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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The Archaeologists Inc. was contracted to conduct a Stage 3 archaeological assessment 
of historic sites BbGe-24 and BbGe-25, Kingston Gardiner TS Odessa project, located 
within Part of Lots 21 and 22, Concession 4, Township of Loyalist, Regional 
Municipality of Lennox and Addington, Ontario. The assessments were conducted in 
advance of development related to a Renewal Energy Approval project (FIT-F80AG25), 
under Ontario Regulation 359/09 of the Green Energy Act, s. 20 (1) and s. 21. The sites 
are located south of Highway 401, west of Rees Road, and north of Highway 2.  
 
Sites BbGe-24 and BbGe-25 were both discovered by test pit survey during a Stage 1-2 
assessment of the subject property. The sites were located adjacent to Highway 2 and 
appeared to represent two of the structures depicted by the historical Atlas of the county. 
Site BbGe-24 was located on fairly level terrain beside an existing dwelling. The Stage 2 
test pit survey resulted in the recovery of 21artifacts from a total of 5 positive test pits in 
an area measuring approximately 10 metres x 10 metres. The diagnostic artefacts 
collected from the survey suggest that this deposit fits into a date range of between 1830-
1850’s. The site was interpreted to represent a Euro-Canadian Homestead and was 
recommended for a Stage 3 archaeological assessment in order to more precisely 
document the cultural heritage value of the site. Site BbGe-25 is located on a rise 
approximately 30 metres north of Highway 2. The site was discovered by noticing the 
presence of a relic stone foundation. Although an intensified test pit survey did not 
identify any artifacts this foundation was still considered a site and was registered as one. 
The foundation measures approximately 16 by 20. Although no artifacts were 
encountered, given the location of the stone foundation in the approximate location where 
the Atlas depicted an historic structure, the site was recommended for a Stage 3 
assessment in order to more precisely document the cultural heritage value of the site.  
 
The Stage 3 assessment strategy for both sites was consistent with that outlined in the 
2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists for small post contact sites 
where it is not yