water source (a wetland); 

¶ historic transportation routes (Paris Plains Church Road); 

¶ within an area of early 19th century settlement (19th century homesteads, church and school); and 

¶ designated heritage properties (Paris Plains Church and Cemetery and Maus School House). 

The Stage 2 investigation employed both pedestrian and shovel test pit surveys at 5 m transect intervals. The 

majority of the Project area was subject to pedestrian survey (108.0 ha; 96.9%). Test pitting at a 5 m interval 

was conducted for the grassed and treed areas (0.70 ha; 0.6%). A small portion of the Project area consists of 

a gravel laneway that was previously disturbed (0.37 ha; 0.3%), while other portions were low and wet (0.34 

ha; 0.3%) or sloped (2.08 ha; 1.9%). The Stage 2 survey resulted in the discovery of 22 archaeological 

locations, three of which qualify for further assessment. Recommendations with respect to each of these 

locations are presented below.  

1. Locations 3 through 6, 8, 10 through 16, 18 and 21, are sites for which a more specific cultural or 

temporal affiliation cannot be assigned. These sites do not meet provincial criteria for Stage 3 

assessment and no further work is recommended as they are considered fully documented.  

2. Location 1 (AhHc-331) is an Indigenous site with an Early Archaic Period affiliation. Under the provincial 

framework, the site has further CHVI and qualifies for Stage 3 assessment based on the presence of 

an isolated Early Archaic diagnostic artifact. The Stage 3 strategy should follow that established for 

sites where it is not yet evident that the level of CHVI will result in a recommendation to proceed to 

Stage 4 (MTC 2011:51, Table 3.1). This would involve the excavation of 1 m units across a 5 m grid 

throughout the site, with an additional 20% of infill units placed in areas of interest. As per Section 

3.2.2, Standard 7, soils should be screened through 3 mm mesh hardware cloth for 20% of the total 

units excavated. The CSP for this site has already been completed. 
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3. Location 2 (AhHc-332) is an isolated Indigenous artifact findspot consisting of a Middle Archaic Period 

projectile point. This findspot does not meet provincial criteria for Stage 3 assessment and no further 

work is recommended as it is considered fully documented. 

4. Location 7 (AhHc-333) is an isolated Indigenous artifact findspot consisting of a Late Archaic Period 

projectile point. This findspot does not meet provincial criteria for Stage 3 assessment and no further 

work is recommended as it is considered fully documented. 

5. Location 9 (AhHc-334) is an isolated Indigenous artifact findspot consisting of a Late Archaic Period 

projectile point. This findspot does not meet provincial criteria for Stage 3 assessment and no further 

work is recommended as it is considered fully documented. 

6. Location 17 (AhHc-335) is an isolated Indigenous artifact findspot consisting of a Late Archaic Period 

projectile point. This findspot does not meet provincial criteria for Stage 3 assessment and no further 

work is recommended as it is considered fully documented. 

7. Location 19 (AhHc-336) is an Indigenous site with a Woodland Period affiliation. Under the provincial 

framework, the site has further CHVI and qualifies for Stage 3 assessment based on the presence of 

Indigenous pottery and at least five non-diagnostic artifacts from combined test pit and test unit 

excavations. The Stage 3 strategy should follow that established for sites where it is evident that the 

level of CHVI will result in a recommendation to proceed to Stage 4 (MTC 2011:51, Table 3.1). This 

would involve the excavation of 1 m2 units across a 10 m grid throughout the site, with an additional 

40% of infill units placed in areas of interest. 

8. Location 20 (AhHc-337) is an Indigenous site with a Late Woodland Period affiliation. This site does not 

meet provincial criteria for Stage 3 assessment and no further work is recommended as it is 

considered fully documented. 

9. Location 22 (AhHc-338) is an Indigenous site comprised of 16 undiagnostic artifacts, two of which are 

burnt, over a 28 m (east-west) by 12 m (north-south) area. Under the provincial framework, the site 

has further CHVI and qualifies for Stage 3 assessment based on the presence of at least 10 non-

diagnostic artifacts within a 10 m by 10 m pedestrian survey area. The Stage 3 strategy should follow 

that established for sites where it is not yet evident that the level of CHVI will result in a 

recommendation to proceed to Stage 4 (MTC 2011:51, Table 3.1). This would involve the excavation 

of 1 m2 units across a 5 m grid throughout the site, with an additional 20% of infill units placed in areas 

of interest. The CSP for this site has already been completed. 

In addition to the site-specific recommendations, due to the proximity and age of the Paris Plains Cemetery, 

and that the precise boundaries of the cemetery are not sufficiently well defined or documented to 

conclusively establish that no unmarked graves or portions thereof may be present within the Project area, a 

Cemetery Investigation is recommended. As the Stage 2 assessment has determined that there are no 

outstanding archaeological concerns adjacent the cemetery lands, the specifics of the cemetery investigation 

should be determined in consultation with the MCM and the Bereavement Authority of Ontario (BAO), and 

be in keeping with the Funeral, Burials, and Cremation Services Act (FBCSA), as well as the 2011 Standards and 

Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists. 

Our recommendations are subject to the conditions laid out in Section 5.0 of this report and to the MCMõs 

review and acceptance of this report into the provincial registry. 
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1 PROJECT CONTEXT  

1.1 Development Context 

1.1.1 Introduction  

A Stage 1 and 2 archaeological assessment was conducted for a proposed gravel pit, located at 699 Paris Plains 

Church Road, in Brant County, Ontario. The Project area is roughly 111 ha (275 ac) in size and is located in 

part of Lot 1, West of Grand River, Concession 4, and part of Lots 26 and 27, Concession 4, in the Former 

Geographic Township of South Dumfries. The majority of the Project area is comprised of active agricultural 

fields (108 ha) and it also has a small water feature surrounded by grass and trees (3 ha). In 2021, TMHC was 

contracted by Miller Paving Limited to carry out the assessment, which was conducted in accordance with the 

provisions of the Provincial Policy Statement. The work was also undertaken as a standard condition under the 

Aggregate Resources Act, R.S.O. 1990, with the purpose being to evaluate potential for archaeological resources 

on the property and undertake a field survey to establish if any were present that would be negatively affected 

by the proposed change in land use. The purpose of the assessment was to determine whether there were 

archaeological resources present within the Project area. 

All archaeological assessment activities were performed under the professional archaeological license of Sherri 

Pearce, M.A. (P316) and in accordance with the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (MTC 

2011, òStandards and Guidelinesó). Permission to enter the property and carry out all required archaeological 

activities, including collecting artifacts when found, was given by Ken Zimmerman from Miller Paving Limited. 
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1.1.2 Purpose and Legislative Context 

The Ontario Heritage Act (R.S.O. 1990a) makes provisions for the protection and conservation of heritage 

resources in the Province of Ontario. Heritage concerns are recognized as a matter of provincial interest in 

Section 2.6.2 of the Provincial Policy Statement (PPS 2020) which states: 

development and site alteration shall not be permitted on lands containing archaeological resources 

or areas of archaeological potential unless significant archaeological resources have been conserved. 

In the PPS, the term conserved means: 

the identification, protection, management and use of built heritage resources, cultural heritage 

landscapes and archaeological resources in a manner that ensures their cultural heritage value or 

interest is retained. This may be achieved by the implementation of recommendations set out in 

a conservation plan, archaeological assessment and/or heritage impact assessment that has been 

approved, accepted or adopted by the relevant planning authority and/or decision-maker. 

Mitigative measures and/or alternative development approaches can be included in these plans 

and assessments.  

The Aggregate Resources Act (R.S.O. 1990b) also calls for the conservation of heritage resources and all class-

specific license applications filed with the Ministry of Natural Resources must provide technical reports that 

outline measures for the identification and mitigation of archaeological resources within proposed extraction 

areas. Thus, cultural heritage resources must be considered within the licensing approval process. Aggregate 

extraction may only take place on properties that have been cleared of archaeological concern. The purpose of 

a Stage 1 background study is to determine if there is potential for archaeological resources to be found within 

a proposed licensed area. If a property demonstrates archaeological potential, a Stage 2 field survey must be 

carried out. If potentially significant sites are found during the field review, subsequent Stage 3 and Stage 4 

assessments may be required. 
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2 STAGE 1 BACKGROUND REVIEW  

2.1 Research Methods and Sources 

A Stage 1 overview and background study was conducted to gather information about known and potential 

cultural heritage resources within the project area. According to the Standards and Guidelines, a Stage 1 

background study must include a review of: 

¶ an up-to-date listing of sites from the Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalismõs (MCM) PastPortal 

for 1 km around the property; 

¶ reports of previous archaeological fieldwork within a radius of 50 m around the property; 

¶ topographic maps at 1:10,000 (recent and historical) or the most detailed scale available; 

¶ historical settlement maps (e.g., historical atlas, survey); 

¶ archaeological management plans or other archaeological potential mapping when available; and, 

¶ commemorative plaques or monuments on or near the property. 

For this project, the following activities were carried out to satisfy or exceed the above requirements: 

¶ a database search was completed through MCMõs PastPortal system that compiled a list of registered 

archaeological sites within 1 km of the project area (completed October 26, 2021); 

¶ a review of known prior archaeological reports for the property and adjacent lands; 

¶ Ontario Base Mapping (1:10,000) was reviewed through ArcGIS and mapping layers provided by 

geographynetwork.ca; 

¶ detailed mapping provided by the client was also reviewed; and, 

¶ a series of historic maps and photographs was reviewed related to the post-1800 land settlement. 

Additional sources of information were also consulted, including modern aerial photographs, local history 

accounts, soils and physiographic data provided by the Ontario Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs 

(OMAFRA), and both 1:50,000 (Natural Resources Canada) and finer scale topographic mapping.  

When compiled, background information was used to create a summary of the characteristics of the project 

area, in an effort to evaluate its archaeological potential. The Province of Ontario (MTC 2011; Section 1.3.1) 

has defined the criteria that identify archaeological potential as: 

¶ previously identified archaeological sites; 

¶ water sources; 

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

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

o features indicating past water sources (e.g., glacial lake shorelines, relic river or stream 

channels, shorelines of drained lakes or marshes, cobble beaches); 

o accessible or inaccessible shorelines (e.g., high bluffs, sandbars stretching into a marsh); 

¶ elevated topography (e.g., eskers, drumlins, large knolls, plateau); 

¶ pockets of well-drained sandy soils; 

¶ distinctive land formations that might have been special or spiritual places (e.g., waterfalls, rock 

outcrops, caverns, mounds, promontories and their bases); 

¶ resource areas, including: 

file:///C:/Users/Matthew/Documents/TMHC%20Files/To%20review/geographynetwork.ca
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o food or medicinal plants (e.g., migratory routes, spawning areas, prairies); 

o scarce raw materials (e.g., quartz, copper, ochre, or chert outcrops); 

o early Settler industry (e.g., fur trade, logging, prospecting, mining); 

¶ areas of early 19th-century settlement, including: 

o early military locations; 

o pioneer settlement (e.g., homesteads, isolated cabins, farmstead complexes); 

o wharf or dock complexes; 

o pioneer churches; 

o early cemeteries; 

¶ early transportation routes (e.g., trails, passes, roads, railways, portage routes); 

¶ a property listed on a municipal register, designated under the Ontario Heritage Act, or that is a federal, 

provincial, or municipal historic landmark or site; and, 

¶ a property that local histories or informants have identified with possible archaeological sites, historical 

event, activities, or occupations. 

In Southern Ontario (south of the Canadian Shield), any lands within 300 m of any of the features listed above 

are considered to have potential for the discovery of archaeological resources. 

Typically, a Stage 1 assessment will determine potential for Indigenous and 19th-century period sites 

independently. This is due to the fact that lifeways varied considerably during these eras, so the criteria used 

to evaluate potential for each type of site also varies. 

It should be noted that some factors can also negate the potential for discovery of intact archaeological 

deposits. The Standards and Guidelines (MTC 2011; Section 1.3.2) indicates that archaeological potential can be 

removed in instances where land has been subject to extensive and deep land alterations that have severely 

damaged the integrity of any archaeological resources. Major disturbances indicating removal of archaeological 

potential include, but are not limited to: 

¶ quarrying; 

¶ major landscaping involving grading below topsoil; 

¶ building footprints; and, 

¶ sewage and infrastructure development. 

Some activities (agricultural cultivation, surface landscaping, installation of gravel trails, etc.) may result in 

minor alterations to the surface topsoil but do not necessarily affect or remove archaeological potential. It is 

not uncommon for archaeological sites, including structural foundations, subsurface features and burials, to be 

found intact beneath major surface features like roadways and parking lots. Archaeological potential is, 

therefore, not removed in cases where there is a chance of deeply buried deposits, as in a developed or urban 

context or floodplain where modern features or alluvial soils can effectively cap and preserve archaeological 

resources. 
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2.2 Project Context: Archaeological Context 

2.2.1 Project Area: Overview and Physical Setting 

The Project area is located northeast of the Town of Paris between the Grand River to the east and Pinehurst 

Road to the west (Map 1). The general area is characterized as rural in nature and the property itself consists 
mainly of active agricultural fields (Map 2); there is a small wetland or pond in the southeast corner of the 

Project area that is surrounded by trees and slope. A former residential dwelling, barn and other out buildings 
were once located in the central field, within Lot 26, Concession 4, but were demolished and removed 

sometime between 2014 and 2016; the lands where the buildings once were now form part of the active 

agricultural lands. A gravel laneway leading to the former residence is still present. 

The Project area falls within the Horseshoe Moraines physiographic region (Chapman and Putnam 1984:127-

128), characterized by ridges and valleys (Map 3). The ridges and stony knobs are composed of till and kame 

deposits. These are cut by swampy valleys, as well as sand and gravel terraces (Chapman and Putnam 

1984:198). More specifically the Project area falls within a spillway surrounded by till moraines to the west, 

north and east.  

The primary soil type within the property is Teeswater loam, and there are also pockets of Burford loam in 

the eastern and western extents (Map 4). Teeswater loam is a well-drained soil consisting of roughly 40 to 100 

cm of silty or loamy textures over fluvial gravelly sand or gravel, while Burford loam is a rapidly drained soil 

developed on glaciofluvial deposits of gravel and cobbles (Acton 1989:30-31).  

The Project area falls within the Grand River watershed (Map 5). The Grand River is just under 1 km east of 

the Project area. Charlie Creek and the Gillies Drain lie to the west and north; at its closest point, the Gillies 

Drain is roughly 680 m west of the property. The Spottiswood Lakes are roughly 540 m north of the Project 

area. In the very southeast corner of the property is a small wetland area surrounded by steep slope.  

2.2.2 Summary of Registered or Known Archaeological Sites 

According to PastPortal (accessed October 26, 2021) there are 17 registered archaeological sites within 1 km 

of the Project area (Table 1). However, further review of the individual site locations has demonstrated that 

there are only nine known sites within 1 km of the Project area, while the remainder are within 2 km. There 

are no sites within 300 m of the property.  

Five of the sites were identified during CRM surveys conducted prior to development and all five are further 

than 1 km from the Project area: AhHc-250 through AhHc-306. Six sites were identified in the early 1980õs by 

Charles Nixon; these subsume AhHc-21 through AhHc-45. Of those, AhHc-21 is further than 1 km away. It is 

assumed that Nixonõs work was research based rather than triggered by proposed development. Likewise, the 

remaining six sites are associated with a K. Harvey and were identified in the early 1990õs; there are no 

associated CIF/PIFs, nor is there an associated licensee number. Of the sites associated with Harvey, AhHc-74 

and 75 are further than 1 km from the Project area. The sites range in date from the Early Archaic period 

through to 19th century pioneer settlement and include isolated find spots, campsites, a 19th century scatter, 

and farmsteads. 

  



 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment 

 Proposed Gravel Pit ð 699 Paris Plains Church Road, Brant County, ON 

 

20 

Table 1: Registered Archaeolgocial Sites within 1 km of the Project Area  

Borden 

Number  
Site Name  

Time 

Period  
Affinity  Site Type  Status  Distance  

AhHc-21 Oakwald     >1 km 

AhHc-30 B. Guthrie 1     <1 km 

AhHc-31 B. Guthrie 2     <1 km 

AhHc-32 Ham Archaic, Late Aboriginal 
Other 

camp/campsite 
 <1 km 

AhHc-33 Meggs Pre-Contact Aboriginal 
Other 

camp/campsite 
 <1 km 

AhHc-45 Ham 2 

Archaic, 

Woodland, 

Middle 

Aboriginal 
Other 

camp/campsite 
 <1 km 

AhHc-62 Guthrie 1     <1 km 

AhHc-74 Sayles A Archaic Aboriginal findspot  >1 km 

AhHc-75 Sayles B     >1 km 

AhHc-76 Sayles C Archaic, Late Aboriginal 
Other 

camp/campsite 
 <1 km 

AhHc-77 Sayles D Archaic Aboriginal 
Other 

camp/campsite 
 <1 km 

AhHc-78 Sayles E     <1 km 

AhHc-250 Location 8 Post-Contact  farmstead 
Further 
CHVI 

>1 km 

AhHc-251 location 9 Archaic, Early Aboriginal   >1 km 

AhHc-254 Location 6 Pre-Contact 
Other Euro-

Canadian 
  >1 km 

AhHc-304 Knoll Site Archaic Aboriginal 
camp / campsite, 

hunting 
No Further 

CHVI 
>1 km 

AhHc-306 
Laneway 
Scatter 

Pre-Contact Aboriginal butchering, hunting 
No Further 

CHVI 
>1 km 

 

  

https://www.pastport.mtc.gov.on.ca/APSWeb/pif/projectSiteDataSearch.xhtml
https://www.pastport.mtc.gov.on.ca/APSWeb/pif/projectSiteDataSearch.xhtml
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2.2.3 Summary of Past Archaeological Investigations within 50 m 

During the course of this study, no records were found for any archaeological investigations within 50 m of 

the Project area. However, it should be noted that the MCM currently does not provide an inventory of 

archaeological assessments to assist in this determination. 

2.2.4 Dates of Archaeological Fieldwork 

The Stage 2 fieldwork was conducted over a period of six days from November 1 through December 17, 

2021. Table 2 lists the field director, the weather conditions, and the dates of fieldwork. 

Table 2: Dates of Fieldwork, Weather  Conditions and Field Director  

Dates of Fieldwork  Weather Conditions  Field Director  

November 1, 2021 cold and sunny M. DõAlessio, M.A. (R1163) 

November 8, 2021 warm and sunny R. Macfie, B.A. (R1022) 

November 15, 2021 partially sunny and cold A. Pilon (R1265) 

November 23, 2021 partially sunny and cold P. Weglorz (R1170) 

December 16, 2021 overcast and cool A. Pilon (R1265) 

December 17, 2021 sunny and cold A. Pilon (R1265) 
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2.3 Project Context: Historical Context 

2.3.1 Indigenous Settlement in Brant County 

Our knowledge of the Indigenous occupation of the Brant County area is incomplete. Nevertheless, using 

existing data and regional syntheses, it is possible to propose a generalized model of Indigenous settlement in 

Brant County. The general themes, time periods and cultural traditions of Indigenous settlement, based on 

archaeological evidence, are provided below and in Table 3.  

Table 3: Chronology of Indigenous Settlement in Brant  County  

Period  Time Range  Diagnostic Features  
Archaeological  

Complexes  

Early Paleo 9000-8400 BCE  fluted projectile points Gainey, Barnes, Crowfield 

Late Paleo 8400-8000 BCE 
non-fluted and lanceolate 

points 

Holcombe, Hi-Lo, 

Lanceolate 

Early Archaic 8000-6000 BCE 
serrated, notched, bifurcate 

base points 
Nettling, Bifurcate Base 

Horizon 

Middle Archaic 6000-2500 BCE 
stemmed, side & corner 

notched points 
Brewerton, Otter Creek, 

Stanly/Neville 

Late Archaic 2000-1800 BCE narrow points Lamoka 

Late Archaic 1800-1500 BCE broad points 
Genesee, Adder Orchard, 

Perkiomen 

Late Archaic 1500-1100 BCE small points Crawford Knoll 

Terminal Archaic 1100-950 BCE first true cemeteries Hind 

Early Woodland 950-400 BCE 
expanding stemmed points, 

Vinette pottery 
Meadowood 

Middle Woodland 400 BCE-500 CE 
dentate, pseudo-scallop 

pottery 
Saugeen 

Transitional Woodland 500-900 CE 
first corn, cord-wrapped stick 

pottery 
Princess Point 

Late Woodland 900-1300 CE 
first villages, corn 

horticulture, longhouses 
Glen Meyer 

Late Woodland 1300-1400 CE large villages and houses Uren, Middleport 

Late Woodland 1400-1650 CE 
tribal emergence, 

territoriality 
Attawandaron 

Contact Period -

Indigenous 
1700 CE-present 

treaties, mixture of 

Indigenous & European items 

Mississauga, Six Nations, 

Haudenosaunee 

Contact Period - Settler 1796 CE-present industrial goods, homesteads 
pioneer life, municipal 

settlement 
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2.3.1.1 Paleo Period 

The first human populations to inhabit the Lambton County region arrived between 12,000 and 10,000 years 

ago, coincident with the end of the last period of glaciation. Climate and environmental conditions were 

significantly different then they are today; local environs would not have been welcoming to anything but 

short-term settlement. Termed Paleoindians by archaeologists, Ontario's Indigenous peoples would have 

crossed the landscape in small groups (i.e., bands or family units) searching for food, particularly migratory 

game species. In this area, caribou may have provided the staple of the Paleo period diet, supplemented by 

wild plants, small game, birds and fish. Given the low density of populations on the landscape at this time and 

their mobile nature, Paleo period sites are small and ephemeral. They are sometimes identified by the 

presence of fluted projectile points manufactured on a highly distinctive whitish-grey chert named "Fossil Hill" 

(after the formation) or "Collingwood." This material was acquired from sources near the edge of the 

escarpment on Blue Mountain. It was exploited by populations from as far south as the London area, who 

would have traveled to the source as part of their seasonal round.  

2.3.1.2 Archaic Period 

Settlement and subsistence patterns changed significantly during the Archaic period as both the landscape and 

ecosystem adjusted to the retreat of the glaciers. Building on earlier patterns, early Archaic period populations 

continued the mobile lifestyle of their predecessors. Through time and with the development of more 

resource rich local environments, these groups gradually reduced the size of the territories they exploited on 

a regular basis. A seasonal pattern of warm season riverine or lakeshore settlements and interior cold weather 

occupations has been documented in the archaeological record. Since the large cold weather mammal species 

that formed the basis of the Paleo period subsistence pattern became extinct or moved northward with the 

onset of warmer climate conditions, Archaic period populations had a more varied diet, exploiting a range of 

plant, bird, mammal and fish species. Reliance on specific food resources like fish, deer and nuts becomes 

more pronounced through time and the presence of more hospitable environments and resource abundance 

led to the expansion of band and family sizes. In the archaeological record, this is evident in the presence of 

larger sites and aggregation camps, where several families or bands would come together in times of plenty. 

The change to more preferable environmental circumstances led to a rise in population density. As a result, 

Archaic sites are more plentiful than those from the earlier period. Artifacts typical of these occupations 

include a variety of stemmed and notched projectile points, chipped stone scrapers, ground stone tools (e.g., 

celts, adzes) and ornaments (e.g., bannerstones, gorgets), bifaces or tool blanks, animal bone (where and when 

preserved) and waste flakes, a by-product of the tool making process. 

2.3.1.3 Early, Middle and Transitional Woodland Periods 

Significant changes in cultural and environmental patterns are witnessed in the Woodland period (c. 950 BCE-

1700 CE). By this time, the coniferous forests of earlier times were replaced by stands of mixed and deciduous 

species. Occupations became increasingly more substantial in this period, culminating in major semi-permanent 

villages by 1,000 years ago. Archaeologically, the most significant changes by Woodland times are the 

appearance of artifacts manufactured from modeled clay and the construction of house structures. The 

Woodland period is often defined by the occurrence of pottery, storage facilities and residential areas similar 

to those that define the incipient agricultural or Neolithic period in Europe. Early and Middle Woodland 

period peoples are also known for a well-developed burial complex and ground stone tool industry. Unique 

Early Woodland period ground stone items include pop-eyed birdstones and gorgets. In addition, there is 

evidence of the development of widespread trading with groups throughout the northeast. The recovery of 
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marine shells from the Lake Superior area indicates that exchanges of exotic materials and finished items from 

distant places were commonplace.  

2.3.1.4 Late Woodland Period 

Beginning circa A.D. 1000 the archaeological record documents the emergence of more substantial, semi-

permanent settlements and the adoption of corn horticulture. These developments are most often associated 

with Iroquoian-speaking populations, the ancestors of the Wendat (Huron), Tionontati (Petun) and 

Attawandaron (Neutral) nations who were known to have resided in the province at the time of the arrival of 

the first European explorers and missionaries. Iroquoian villages incorporated a number of longhouses, multi-

family dwellings that contained several families related through the female line. Precontact Iroquoian sites may 

be identified by a predominance of well-made pottery decorated with various simple and geometric motifs, 

triangular projectile points, clay pipes and ground stone artifacts. Sites post-dating European contact are 

recognized through the appearance of various items of European manufacture. The latter include materials 

acquired by trade (e.g., glass beads, copper/brass kettles, iron axes, knives and other metal implements) in 

addition to the personal items of European visitors and Jesuit missionaries (e.g., finger rings, stoneware, 

rosaries, and glassware). 
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2.3.2 Treaty History  

The Project area is encompassed by the Crown Grant to the Six Nations, otherwise known as the Haldimand 

Tract or Haldimand Grant. After the first signing of the Between the Lakes Treaty No. 3 with the Mississauga 

in 1784, Quebec Governor Frederick Haldimand signed the Haldimand Proclamation which granted Joseph 

Brant and his allies a significant portion of the newly ceded territory. The territory was also part of what the 

Haudenosaunee consider their Beaver Hunting Grounds as represented in the Nanfan Deed of 1791 (Six 

Nations Land and Resources 2019). Brant was awarded the land in consideration for the efforts of himself, his 

allies, and the Haudenosaunee Confederacy on behalf of the British during the American Revolutionary War 

(Surtees 1984). These efforts resulted in pressure on the Confederacy to abandon their homeland in New 

York State and relocate north to British territory. 

The Haldimand Tract consisted of six miles on either side of the Grand River from its mouth on Lake Erie to 

the headwaters. The ambiguity of the boundaries of the original Treaty No. 3 and issues surrounding the 

original survey of the Tract by Augustus Jones in 1791 contributed to disputes between Six Nations and the 

Crown about the extent of the grant (Filice 2016). The most significant area affected was the disposition of the 

headwaters of the Grand River, an issue which remains contentious to this day. 

In attempting to resolve these early disputes, Lieutenant Governor John Graves Simcoe issued the 

controversial Simcoe Patent in 1793. The Patent reiterated that Jonesõs survey represented the Crownõs 

interpretation of the Tractõs boundaries (Filice 2016). The Patent reaffirmed Jonesõs use of straight lines to 

represent the Tractõs boundaries six miles from a sinuous river and the exclusion of the headwaters, 

terminating the Tract at a line that became known as the Jonesõ Base Line (Filice 2016). The Patent also 

outlined the terms under which Brant and the Six Nations could sell or lease territory within the Haldimand 

Tract. The reaffirmation of the reduced boundaries and conditions placed on their title to the Tract, resulted 

in Brant and the Six Nations chiefs rejecting the Simcoe Patent (Filice 2016). 

Over the past two centuries, the land tenure history of the Haldimand Tract and the parcels of the Tract that 

have been sold or leased in that time have been the subject of significant scrutiny (Six Nations Lands and 

Resources 2006). The legitimacy of this tenure has been questioned both within the Six Nations and as part of 

the wider dispute with the Crown. In 2006, Six Nations of the Grand River summarized 29 claims filed with 

the Specific Claims Branch, formed by the Government of Canada in 1991 (Six Nations Lands and Resources 

2006).  
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2.3.3 Nineteenth-Century and Municipal Settlement  

Historically the Project area falls within part of Lot 1 West of Grand River, Concession 4, and part of Lots 26 

and 27, Concession 4, Former Geographic Township of South Dumfries, Brant County, Ontario. A brief 

discussion of 19th-century settlement and land use in the township is provided below in an effort to identify 

features signaling archaeological potential. 

2.3.3.1 Brant County 

In the late 1700s and following the earlier abandonment of the region by the Attawandaron in the mid-17th 

century, much of the land within the Grand River drainage was occupied by the Mississaugas (Anishnabegð

Ojibway). Prior to early European settlement, the Mississaugas used lands within the Grand River drainage for 

seasonal camping and hunting grounds (Bloomfield 2006:2). These were the people first encountered by the 

earliest pioneers to arrive to the region and local Mississauga guides often aided settlers making their way 

through the countryside (Bloomfield 2006:59). 

Several Indigenous groups had allied themselves with the British during the Seven Yearsõ War (1756-1763), the 

American Revolutionary War (1775-1783), and later in the subsequent War of 1812, including the Six Nations 

Iroquois (Trimble 1875:X). In 1784, Sir Frederick Haldimand negotiated the purchase of roughly 1,214, 057 

hectares of land from the Mississaugas. It was Haldimandõs intent that these lands would be given to the Six 

Nations as compensation for the loss of their traditional lands in New York State following the American 

Revolutionary War. Details of the title were set in the Haldimand Proclamation on October 25, 1784 (Canada 

1891). The newly acquired tract extended 10 kilometres on either side of the Grand River from Port Maitland 

on Lake Erie to Pilkington Township in Wellington County (Bloomfield 2006:19). Led by Captain Joseph Brant 

(Thayendanegea), hundreds of people from the Six Iroquoian Nations (the Mohawk, Cayuga, Oneida, 

Onondaga, Seneca and Tuscarora) trekked to the Grand River purchase and established permanent 

settlements along the Grand River near òBrantõs Ford,ó now the City of Brantford. Alongside them were a 

small number of other United Empire Loyalists (UEL), many of English descent, who had also suffered personal 

losses for their loyalty to the Crown and sought a new life outside of the American colonies. 

Following this initial land grant, Joseph Brant proceeded to negotiate the transfer of some of the Six Nations 

land grant to European settlers. Some of the lands transferred were small tracts and lots which would come 

to be settled by UELs, largely ex-military men and their families, many of whom were friends, companions or 

associates of Brant. Other more substantial blocks, all north of Brantford, were surveyed and sold to local 

entrepreneurs. Block 1, comprising some 38,164 hectares from Paris to just north of Galt, was sold to Philip 

Stedman in 1795 (McLaughlin 1987:16-17) and would eventually become òDumfries.ó Block 2, at 38,082 

hectares, was sold to Richard Beasley, James Wilson and John Baptiste Rousseau and would later become 

Waterloo Township, encompassing Hespeler, Preston and Galt (McLaughlin 1987:16-17). 

UELs who followed Joseph Brant and the Six Nations from the United States to the Grand River Valley 

comprised many of the earliest Euro-Canadian settlers in the county. The Township of Burford was the first 

to be settled, attracting settlers as early as the 1790s. The first survey of the township took place in 1793 

(Waldie 1984:8). Settlement in Brantford Township occurred shortly thereafter, along Fairchild Creek, so 

named for Isaac Fairchild Sr. (Trimble 1875: XV). Fairchild opened and operated the first trading post on the 

creek, known as Smokey Hollow (Luard 1966:13). Another one of the early settlers was John File, who was a 

member of Butlerõs Rangers and friend of Joseph Brantõs (Reville 1920:335). By 1810, only three families had 

settled on the eastern side of the Grand River between Brantford and Ancaster, but settlement would 
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increase steadily over the next twenty-five years. Other early settlers included John Oles, Isaac Whiting, and 

Major Westbrook (Mulvany 1883:362). All of these men were UELs who had arrived from the United States 

(Waldie 1984:11). Thomas Perrin was the first to settle on the western banks of the Grand River. Perrin was a 

rye farmer who served as captain in the militia and fought at the Battle of Lundyõs Lane (Page & Smith 

1875:69).  

Bridges were built across the Grand River as early as 1812, but spring flooding usually destroyed them (Luard 

1966:22). In order to exploit the commercial and economic potential of the river, the Grand River Navigation 

Company was formed. Chartered in 1832 and after many financial setbacks, a canal was opened in November 

of 1848 (Luard 1966:24). The canal, along with the Hamilton to London Road that was completed in 1842, was 

the driving force behind the establishment of mills and factories along the river and the economic prosperity 

of local towns. However, the subsequent development of the railway diverted business from the canal and the 

Company faced increasing financial difficulties until it declared bankruptcy in June 1861 (Mulvany 1883:280-

281). 

As reliance on the Grand for the transportation of goods waned, the role of the railway became increasingly 

important for the success of communities along the river and the surrounding hinterlands. As early as the 

1850õs, plans were put in place to construct a line to Buffalo, with a terminus in Goderich (Reville 1920:184). 

On January 13, 1854 the Buffalo and Brantford Railway commenced operation (Reville 1920:184). The coming 

of the railway was a boon for local farmers, as demand for wheat abroad increased dramatically. The 1854 

Reciprocity Treaty additionally facilitated the exchange of goods with the United States, and industrialized 

Britainõs growing need for goods further advanced the prosperity of not only Brantford, but the entire county 

(Reville 1920). The City of Brantford was incorporated on July 28, 1847 (Mulvany 1883:251). 

2.3.3.2 South Dumfries Township 

In 1795, òDumfriesó or òBlock 1ó was transferred to Philip Stedman of the Niagara District. Stedman died 

shortly thereafter and the land was inherited and later sold by his sister, Mrs. John Sparkman, to one Hon. 

Thomas Clarke. Clarke, in turn, sold it to William Dickson, a wealthy Scott who helped initiate European 

settlement in the townships (Mulvany 1883:432-33). In 1817, a year following Dicksonõs purchase, the 

Township of Dumfries was surveyed by Adrian Marlett of Ancaster. In subsequent times, Dicksonõs tract 

would be divided into North Dumfries (now in the County of Waterloo) and South Dumfries (now in the 

County of Brant) Townships. Throughout its early history, the territory of South Dumfries was well traveled 

by settlers and businessmen who were journeying between Dundas, Brantford and Galt. Indigenous trails 

provided the earliest transportation routes across the township. There are reports of several known trails in 

the vicinity of Highway 24 and on either bank of the Grand River (Taylor 1970:26, 134). These would 

eventually become early settlement roads. While no major centres emerged in South Dumfries, early 

settlement grew around three main communities, St. George, Glen Morris and Harrisburg; although, 

homesteads also sprang up along the riverõs edge, in what are now East River Road and Highway 24, and along 

other major concession roads. East River Road was once an Indigenous trail that passed through what would 

become the communities of Galt and Glen Morris. 
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2.3.4 Nineteenth Century Land Use History and Map Review 

The Project area falls within part of Lot 1 West of Grand River, Concession 4 and part of Lots 26 and 27, 

Concession 4, Geographic Township of South Dumfries, Brant County, Ontario. No structures are depicted 

within or near the Project area on the 1859 Tremaine map of Brant County (Map 6). With the exception of 

the southern half of Lot 27, which is associated with John Maus, the remaining portions of the project area are 

associated with Jarius Maus. Paris Plains Church Road is depicted as open as of this date.  

By 1875, the entire Project area is associated with Jarius Maus (Map 7). Two homesteads and related orchards 

are depicted; one is located within Lot 1, while the other within Lot 26. The 1875 map (Map 7) depicts a 

church and school house in Lot 26, which is in error, as they are both located in Lot 27. This inaccuracy 

suggests that the residential structure may have also been located further west, perhaps on Lot 26 bordering 

Lot 27. Paris Plains Church Road is still depicted as open. 

2.3.4.1 Land Registry Data 

Part of Lot 26, Concession 4 

Through an indenture in 1837, Henry V.S. Maus received 300 acres, which included the south half of Lot 26 

(100 ac) and the west 100 acres of Lot 1 West of Grand River, Concession 4. Henry and his wife then sold 

this land to Jarius Maus in 1851. Through his will, his family received the south half of Lot 26 and other lands in 

June 1873. A mortgage appears to have been granted to John H. Maus in 1891 for $8,000 for the south half of 

said lot and other lands. The south half of Lot 26 was sold outside the Maus family in 1910 when John Henry 

Maus and his wife sold it to William Morris and his wife.  

Part of Lot 27, Concession 4 

The southern half of Lot 27, Concession 4 was originally purchased by William Dickson (Dixon). Abraham 

Shade received the north half of the south half of Lot 27 through an indenture in 1826. He later sold this to 

Jarius Maus in 1839. Meanwhile, Dickson sold the southeast quarter of Lot 27 to Dorman Maus in 1837, with 

the exception of lands allocated for the cemetery. According to the Township of South Dumfries (1952), 

òWilliam Dickson, who owned all of North and South Dumfries, gave a half-acre of ground for the cemetery, 

which later was added to by the Maus family.ó As indicated in the land registry records, when Dickson sold the 

southeast quarter of Lot 27 to Dorman Maus in 1837, an exception is shown for ò1 acre in South East angle 

reserved for a School House.ó There is no mention in the land registry records specific to land set aside for a 

cemetery, only that for the school, but it is assumed that the cemetery lands fell within the 1 acre set aside for 

the school.  

Following, Dorman Maus then sold the southeast quarter of Lot 27 to Henry V.S. Maus in 1854, who in turn 

sold this and the north half of the south half of Lot 27 to John Maus. John then sold the north half of the south 

half of Lot 27 to Jarius Maus in 1862. Through his will, his family received the southeast quarter of this lot in 

June 1873. By 1875, the entire Project area is associated with Jarius Maus (Map 7). 

In 1878, Henry S. Maus sold part of the southeast quarter of Lot 27 to the Trustees Public Cemetery. John 

Henry Maus and his wife sold the southwest quarter of the south half of Lot 27 (25 ac) and other lands to 

Philip Kelley in 1909. Then a year later, Maus and his wife sold the north half of the south half and the 

southeast quarter of Lot 27 to William Morris in 1910.  
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Part of Lot 1 West of Grand River, Concession 4 

In 1826, William Dickson (Dixon) sold the south half of this lot along with 1550 acres elsewhere to Samuel 

Street. John Clemens purchased the north half in 1834. In 1837, Henry V.S. Maus received the west 100 acres 

of this lot along with the south half of Lot 26, Concession 4 (100 ac), and the south half of Lot 31, Concession 

5 (100 ac) for a total of 300 acres. Henry V.S. Maus sold the west 100 acres of Lot 1 to Jairus Maus in 1851 as 

part of a 225-acre sale. Through his will, his family received the west 100 acres of Lot 1 and other lands in 

June 1873. In April 1913, Henry S. Maus and his wife sold the west half of Lot 1 to Robert H. Guthrie.  

2.3.5 Review of Heritage Properties 

2.3.5.1 Paris Plains Church (705 Paris Plains Church Road) 

There are three listed or designated heritage properties within the immediate vicinity of the Project area and 

there is one historic plaque. Immediately adjacent the Project area is the Paris Plains Church (West Dumfries 

Chapel) and Paris Plains Cemetery, or Maus Cemetery; it is located at 705 Paris Plains Church Road. The Paris 

Plains Church was constructed in 1845 by free labour from the church congregation (Reid 1983:313). To the 

west of the church is the Maus School, located at 709 Paris Plains Church Road. The original Maus School was 

constructed in 1829 and was located òin one corner of what is now the cemeteryó (The Township of South 

Dumfries 1952: 22). A second school, constructed of logs, was built near the highway, though it is unclear 

exactly where; according to the Township of South Dumfries (1952: 22), today it is a dwelling. A third school, 

also constructed of logs, was built across the driveway from the first school (The Township of South Dumfries 

1952:22). After the third school burnt down, the fourth and extant school, constructed of brick and stone, 

was built in 1847 òa little to the west of the original siteó (The Township of South Dumfries 1952:22). The 

Paris Plains Church and Maus Cemetery were designated alongside the Maus School under Bylaw 24-86 on 

August 21st, 1986 (Appendix A); the by-law details the location and extent of the designated property. The 

heritage plaque commemorating the Paris Plains Church is shown in Image 1.  

2.3.5.2 Paris Plains/Maus Cemetery (705 Paris Plains Church Road) 

According to the County of Brant, the existence of the Maus Cemetery may date back to as early as 1813; 

however, the earliest known extant headstone dates to 1833 (Holroyd 1991:156). A half-acre of land for the 

cemetery was noted to have been given by William Dickson (Dixon), which was later added to by the Maus 

family. The cemetery land was purchased from Henry V.S. Maus alongside land for the school and chapel, 

which amounted to two or three acres in total (Webster 1961:37). Today the cemetery, which is located east 

of the church, is enclosed by a chain-link metal fence along the south, west, and east sides and is accessible 

from Paris Plains Church Road by a separate gated entrance. The northern limits of the cemetery are not 

fenced and lie adjacent active agricultural lands that form part of the current Project area. The Maus, or Paris 

Plains cemetery is active and is listed as a licensed provider on the BAO website (BAO n.d.). A recent 2021 

survey map of the property was obtained from the Paris Plains Cemetery Association (Appendix B); the 

church and cemetery fall within Part 2 of the plan, while the school is located within Part 1. Combined, the 

parcel measures roughly 3 acres. Mapping specific to burial plot locations was not available in order to assist 

with confirming the cemetery limits. To further complicate matters, in discussions with the cemetery 

association manager, there is local oral history which states that transients or paupers were buried outside of 

the cemetery limits in the adjacent driveway during the early years of the cemetery. As such, the precise 

boundaries of the cemetery are not sufficiently well defined or documented to conclusively establish that no 

unmarked graves or portions thereof may be present within the Project area. 
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2.3.5.3 John Maus Residence (289 Pinehurst Road) 

The third designated property is just over 750 m west of the Project area; it was the former John Maus 

residence, located at 289 Pinehurst Road. The Maus residence was built ca. 1860 and was designated under 

By-Law 52-86. This fieldstone house of Provincial Scottish Victorian architecture was built for Maus. The stone 

for this residence and carriage house was drawn from a local quarry. This is one of six significant residential 

buildings featured in the 1875 Atlas of the County of Brant. Today it is a private residence and antique shop. 

2.4 Analysis and Conclusions 

As noted in Section 2.1, the Province of Ontario has identified numerous factors that signal the potential of a 

property to contain archaeological resources. Based on the archaeological and historical context reviewed 

above, the Project area is in proximity (i.e., within 300 m) to features that signal archaeological potential, 

namely:  

¶ a known water source (a wetland); 

¶ historic transportation routes (Paris Plains Church Road); 

¶ within an area of early 19th century settlement (19th century homesteads, church and school); and 

¶ designated heritage properties (Paris Plains Church and Cemetery and Maus School House). 

2.5 Recommendations 

Given that the Project area demonstrated potential for the discovery of archaeological resources, a Stage 2 

archaeological assessment was recommended. In keeping with provincial standards, the areas within the 

Project area that consist of grassed or treed areas were recommended for assessment by a test pit survey, 

while the agricultural lands should be ploughed, weathered and assessed via pedestrian survey. A 5 m transect 

interval is recommended for both the test pit and pedestrian survey, to achieve the provincial standard. As the 

Project area is considered to have archaeological potential pending Stage 2 field inspection, a separate map 

detailing zones of archaeological potential is not provided herein (MTC 2011; Section 7.7.4, Standard 1 and 

Section 7.7.6, Standards 1 and 2).  
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3 STAGE 2 ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT  

3.1 Field Methods 

All fieldwork was undertaken in good weather and lighting conditions. No conditions were encountered that 

would hinder the identification or recovery of artifacts. The property boundaries were determined in the field 

based on proponent mapping, landscape features, property fencing, and GPS co-ordinates. 

The majority of the Project Area (approximately 96.9%; 108 ha) is comprised of agricultural fields, which were 

subject to pedestrian survey at a 5 m interval (Images 2 to 4) following ploughing and weathering under heavy 

rains. Surface visibility was good to excellent (80% or greater; Image 5). When cultural material was identified, 

the survey transects were reduced to 1 m or less and a minimum 20 m radius around each find was intensively 

examined to determine the spatial extent of each site (Images 6 and 7). The number of artifacts collected at 

each location was sufficient to adequately date each of the locations, with the general aim to leave some in the 

field for site re-identification. If a location obviously did not meet the requirements for a Stage 3 

archaeological assessment at the time of the field survey, all of the surface artifacts were collected. The 

locations of all surface artifacts collected during pedestrian survey were mapped with a Topcon GRS-1 RTK 

GPS/Glonass Network Rover, a high precision survey unit that advertises subcentimetre accuracy (Images 8 

and 9). 

The controlled surface pickups (CSP) for Locations 1 (AhHc-331), 20 (AhHc-337), 21, and 22 (AhHc-338) 

were completed in accordance with the general requirements of Section 3.2 of the Standards and Guidelines 

and subsection 3.2.1 and Section 5.0 (GPS). Locations 1 (AhHc-331), 20 (AhHc-337), 21, and 22 (AhHc-338) 

were subject to a pedestrian survey at a 1 m interval or less, under conditions of good weathering and 80% 

surface visibility or better. When artifacts were identified on the surface they were flagged and their location 

mapped using a Topcon GRS-1 RTK GPS/Glonass Network Rover, a high precision survey unit that advertises 

subcentimetre accuracy. Each artifact or immediate cluster of artifacts that were mapped were given unique 

station or point identifiers for use in cataloguing and in preparing a detailed surface distribution map. 

Additional landscape markers and tie in points were also recorded. Surveys continued for a minimum of 20 m 

beyond all artifacts identified on the surface. The collection strategy was to collect all surface artifacts. 

A portion of the Project area, roughly 0.70 ha (0.6%), is comprised of non-ploughable lands (fallow grass and 

treed areas). As such, the Project area was subject to a standard test pit assessment, employing a 5 m transect 

interval (Image 10). Test pits measuring at least 30 cm (shovel-width) were excavated through the first 5 cm of 

subsoil with all fill screened through 6 mm hardware cloth. Once screening was finished, the stratigraphy in 

the test pits was examined and then the pits were backfilled as best as possible, tamped down by foot and 

shovel and re-capped with sod. Test pitting extended up to 1 m from all standing features, including trees, 

where present. It was anticipated that if cultural material was found, the test pit survey would be intensified 

(reduced to 2.5 m) to determine the size of the site (Image 11). If not enough archaeological materials were 

recovered from the intensification test pits, a 1 m2 test unit would be excavated atop of one of the positive 

test pits to gather additional information (Image 13). Typical test pits contained roughly 30 cm of brown sandy 

loam over tan-orange silty sand subsoil with rock and cobble inclusions (Image 12).  

As per Section 2.1, Standard 2 of the Standards and Guidelines (MTC 2011:28-29), certain physical features and 

deep land alterations are considered as having low archaeological potential and are thus exempt from the 

standard test pit survey. Approximately 0.3% (0.37 ha) of the Project area was previously disturbed by a gravel 
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laneway (Image 14). In addition, there was a low and wet pond area located in the southeast corner of the 

property (0.3%; 0.34 ha) (Image 15) that was surrounded by areas of steep slope (1.9%; 2.08 ha) (Image 16). 

These were deemed of low archaeological potential and were photo-documented.  

3.1.1 Property Inspection ð Paris Plains / Maus Cemetery 

Given that the Paris Plains, or Maus Cemetery, lies adjacent to the current Project area and has potential 

implications for the Project recommendations, a property inspection was undertaken in an effort to document 

and evaluate current conditions within the cemetery. The property inspection was conducted on November 1, 

2022 under the direction of Marya DõAlessio (R1163) in sunny and cold weather conditions and on December 

16, 2022 under the direction of Amelia Pilon (R1265) in overcast and cool weather conditions (Table 2). The 

weather conditions allowed for good visibility for the inspection of surface features. 

The cemetery fronts on Paris Plains Church Road and is located east of the Paris Plains Church. The cemetery 

is accessible via a gated entrance fronting on the road and is enclosed by a chain-link metal fence along the 

south, west, and east sides (Images 17 to 19). The northern limits of the cemetery are not fenced and lie 

adjacent active agricultural lands that form part of the current Project area; there is a sparse tree row along 

the northern limits of the cemetery (Image 20).  

The cemetery is grassed with a few trees and is maintained by the Paris Plains Cemetery Association. There 

are two gravel laneways that bisect the cemetery into three primary areas: the northern third of the cemetery 

is bound to the south by an east-west oriented lane, while the southern two-thirds are divided by a north-

south oriented lane that serves as the main entrance to the cemetery grounds. The southwestern portion of 

the cemetery, south and west of the two laneways, contains the greatest concentration of burial plots, with 

the majority of headstones dating to the early use of the cemetery (Images 21 and 22). All of the headstones in 

the northern third of the cemetery relate to more recent burials (Images 23 and 24); the closest headstones 

to the Project area in the northern third of the cemetery are all south of the tree row and are roughly 5 m to 

7 m south of the field edge. As can be seen in Images 18 and 19, although there are a few early headstones 

present in the southeastern third of the cemetery, they are mostly concentrated to the east of the main 

laneway (Image 18), while the extreme southeastern corner appears largely devoid of burials (Image 19). As 

mentioned previously, there is local oral history which states that transients or paupers were buried outside 

of the cemetery limits in the adjacent driveway during the early years of the cemetery. However, it is unclear 

which driveway is being referred to; the òdrivewayó could be the farmerõs laneway that is located within the 

current Project area, east of the current fenced cemetery limits, or it could be the laneway that serves as the 

main cemetery access. Based on the dearth of observable burials (i.e., burial with associated headstones) in the 

extreme southeast corner of the cemetery, it is possible that this area was once considered òoutside of the 

cemeteryó and could be the location of the pauper burials that were placed òadjacent the driveway.ó The 

closest headstone in the extreme southeast to the farmerõs laneway and the Project area is roughly 18 to 

20 m west. 

Maps 8 and 9 illustrate the Stage 2 field conditions and assessment methods; the location and orientation of all 

photographs appearing in this report are also shown on this map. Maps 10 and 11 illustrate the Stage 2 field 

conditions and assessment methods on the proponent mapping. An unaltered proponent map is shown in Map 

12. SD Maps 1 through 3 show the results of the Stage 2 assessment.  
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3.2 Record of Finds 

A total of 22 archaeological locations were identified during the Stage 2 assessment. These have been 

designated Location 1 to Location 22. The limits of locations were determined by a distance of 20 m between 

artifacts. A general description of our findings is provided below and more specific site location details appear 

in the Supplementary Documentation portion this report. All artifacts and files are currently being stored at 

the TMHC corporate office located at 1108 Dundas Street, Unit 105, London, ON N5W 3A7. Table 4 

provides an inventory of the documentary records generated during this project. 

Table 4: Documentary Records  

Date  Field Notes  Field Maps Digital Images  

November 1, 2021 Digital and hard copies Digital and hard copies 61 Images 

November 8, 2021 Digital and hard copies Digital and hard copies 27 Images 

November 15, 2021 Digital and hard copies Digital and hard copies 13 Images 

November 23, 2021 Digital and hard copies Digital and hard copies 2 Images 

December 16, 2021 Digital and hard copies Digital and hard copies 47 Images 

December 17, 2021 Digital and hard copies Digital and hard copies 33 Images 

3.2.1 Location 1 (AhHc-331) 

Location 1 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of a projectile point on Colborne chert discovered 

during pedestrian survey of the central field (Table 5; Image 25). Despite the intensification of the survey 

interval to 1 m and careful examination of the surface within a minimum radius of 20 m from the find, no 

additional artifacts were observed on the surface. As such, this is considered an isolated find.  

The point is an Early Archaic Period Nettling type dating ca. 7500-8000 BCE (Fox 1980); it exhibits the 

characteristic serrated lateral edges along the blade. The lateral edges are convex in shape with one edge 

exhibiting damage, which had been retouched. The point is corner notched with one basal edge missing or 

incomplete. The base is straight and slightly ground. The tip of the point is missing and it has a biconvex or 

lenticular cross section. Overall, the point is very well made. It has an incomplete length of 34.4 mm, a width 

of 17.4 mm at the shoulder, a haft width of 10.8 mm, and a base width and thickness of 13.6+ mm and 4.0 mm 

respectively.  

Table 5: Location 1 (AhHc -331) Stage 2 Artifact  Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1600 surface projectile point 1 

Colborne chert; nearly 

complete; corner notched; 
serrated edges; Nettling 

   Total  1  
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3.2.2 Location 2 (AhHc-332) 

Location 2 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of a projectile point on Onondaga chert discovered 

during pedestrian survey of the central field (Table 6; Image 25). Despite the intensification of the survey 

interval to 1 m and careful examination of the surface within a minimum radius of 20 m from the find, no 

additional artifacts were observed on the surface. As such, this is considered an isolated find.  

The point is a Middle Archaic Period Brewerton type dating ca. 2500 BCE (Kenyon 1981b) and is relatively 

well made and is nearly complete, missing only a small portion of the tip. One basal tang is missing or 

damaged, making it difficult to determine if the base was meant to be corner or side notched. The point is 

plano-convex in cross section and it has a convex base that is slightly ground. The lateral edges are convex in 

shape. The point has an incomplete length of 52.4 mm, a width of 27.9 mm at the shoulder, a haft width of 

18.3 mm, a base width of 19.7 mm, and a thickness of 7.9 mm. 

Table 6: Location 2 (AhHc -332) Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1601 surface projectile point 1 

Onondaga; nearly 

complete; notched; 

Brewerton 

   Total  1  

3.2.3 Location 3 (no Borden number assigned) 

Location 3 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of a projectile point of an unknown type made of 

Onondaga chert discovered during pedestrian survey of the central field (Table 7; Image 25). Despite the 

intensification of the survey interval to 1 m and careful examination of the surface within a minimum radius of 

20 m from the find, no additional artifacts were observed on the surface. As such, this is considered an 

isolated find. 

The crudely made point was too incomplete to be definitively typed. It appears to be corner notched with an 

irregular base and was broken off at the shoulder. The only meaningful measurements include the base width 

(26.3 mm) and the haft width (19.4 mm).  

Table 7: Location 3 Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1602 surface projectile point 1 
Onondaga; corner 

notched base fragment; 

unknown type 

   Total  1  
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3.2.4 Location 4 (no Borden number assigned) 

Location 4 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of a secondary flake of Onondaga chert discovered 

during pedestrian survey of the central field (Table 8; Image 26). Despite the intensification of the survey 

interval to 1 m and careful examination of the surface within a minimum radius of 20 m from the find, no 

additional artifacts were observed on the surface. As such, this is considered an isolated find. 

Table 8: Location 4 Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1603 surface chipping detritus 1 Secondary, Onondaga 

   Total  1  

3.2.5 Location 5 (no Borden number assigned) 

Location 5 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of a projectile point of an unknown type made of 

Onondaga chert discovered during pedestrian survey of the central field (Table 9; Image 25). Despite the 

intensification of the survey interval to 1 m and careful examination of the surface within a minimum radius of 

20 m from the find, no additional artifacts were observed on the surface. As such, this is considered an 

isolated find. 

The point is incomplete, missing a portion of the tip and the base. The tip was broken off and a hinge fracture 

is present. Although one of the tangs was broken off, the point would have been corner notched. The lateral 

blade edges are straight and both exhibit retouch, with one edge having been reworked as a spokeshave. The 

point is plano-convex in cross section. The point has an incomplete length of 37.4 mm, a width of 25.2 mm at 

the shoulder, and a haft or inter-notch width of 13.9 mm.  

Table 9: Location 5 Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1604 surface projectile point 1 

Onondaga; corner 

notched; unknown type; 
reworked into spokeshave 

   Total  1  
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3.2.6 Location 6 (no Borden number assigned) 

Location 6 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of a projectile point of an unknown type made of 

Onondaga chert discovered during pedestrian survey of the central field (Table 10; Image 25). Despite the 

intensification of the survey interval to 1 m and careful examination of the surface within a minimum radius of 

20 m from the find, no additional artifacts were observed on the surface. As such, this is considered an 

isolated find. 

The point appears to have been made on a secondary flake, as exhibited by a platform on the base. The base is 

expanding stem in form and is convex in shape and is ground. The lateral edges are excurvate and the point is 

biconvex or lenticular in cross section. The point exhibits fairly wide and broad flake scars across the surface. 

As one shoulder is missing, the point has an incomplete width of 27.0 mm. The point is 46.2 mm in length, has 

a haft width of 18.5 mm, a base width of 19.6 mm, and is 9.1 mm in thickness. The point appears most similar 

to known Late Archaic Period forms, like the Adder Orchard type; however, given the fragmentary nature of 

the specimen, it cannot be typed with certainty. 

Table 10: Location 6 Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1605 surface projectile point 1 
Onondaga; nearly 

complete; stemmed; 

unknown type 

   Total  1  

3.2.7 Location 7 (AhHc-333) 

Location 7 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of a projectile point of Onondaga chert discovered 

during pedestrian survey of the central field (Table 11; Image 25). Despite the intensification of the survey 

interval to 1 m and careful examination of the surface within a minimum radius of 20 m from the find, no 

additional artifacts were observed on the surface. As such, this is considered an isolated find. 

The point is a Late Archaic Period Genesee type dating ca. 1900 ð 1400 BCE (Kenyon 1981a). The point is 

complete and is biconvex in cross section. The base is convex in shape and the stem has been extensively 

ground, indicating hafting. One lateral edge is convex, while the other is straighter. The shoulder is less 

pronounced on the straight edge indicating that this artifact may also have functioned as a knife. The specimen 

has a length of 69.9 mm, a width of 32.6 mm, is 8.4 mm in thickness, and the stem length and width are 15.4 

mm and 19.8 mm, respectively.  

Table 11: Location 7 Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1606 surface projectile point 1 
Onondaga; complete; 

Genesee; possible knife? 

   Total  1  
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3.2.8 Location 8 (no Borden number assigned) 

Location 8 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of a projectile point of an unknown type made of 

Haldimand chert discovered during pedestrian survey of the central field (Table 12; Image 25). Despite the 

intensification of the survey interval to 1 m and careful examination of the surface within a minimum radius of 

20 m from the find, no additional artifacts were observed on the surface. As such, this is considered an 

isolated find. 

The point is corner notched and has a straight to slightly concave base that is ground. The lateral edges are 

convex in shape and the cross section is plano-convex. One shoulder, notch and basal tang have been broken 

off. The point is 37.7 mm in length, 4.6 mm in thickness, and has an incomplete width at the shoulder of 

24.5 mm. The point appears most similar to the Late Archaic Period Crawford Knoll type but exhibits 

variations in both metrics and morphology; given the fragmentary nature of the specimen, it cannot be typed 

with certainty. 

Table 12: Location 8 Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1607 surface projectile point 1 

Haldimand; nearly 

complete; corner notched; 

unknown type 

   Total  1  

3.2.9 Location 9 (AhHc-334) 

Location 9 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of a projectile point of Onondaga chert discovered 

during pedestrian survey of the central field (Table 13; Image 25). Despite the intensification of the survey 

interval to 1 m and careful examination of the surface within a minimum radius of 20 m from the find, no 

additional artifacts were observed on the surface. As such, this is considered an isolated find. 

The point is a Late Archaic Period Crawford Knoll type dating ca. 1500 ð 500 BCE (Kenyon 1980). It is fairly 

well made and is almost complete with only a portion of the tip missing. It was made on a secondary flake of 

Onondaga chert and exhibits flake scars that run transverse to, and across most of the blade surface. The base 

is an expanding stem and the lateral edges are straight to slightly convex in shape. It has a biconvex cross 

section. The incomplete length measures 27.0+ mm, the width at shoulder measures 20.5 mm, the haft width 

is 11.2 mm and it has an overall thickness of 5.3 mm. 

Table 13: Location 9 (A hHc -334) Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1608 surface projectile point 1 
Onondaga; missing tip; 

Crawford Knoll 

   Total  1  
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3.2.10 Location 10 (no Borden number assigned) 

Location 10 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of a fragmentary flake of Onondaga chert discovered 

during pedestrian survey of the central field (Table 14; Image 26). The flake appears to be water rolled and 

may be natural rather than cultural in nature. Despite the intensification of the survey interval to 1 m and 

careful examination of the surface within a minimum radius of 20 m from the find, no additional artifacts were 

observed on the surface. As such, this is considered an isolated find. 

Table 14: Location 10 Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1609 surface chipping detritus 1 Fragmentary, Onondaga 

   Total  1  

3.2.11 Location 11 (no Borden number assigned) 

Location 11 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of a utilized flake made of Onondaga chert discovered 

during pedestrian survey of the eastern field (Table 15; Image 26). The utilized flake was made on a piece of 

shatter and exhibits utilization on the dorsal distal flake surface that is straight in shape. Despite the 

intensification of the survey interval to 1 m and careful examination of the surface within a minimum radius of 

20 m from the find, no additional artifacts were observed on the surface. As such, this is considered an 

isolated find. 

Table 15: Location 11 Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1610 surface utilized flake 1 Shatter, Onondaga 

   Total  1  

3.2.12 Location 12 (no Borden number assigned) 

Location 12 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of a utilized flake made of Onondaga chert discovered 

during pedestrian survey of the eastern field (Table 16; Image 26). The utilized flake was made on a 

fragmentary flake and exhibits utilization on the dorsal lateral flake surface that is graver like in shape (concave 

/ concave). Despite the intensification of the survey interval to 1 m and careful examination of the surface 

within a minimum radius of 20 m from the find, no additional artifacts were observed on the surface. As such, 

this is considered an isolated find. 

Table 16: Location 1 2 Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1611 surface utilized flake 1 Fragmentary, Onondaga 

   Total  1  
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3.2.13 Location 13 (no Borden number assigned) 

Location 13 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of a side / end scraper made of Onondaga chert 

discovered during pedestrian survey of the eastern field (Table 17; Image 26). The scraper was made on a 

fragmentary flake and has a maximum scraping height of 9.8 mm with a 45-degree angle. Cortex is present on 

one edge. Despite the intensification of the survey interval to 1 m and careful examination of the surface 

within a minimum radius of 20 m from the find, no additional artifacts were observed on the surface. As such, 

this is considered an isolated find. 

Table 17: Location 1 3 Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1612 surface scraper 1 
Onondaga; side/end 

scraper 

   Total  1  

3.2.14 Location 14 (no Borden number assigned) 

Location 14 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of an end scraper made of Onondaga chert 

discovered during pedestrian survey of the eastern field (Table 18; Image 26). The scraper was made on a 

primary flake and has a maximum scraping height of 7.8 mm with a 90-degree angle. It also exhibits straight to 

irregular utilization along the dorsal lateral flake edge. Despite the intensification of the survey interval to 1 m 

and careful examination of the surface within a minimum radius of 20 m from the find, no additional artifacts 

were observed on the surface. As such, this is considered an isolated find. 

Table 18: Location 1 4 Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1613 surface scraper 1 Onondaga; end scraper 

   Total  1  

3.2.15 Location 15 (no Borden number assigned) 

Location 15 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of a pot lid flake of Onondaga chert discovered during 

pedestrian survey of the eastern field (Table 19; Image 26). Despite the intensification of the survey interval to 

1 m and careful examination of the surface within a minimum radius of 20 m from the find, no additional 

artifacts were observed on the surface. As such, this is considered an isolated find. 

Table 19: Location 15 Stage 2 Artifact Ca talogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1614 surface chipping detritus 1 Pot lid, Onondaga 

   Total  1  
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3.2.16 Location 16 (no Borden number assigned) 

Location 16 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of a fragmentary flake of Onondaga chert discovered 

during pedestrian survey of the eastern field (Table 20; Image 26). Despite the intensification of the survey 

interval to 1 m and careful examination of the surface within a minimum radius of 20 m from the find, no 

additional artifacts were observed on the surface. As such, this is considered an isolated find. 

Table 20: Location 15 Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1615 surface chipping detritus 1 Fragmentary, Onondaga 

   Total  1  

3.2.17 Location 17 (AhHc-335) 

Location 17 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of a projectile point of Onondaga chert discovered 

during pedestrian survey of the eastern field (Table 21; Image 25). Despite the intensification of the survey 

interval to 1 m and careful examination of the surface within a minimum radius of 20 m from the find, no 

additional artifacts were observed on the surface. As such, this is considered an isolated find. 

The point is a Late Archaic Period Crawford Knoll type dating ca. 1500 ð 500 BCE (Kenyon 1980). The point 

is incomplete with half of the blade portion missing. It is side notched with a convex base, convex lateral edges 

and is biconvex in cross section. The point has an incomplete length of 20.6+ mm, a shoulder width of 20.0 

mm, a hafting width of 12.2 mm, a base width of 16.3 mm and an overall thickness of 5.2 mm. 

Table 21: Location 17 (AhHc -335) Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1700 surface projectile point 1 

Onondaga; side notched; 

missing tip; Crawford 
Knoll 

   Total  1  
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3.2.18 Location 18 (no Borden number assigned) 

Location 18 is an isolated Indigenous findspot consisting of a projectile point of an unknown type made of 

Onondaga chert discovered during pedestrian survey of the eastern field (Table 22; Image 25). Despite the 

intensification of the survey interval to 1 m and careful examination of the surface within a minimum radius of 

20 m from the find, no additional artifacts were observed on the surface. As such, this is considered an 

isolated find. 

The point consists of a mid-section fragment that exhibits notches. It has convex lateral edges and displays a 

hinge fracture at the distal (tip) end. The point measures 27.1 mm in width at the shoulder and is 6.8 mm 

thick. 

Table 22: Location 18 Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1701 surface projectile point 1 

Onondaga; notched 

midsection fragment; 
unknown type 

   Total  1  

3.2.19 Location 19 (AhHc-336) 

Location 19 is a small Indigenous site comprised of 19 artifacts, plus one fragment of fire cracked rock that 

was noted in the field but not kept, discovered during test pit survey of the grassed area in the southeastern 

portion of the Project area. The artifacts were recovered from six positive test pits and two test units across 

an area measuring roughly 32 m (east-west) by 36 m (north-south). The overall assemblage included two 

Indigenous pottery sherds, both plain, two utilized flakes, and 15 pieces of chipping detritus or flakes (Table 

23; Image 27). Based on the recovery of Indigenous pottery, the site dates to the Woodland Period ca. 950 

BCE to 1650 CE.  

The assemblage of chipping detritus from Location 19 consists entirely of Onondaga chert with the exception 

of one secondary flake of Kettle Point chert and one burnt fragmentary flake of an unknown chert type. The 

Onondaga chert flakes include eight fragmentary flakes, four secondary flakes, and one piece of shatter.  

Two utilized flakes were collected from Location 19. Both are made of Onondaga chert . One exhibits straight 

utilization on the dorsal distal surface (cat. 10), while the other displays irregular utilization located on the 

dorsal lateral surface (cat. 4).  
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Table 23: Location 19 (Ah Hc-336) Stage 2 Artifact Catalo gue 

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 
Test Pit 1 ð 

Station 8001 
ts, 0-30 cm chipping detritus 2 fragmentary Onondaga 

2 
Test Pit 2 ð 

Station 8002 
ts, 0-30 cm chipping detritus 1 shatter Onondaga 

3 
Test Pit 3 ð 
Station 8003 

ts, 0-30 cm chipping detritus 1 secondary Onondaga 

4 
Test Pit 4 ð 

Station 8004 
ts, 0-30 cm utilized flake 1 fragmentary Onondaga 

5 
Test Pit 4 ð 

Station 8004 
ts, 0-30 cm chipping detritus 1 

fragmentary burnt 

unknown 

6 
Test Pit 5 ð Stake 

5 
ts, 0-30 cm chipping detritus 1 fragmentary Onondaga 

7 
Test Pit 6 ð Stake 

6 
ts, 0-30 cm chipping detritus 1 fragmentary Onondaga 

8 Test Unit 1 ts, 0-35 cm body sherd 1  

9 Test Unit 1 ts, 0-35 cm 
fragmentary 

sherd 
1 very small 

10 Test Unit 1 ts, 0-35 cm utilized flake 1 secondary Onondaga 

11 Test Unit 1 ts, 0-35 cm chipping detritus 7 

2 secondary Onondaga, 4 

fragmentary Onondaga, 1 
secondary Kettle Point 

12 Test Unit 2 ts, 0-30 cm chipping detritus 1 secondary Onondaga 

   Total  19  

  



 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment 

 Proposed Gravel Pit ð 699 Paris Plains Church Road, Brant County, ON 

 

43 

3.2.20 Location 20 (AhHc-337) 

Location 20 is a scatter of seven Indigenous lithic artifacts across an 18 m (east-west) by 73 m (north-south) 

area identified during pedestrian survey of the eastern field, east of the grassed area (Table 24; Image 28). All 

of the surface artifacts were collected. The overall assemblage included five fragmentary flakes of Onondaga 

chert, a core, and a Late Woodland Period Middleport type projectile point dating ca. 1300 ð 1400 CE.  

The random core is of Kettle Point chert. It has a length of 42.0 mm, a width of 35.2 mm, and is 23.4 mm 

thick. Indeterminate cortex is present on the core. 

The Middleport projectile point is complete except for some slight damage to the tip, which appears to be 

reworked. It is made of Haldimand chert, is biconvex in cross section, is corner notched with a convex base 

and convex to straight lateral edges. The point measures 30.9 mm in length, 17.0 mm in width at the shoulder, 

has an inter-notch width of 8.4 mm, the base measures 12.5 mm in width, and an overall thickness of 5.3 mm. 

Table 24: Location 20 (Ah Hc-337) Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1702 surface chipping detritus 1 fragmentary Onondaga 

2 Station 1703 surface projectile point 1 

Haldimand; complete; 

corner notched; 

Middleport 

3 Station 1704 surface chipping detritus 1 fragmentary Onondaga 

4 Station 1706 surface chipping detritus 1 fragmentary Onondaga 

5 Station 1707 surface chipping detritus 1 fragmentary Onondaga 

6 Station 1708 surface chipping detritus 1 fragmentary Onondaga 

7 Station 1709 surface core 1 Kettle Point; random core 

   Total  7  

3.2.21 Location 21 (no Borden number assigned) 

Location 21 is a diffuse Indigenous site consisting of a secondary flake and a biface fragment, both of Onondaga 

chert, across a 5 m (east-west) by 16 m (north-south) area identified during pedestrian survey of the eastern 

field, south of the grassed area (Table 25; Image 29). All of the surface artifacts were collected. The biface was 

too incomplete to allow for meaningful measurements. 

Table 25: Location 21 Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 1710 surface chipping detritus 1 secondary Onondaga 

2 Station 1711 surface biface 1 Onondaga; fragment 

   Total  2  
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3.2.22 Location 22 (AhHc-338) 

Location 22 is a scatter of 16 Indigenous lithic artifacts across a 32 m (east-west) by 16 m (north-south) area 

identified during pedestrian survey of the eastern field, south of the grassed area (Table 26; Image 30). All of 

the surface artifacts were collected. The overall assemblage included a biface fragment, one utilized flake, and 

14 flakes, two of which are burnt. 

The assemblage of chipping detritus from Location 22 consists entirely of Onondaga chert and included eight 

fragmentary flakes, five secondary flakes, and on piece of shatter. The biface and utilized flake are also made of 

Onondaga chert. The biface is too incomplete for meaningful measurements. The utilized flake was made on a 

secondary flake and displays straight utilization on the dorsal lateral flake edge. 

Table 26: Location 22 (Ah Hc-338) Stage 2 Artifact Catalogue  

Cat.  Context  Layer/Depth  Artifact  n Comments  

1 Station 17012 surface chipping detritus 1 fragmentary Onondaga 

2 Station 17013 surface chipping detritus 1 fragmentary Onondaga 

3 Station 17014 surface chipping detritus 1 secondary Onondaga 

4 Station 17015 surface chipping detritus 1 secondary Onondaga 

5 Station 17016 surface chipping detritus 1 secondary Onondaga 

6 Station 17017 surface chipping detritus 1 fragmentary Onondaga 

7 Station 17018 surface chipping detritus 1 fragmentary Onondaga 

8 Station 17019 surface chipping detritus 1 
fragmentary burnt 

Onondaga 

9 Station 17020 surface chipping detritus 1 shatter Onondaga 

10 Station 17021 surface chipping detritus 1 fragmentary Onondaga 

11 Station 17022 surface chipping detritus 1 secondary Onondaga 

12 Station 17023 surface utilized flake 1 secondary Onondaga 

13 Station 17024 surface chipping detritus 1 
fragmentary burnt 

Onondaga 

14 Station 17025 surface chipping detritus 1 fragmentary Onondaga 

15 Station 17026 surface chipping detritus 1 secondary Onondaga 

16 Station 17027 surface biface 1 Onondaga; fragment 

   Total  16  
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3.3 Analysis and Conclusions 

A Stage 2 field assessment was carried out in keeping with the Province of Ontarioõs Standards and Guidelines 

for Consultant Archaeologists (MTC 2011). The Stage 2 survey resulted in the discovery of 22 archaeological 

locations. Section 2.2 of the Standards and Guidelines establishes criteria whereby the CHVI of archaeological 

finds can be evaluated and the need for follow up Stage 3 testing and / or Stage 4 mitigation of construction 

impacts established. Each archaeological location is evaluated below. A summary of recommendations appears 

in Table 27. 

Table 27: Summary of  Stage 2 Finds 

Location  Artifacts  Size 
Stage 3 

Required? 
Related 

Standard  

1  

(AhHc-331) 
Early Archaic Nettling projectile point 1 m x 1 m Yes 

Section 2.2, 

Standard 1.b.iii 

2  
(AhHc-332) 

Middle Archaic Brewerton projectile point Isolated No n/a 

3 Incomplete projectile point; Unknown type Isolated No n/a 

4 1 flake Isolated No n/a 

5 Incomplete projectile point; Unknown type Isolated No n/a 

6 Incomplete projectile point; Unknown type Isolated No n/a 

7  
(AhHc-333) 

Late Archaic Genesee projectile point Isolated No n/a 

8 Incomplete projectile point; Unknown type Isolated No n/a 

9  
(AhHc-334) 

Late Archaic Crawford Knoll projectile 
point 

Isolated No n/a 

10 1 flake Isolated No n/a 

11 1 utilized flake Isolated No n/a 

12 1 utilized flake Isolated No n/a 

13 1 scraper Isolated No n/a 

14 1 scraper Isolated No n/a 

15 1 flake Isolated No n/a 

16 1 flake Isolated No n/a 

17  

(AhHc-335) 

Late Archaic Crawford Knoll projectile 

point 
Isolated No n/a 

18 Incomplete projectile point; Unknown type Isolated No n/a 

19  

(AhHc-336) 

2 Indigenous pottery fragments, 2 utilized 

flakes, 15 flakes, 1 fire cracked rock 
32 m x 36 m Yes 

Section 2.2, 
Standard 1.b.i 

and Standard 
1.a.ii (2) 

20  

(AhHc-337) 

Late Woodland Middleport projectile point, 

1 core, 5 flakes 
18 m x 73 m No n/a 

21 1 biface fragment, 1 flake 5 m x 16 m No n/a 

22  
(AhHc-338) 

1 biface fragment, 1 utilized flake, 14 flakes 
(2 burnt) 

32 m x 16 m Yes 

Section 2.2, 

Standard 1.a.i 
(3) 
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Location 1 (AhHc-331) is a single Early Archaic Period Nettling projectile point. Based on the presence of an 

Early Archaic diagnostic artifact (MTC 2011:40; Standard 1.b.iii), Location 1 qualifies for Stage 3 assessment to 

further document its CHVI. 

Location 2 (AhHc-332) is a single Middle Archaic Period Brewerton projectile point. Given the isolated nature 

of the find, it does not meet provincial criteria for further assessment and the find has been fully documented. 

Location 3 is a single undiagnostic Indigenous artifact. Given the isolated nature of the find, it does not meet 

provincial criteria for further assessment and the find has been fully documented. 

Location 4 is a single undiagnostic Indigenous artifact. Given the isolated nature of the find, it does not meet 

provincial criteria for further assessment and the find has been fully documented. 

Location 5 is a single undiagnostic Indigenous artifact. Given the isolated nature of the find, it does not meet 

provincial criteria for further assessment and the find has been fully documented. 

Location 6 is a single undiagnostic Indigenous artifact. Given the isolated nature of the find, it does not meet 

provincial criteria for further assessment and the find has been fully documented. 

Location 7 (AhHc-333) is a single Late Archaic Period Genesee projectile point. Given the isolated nature of the 

find, it does not meet provincial criteria for further assessment and the find has been fully documented. 

Location 8 is a single undiagnostic Indigenous artifact. Given the isolated nature of the find, it does not meet 

provincial criteria for further assessment and the find has been fully documented. 

Location 9 (AhHc-334) is a single Late Archaic Period Crawford Knoll projectile point. Given the isolated nature 

of the find, it does not meet provincial criteria for further assessment and the find has been fully documented. 

Location 10 is a single undiagnostic Indigenous artifact. Given the isolated nature of the find, it does not meet 

provincial criteria for further assessment and the find has been fully documented. 

Location 11 is a single undiagnostic Indigenous artifact. Given the isolated nature of the find, it does not meet 

provincial criteria for further assessment and the find has been fully documented. 

Location 12 is a single undiagnostic Indigenous artifact. Given the isolated nature of the find, it does not meet 

provincial criteria for further assessment and the find has been fully documented. 

Location 13 is a single undiagnostic Indigenous artifact. Given the isolated nature of the find, it does not meet 

provincial criteria for further assessment and the find has been fully documented. 

Location 14 is a single undiagnostic Indigenous artifact. Given the isolated nature of the find, it does not meet 

provincial criteria for further assessment and the find has been fully documented. 

Location 15 is a single undiagnostic Indigenous artifact. Given the isolated nature of the find, it does not meet 

provincial criteria for further assessment and the find has been fully documented. 

Location 16 is a single undiagnostic Indigenous artifact. Given the isolated nature of the find, it does not meet 

provincial criteria for further assessment and the find has been fully documented. 

Location 17 (AhHc-335) is a single Late Archaic Period Crawford Knoll projectile point. Given the isolated 

nature of the find, it does not meet provincial criteria for further assessment and the find has been fully 

documented. 
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Location 18 is a single undiagnostic Indigenous artifact. Given the isolated nature of the find, it does not meet 

provincial criteria for further assessment and the find has been fully documented. 

Location 19 (AhHc-336) consists of 19 Indigenous artifacts over a 32 m (east-west) by 36 m (north-south) area, 

identified during test pit survey. The site dates to the Woodland Period based on the recovery of Indigenous 

pottery. Based on the recovery of Indigenous pottery and at least five non-diagnostic artifacts from combined 

test pit and test unit excavations within a 10 m by 10 m test pit survey area, (MTC 2011:40; Section 2.2, 

Standard 1.a.ii.2 and Standard 1.b.i), Location 19 qualifies for Stage 3 assessment to further document its 

CHVI. 

Location 20 (AhHc-337) consists of seven Indigenous artifacts over an 18 m (east-west) by 73 m (north-south) 

area, identified during pedestrian survey. The site dates to the Late Woodland Period based on the recovery 

of a Middleport projectile point. Based on the recovery of fewer than 10 non-diagnostic artifacts, or one 

diagnostic artifact or fire cracked rock in addition to two or more non-diagnostic artifacts, within a 10 m by 

10 m pedestrian survey area (MTC 2011:40; Section 2.2, Standard 1.a.i.1 and 3), Location 20 does not meet 

provincial standards for Stage 3 assessment and has no further CHVI within the provincial framework.  

Location 21 consists of two Indigenous artifacts over a 5 m (east-west) by 16 m (north-south) area, identified 

during pedestrian survey. As none of the artifacts were diagnostic, no more specific cultural or temporal 

affiliation can be confirmed for the site at this time. Based on the recovery of fewer than 10 non-diagnostic 

artifacts within a 10 m by 10 m pedestrian survey area (MTC 2011:40; Section 2.2, Standard 1.a.i.1), Location 

21 does not meet provincial standards for Stage 3 assessment and has no further CHVI within the provincial 

framework. 

Location 22 (AhHc-338) consists of 16 Indigenous artifacts over a 32 m (east-west) by 16 m (north-south) area, 

identified during pedestrian survey. As none of the artifacts were diagnostic, no more specific cultural or 

temporal affiliation can be confirmed for the site at this time. Based on the recovery of at least 10 non-

diagnostic artifacts within a 10 m by 10 m pedestrian survey area (MTC 2011:40; Section 2.2, Standard 1.a.i.3), 

Location 22 qualifies for Stage 3 assessment to further document its CHVI. 

In addition to the to the individual archaeological locations, a property inspection was undertaken in an effort 

to document and evaluate current conditions within the adjacent Paris Plains cemetery. Although the visual 

inspection of the cemetery did not identify any marked burials immediately adjacent the Project area, based on 

the background research, inclusive of local oral history, the precise boundaries of the cemetery are not 

sufficiently well defined or documented to conclusively establish that no unmarked graves or portions thereof 

may be present within the Project area. Given this, further investigation is required. The specifics of the 

investigation should be determined in consultation with the MCM and the Bereavement Authority of Ontario 

(BAO). 
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3.4 Recommendations 

A Stage 1 and 2 archaeological assessment was conducted for a proposed gravel pit, located at 699 Paris Plains 

Church Road, in Brant County, Ontario. The Project area is roughly 111 ha (275 ac) in size and is located in 

part of Lot 1, West of Grand River, Concession 4, and part of Lots 26 and 27, Concession 4, in the Former 

Geographic Township of South Dumfries. All work met provincial standards and 22 archaeological locations 

were identified during the Stage 2 assessment, three of which qualify for further assessment. 

Recommendations with respect to each of these locations are presented below.  

¶ Locations 3 through 6, 8, 10 through 16, 18 and 21, are sites for which a more specific cultural or 

temporal affiliation cannot be assigned. These sites do not meet provincial criteria for Stage 3 

assessment and no further work is recommended as they are considered fully documented.  

¶ Location 1 (AhHc-331) is an Indigenous site with an Early Archaic Period affiliation. Under the provincial 

framework, the site has further CHVI and qualifies for Stage 3 assessment based on the presence of an 

isolated Early Archaic diagnostic artifact. The Stage 3 strategy should follow that established for sites 

where it is not yet evident that the level of CHVI will result in a recommendation to proceed to Stage 

4 (MTC 2011:51, Table 3.1). This would involve the excavation of 1 m units across a 5 m grid 

throughout the site, with an additional 20% of infill units placed in areas of interest. As per Section 

3.2.2, Standard 7, soils should be screened through 3 mm mesh hardware cloth for 20% of the total 

units excavated. The CSP for this site has already been completed. 

¶ Location 2 (AhHc-332) is an isolated Indigenous artifact findspot consisting of a Middle Archaic Period 

projectile point. This findspot does not meet provincial criteria for Stage 3 assessment and no further 

work is recommended as it is considered fully documented. 

¶ Location 7 (AhHc-333) is an isolated Indigenous artifact findspot consisting of a Late Archaic Period 

projectile point. This findspot does not meet provincial criteria for Stage 3 assessment and no further 

work is recommended as it is considered fully documented. 

¶ Location 9 (AhHc-334) is an isolated Indigenous artifact findspot consisting of a Late Archaic Period 

projectile point. This findspot does not meet provincial criteria for Stage 3 assessment and no further 

work is recommended as it is considered fully documented. 

¶ Location 17 (AhHc-335) is an isolated Indigenous artifact findspot consisting of a Late Archaic Period 

projectile point. This findspot does not meet provincial criteria for Stage 3 assessment and no further 

work is recommended as it is considered fully documented. 

¶ Location 19 (AhHc-336) is an Indigenous site with a Woodland Period affiliation. Under the provincial 

framework, the site has further CHVI and qualifies for Stage 3 assessment based on the presence of 

Indigenous pottery and at least five non-diagnostic artifacts from combined test pit and test unit 

excavations. The Stage 3 strategy should follow that established for sites where it is evident that the 

level of CHVI will result in a recommendation to proceed to Stage 4 (MTC 2011:51, Table 3.1). This 

would involve the excavation of 1 m2 units across a 10 m grid throughout the site, with an additional 

40% of infill units placed in areas of interest. 

¶ Location 20 (AhHc-337) is an Indigenous site with a Late Woodland Period affiliation. This site does not 

meet provincial criteria for Stage 3 assessment and no further work is recommended as it is 

considered fully documented. 

¶ Location 22 (AhHc-338) is an Indigenous site comprised of 16 undiagnostic artifacts, two of which are 

burnt, over a 28 m (east-west) by 12 m (north-south) area. Under the provincial framework, the site 

has further CHVI and qualifies for Stage 3 assessment based on the presence of at least 10 non-
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diagnostic artifacts within a 10 m by 10 m pedestrian survey area. The Stage 3 strategy should follow 

that established for sites where it is not yet evident that the level of CHVI will result in a 

recommendation to proceed to Stage 4 (MTC 2011:51, Table 3.1). This would involve the excavation 

of 1 m2 units across a 5 m grid throughout the site, with an additional 20% of infill units placed in areas 

of interest. The CSP for this site has already been completed. 

¶ In addition to the site-specific recommendations, due to the proximity and age of the Paris Plains 

Cemetery, and that the precise boundaries of the cemetery are not sufficiently well defined or 

documented to conclusively establish that no unmarked graves or portions thereof may be present 

within the Project area, a Cemetery Investigation is recommended. As the Stage 2 assessment has 

determined that there are no outstanding archaeological concerns adjacent the cemetery lands, the 

specifics of the cemetery investigation should be determined in consultation with the MCM and the 

Bereavement Authority of Ontario (BAO), and be in keeping with the Funeral, Burials, and Cremation 

Services Act (FBCSA), as well as the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists. 

Our recommendations are subject to the conditions laid out in Section 5.0 of this report and to the MCMõs 

review and acceptance of this report into the provincial registry. 
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4 SUMMARY  

A Stage 1 and 2 archaeological assessment was conducted for a proposed gravel pit, located at 699 Paris Plains 

Church Road, in Brant County, Ontario. The Project area is roughly 111 ha (275 ac) in size and is located in 

part of Lot 1, West of Grand River, Concession 4, and part of Lots 26 and 27, Concession 4, in the Former 

Geographic Township of South Dumfries. The Stage 1 assessment revealed that the Project area had potential 

for the discovery of archaeological resources and a Stage 2 survey was recommended and carried out. The 

Stage 2 assessment (pedestrian and test pit assessment at 5 m intervals) resulted in the identification of 22 

archaeological locations, three of which (Locations 1, 19, and 22) qualifies for Stage 3 assessment based on 

provincial criteria. In addition to the outstanding archaeological concerns is the concern for potential 

unmarked burials being located within the Project area immediately adjacent the Paris Plains Cemetery. As 

such, a cemetery investigation is recommended, the specifics of which should be determined in consultation 

with the MCM and the Bereavement Authority of Ontario (BAO). 
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5 ADVICE ON COMPLIANCE WITH LEGISLATION  

This report is submitted to the MCM as a condition of licensing in accordance with Part VI of the Ontario 

Heritage Act, R.S.O 1990, c 0.18. The report is reviewed to ensure that it complies with the standards and 

guidelines that are issued by the minister, and that the archaeological fieldwork and report recommendations 

ensure the conservation, protection and preservation of the cultural heritage of Ontario. When all matters 

relating to archaeological sites within the project area of a development proposal have been addressed to the 

satisfaction of the MCM, a letter will be issued by the ministry stating that there are no further concerns with 

regard to alterations to archaeological sites by the proposed development. 

It is an offence under Sections 48 and 69 of the Ontario Heritage Act for any party other than a licensed 

archaeologist to make any alteration to a known archaeological site or to remove any artifact or other 

physical evidence of past human use or activity from the site, until such time as a licensed archaeologist has 

completed 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 

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

Should previously undocumented (i.e., unknown or deeply buried) archaeological resources be discovered, 

they may be a new archaeological site and therefore subject to Section 48(1) of the Ontario Heritage Act. The 

proponent or person discovering the archaeological resources must cease alteration of the site immediately 

and engage a licensed consultant archaeologist to carry out archaeological fieldwork, in compliance with 

Section 48(1) of the Ontario Heritage Act. 

The Funeral, Burial and Cremation Services Act, 2002, S.O. 2002, c.33 requires that any person discovering human 

remains must notify the police or coroner and Crystal Forrest, A/Registrar of Burial Sites, Ontario Ministry of 

Government and Consumer Services. Her telephone number is 416-212-7499 and e-mail address is 

Crystal.Forrest@ontario.ca. 

Archaeological sites recommended for further archaeological fieldwork or protection remain subject to 

Section 48(1) of the Ontario Heritage Act and may Archaeological sites recommended for further archaeological 

fieldwork or protection remain subject to Section 48(1) of the Ontario Heritage Act and not be altered, or have 

artifacts removed from them, except by a person holding an archaeological license. 

mailto:Crystal.Forrest@ontario.ca


 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment 

 Proposed Gravel Pit ð 699 Paris Plains Church Road, Brant County, ON 

 

52 

6 BIBLIOGRAPHY  

Acton, C.J. 

1989 The Soils of Brant County. Report No. 55 of the Ontario Soil Survey. Ontario Ministry of Agriculture and 

Food. Agriculture Canada. 

Bereavement Authority of Ontario 

n.d. List of Licensees and Providers. Website Link. Accessed February 10, 2022. 

Bloomfield, Elizabeth 

2006 Waterloo Township Through Two Centuries. Kitchener: Waterloo Historical Society. 

Canada 

1891 Indian Treaties and Surrenders. Volume 1: Treaties 1-138. Reprinted 1992. Fifth House Publishers, 

Saskatoon, SK.  

Chapman L.J. and D.F. Putnam 

1984 The Physiography of Southern Ontario. Third Edition. Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources: Ontario. 

County of Brant Public Library 

n.d. Maus School Section and Paris Plains Church. Available online: Website Link. Accessed February 1, 

2022. 

ESRI Canada 

2021 Ontario Base Map. Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources Data. ESRI Canada. Website Link. Accessed 

April 7, 2021. 

Filice, Michelle 

2016 Haldimand Proclamation. Canadian Encyclopedia. Website Link. Accessed February 20, 2021. 

Fox, William A. 

1980 Nettling Points. KEWA 80-2. 

Government of Ontario 

1990a Aggregate Resources Act, R.S.O. 1990, CHAPTER A.8. Online: Publications Ontario. Website Link. 

Accessed April 2021.   

1990b  Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O. 1990. (c. 0.18). Online: Publications Ontario. Website Link. Accessed 

February 16, 2021. 

Holroyd, Violet M. 

1991 Foundations of Faith: Historic Religious Buildings of Ontario. Toronto: Hignell Printing Limited. 

  

https://licensees.thebao.ca/search-results?searchParams=Paris&Subject=PubBizByName&Title=Businesses%20By%20Name
http://images.ourontario.ca/Partners/cbpl/CBPL0023107880023pf.pdf
http://geographynetwork.ca/data/index.html
https://www.thecanadianencyclopedia.ca/en/article/haldimand-proclamation
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/90a08
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/90o18


 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment 

 Proposed Gravel Pit ð 699 Paris Plains Church Road, Brant County, ON 

 

53 

J.D. Barnes and First Base Solutions (SWOOP) 

2010 Southwestern Ontario Ortho Imagery Project ð Imagery for Southwestern Ontario. 

Kenyon, Ian 

1980 Crawford Knoll Point. KEWA 80-3.  

1981a Genesee Points. KEWA 81-7. 

1981b Brewerton Corner-Notched Points. KEWA 81-8. 

Luard, P. D.  

1966  Oxen, Candles and Homespun. In A Glimpse of the Past: A Centennial History of Brantford and Brant County, 

pp. 10-21. Brant Historical Society: Brantford.  

McLaughlin, Kenneth 

1987 Cambridge: The Making of a Canadian City. Burlington: Windsor Publications. 

Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) & J.D. Barnes First Base Solutions 

2010 Southwestern Orthoimagery Project ð Mr. Sid Tiles for Southwestern Ontario. 

Ministry of Northern Development and Mines (MNDM) 

2007 Physiography of Southern Ontario. Chapman, L.J. and D.F. Putnam, authors. GIS map data layer 

distributed by the Ontario Geological Survey as Miscellaneous Release ð Data (MRD) 228. Queenõs 

Printer for Ontario. 

Ministry of Tourism and Culture (MCM; now Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism) 

2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists. Toronto. 

2021 Ontarioõs Past Portal, Online Database. Queenõs Printer for Ontario. Website Link. Accessed August 

17, 2021. 

Mulvany, Charles Pelham 

1883 The History of the County of Brant, Ontario. Toronto: Warner, Beers & Co. 

Natural Resources Canada (NRC) 

2012 Brantford, Ontario. 1:50,000 Scale Topographic Map. Section 040/P01. Electronic version. 

2012 Cambridge, Ontario. 1:50,000 Scale Topographic Map. Section 040/P08. Electronic version. 

Ontario Fundamental Dataset, Ministry of Natural Resources (2012) and CanVec Geospatial Database (2012) 

2013 Base Mapping for the Province of Ontario. 

Ontario Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs (OMAFRA) 

2006 GIS Layers for Soils and Physiography in the Province of Ontario. 

  

https://www.pastport.mtc.gov.on.ca/


 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment 

 Proposed Gravel Pit ð 699 Paris Plains Church Road, Brant County, ON 

 

54 

Ontario Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing (OMMAH) 

2020  Provincial Policy Statement, 2020. Queenõs Printer for Ontario. 

Page and Smith 

1875 Historical Atlas of the County of Brant. Ont. Toronto: Page & Smith. 

Reid, Richard 

1983 The Book of Buildings: Ancient, Medieval, Renaissance & Modern Architecture of North America & 

Europe. New York: Van Nostrand Reinhold Company, 1983. Website Link. Accessed February 1, 2022. 

Reville, F. Douglas 

1920 History of the County of Brant. Volume II. Brantford: The Hurley Printing Company, Limited.  

Website Link. Accessed February 1, 2022. 

Six Nations Lands and Resources 

2006 Six Nations of the Grand River: Land Rights, Financial Justice, Creative Solutions. Six Nations of the Grand 

River, Oshweken, ON. 

2019 Land Rights: A Global Solution for Six Nations of the Grand River. Six Nations of the Grand River, 

Oshweken, ON. 

Surtees, R.J. 

1984 Indian Land Surrenders in Ontario 1763-1867. Indian Affairs and Northern Development, Government of 

Canada, Ottawa. 

Taylor, A.W. 

1970 Our Todays and Yesterdays: A History of the Township of North Dumfries and The Village of Ayr. Galt: North 

Dumfries and Ayr Centennial Committee. 

Teranet and Service Ontario 

2021 Abstract/Parcel Register Book, Brant County (20), South Dumfries, Book A. OnLand. Website Link. 

Accessed December 16, 2021. 

2021 Abstract/Parcel Register Book, Brant County (20), South Dumfries, Book B. OnLand. Website Link. 

Accessed January 19, 2022. 

2021 Abstract/Parcel Register Book, Brant County (20), South Dumfries, Book C. OnLand. Website Link. 

Accessed January 19, 2022. 

2021 Abstract/Parcel Register Book, Brant County (20), South Dumfries, Book D. OnLand. Website Link. 

Accessed January 19, 2022. 

2021 Abstract/Parcel Register Book, Brant County (20), South Dumfries, Book E. OnLand. Website Link. 

Accessed January 19, 2022. 

2021 Abstract/Parcel Register Book, Brant County (20), South Dumfries, Book H. OnLand. Website Link. 

Accessed January 19, 2022. 

https://archive.org/details/bookofbuildingsa0000reid/page/314/mode/2up?q=west+dumfries
https://history-api.brantfordlibrary.ca/Document/View/7fb25b9e-03d3-4be0-8b81-305eca46ed4c
https://www.onland.ca/ui/2/books/30223/
https://www.onland.ca/ui/2/books/30224
https://www.onland.ca/ui/2/books/30223/
https://www.onland.ca/ui/2/books/30249
https://www.onland.ca/ui/2/books/30250
https://www.onland.ca/ui/2/books/30154


 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment 

 Proposed Gravel Pit ð 699 Paris Plains Church Road, Brant County, ON 

 

55 

Township of South Dumfries 

1952  The Township of South Dumfries Centennial: 1852 - 1952, Retrieved from the County of Brant Public 

Library Digital Collections. Website Link. Accessed February 1, 2022. 

1986 Paris Plains Church and the Maus School,ó Bylaw number 24-86. Retrieved from Ontario Heritage 

Trust. Website Link. Accessed February 1, 2022. 

Tremaine, Geo. R. 

1859 Tremaineõs Map of the County of Brant, Canada West. The Ontario Historical County Maps Project. 

Trimble, W.C. 

1875 Historical Sketch of the County of Brant. In Page & Smith Illustrated Historical Atlas of the County of Brant, 

 Ont. Toronto: Geo. J. Gebhardt & Co. Lith. 

Waldie, J.  

1984 Brant County, The Story of Its People, Vol. 1.  Brant Historical Publications, Paris, Ontario. 

Webster, J.C. 

1961 Rural Schools of South Dumfries Township: A History of Rural Schools in South Dumfries Township, Ontario to 

1961. Ayr: Ayr News Ltd. Website Link. Accessed February 1, 2022. 

https://images.ourontario.ca/brant/2310788/page/4?n=
https://www.heritagetrust.on.ca/en/oha/details?id=708&backlinkslug=search%20results&fields%5Bproperty_name%5D=maus+school
https://images.ourontario.ca/brant/2290562/page/4?n=


 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment 

 Proposed Gravel Pit ð 699 Paris Plains Church Road, Brant County, ON 

 

56 

7 IMAGES 
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Image 1: Historic Plaque ð Paris Plains Church  

Looking North 

 

Image 2: 5 m Interval Pedestrian Survey ð West Field  

Looking East 
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Image 3: 5 m Interval Pedestrian Survey ð Centre Field  

Looking North 

 

Image 4: 5 m Interval Pedestrian Survey ð East Field  

Looking North 
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Image 5: Close up of Field Conditions  

Looking Northeast 

 

Image 6: Intensified Pedestrian Survey  

Looking North 
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Image 7: Intensified Pedestrian Survey  

Looking West 

 

Image 8: Location 7, Recording Artifacts  

Looking Southeast 

 



 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment 

 Proposed Gravel Pit ð 699 Paris Plains Church Road, Brant County, ON 

 

61 

Image 9: Location 3, Recording Artifacts  

Looking Northwest 

 

Image 10: 5 m Interval Test Pit Survey  

Looking Northwest 

 



 Stage 1-2 Archaeological Assessment 

 Proposed Gravel Pit ð 699 Paris Plains Church Road, Brant County, ON 

 

62 

Image 11: Intensified Test Pit Survey  

Looking Northwest 

 

Image 12: Typical Test Pit  
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Image 13: Typical Test Unit  

Looking North 

 

Image 14: Close Up of Disturbed  Gravel Laneway  
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Image 15: Low and Wet Area  

Looking North 

 

Image 16: Sloped Area  

Looking East 
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Image 17: Entrance to Paris Plains Cemetery  

 

Image 18: Fence Adjacent Paris Plains Church Road  
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Image 19: Fence in Southeastern Portion of Cemetery  

 

Image 20: Tree Row Along Northern Limits of Ce metery  
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Image 21: Southwestern Portion of Cemetery  

 

Image 22: North -South Laneway in Centre of Cemetery  
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Image 23: Northern Portion of Cemetery Adjacent Project Area  

 

Image 24: Close Up of Headstones in Northern Portion of Cemetery  

 

  




































































































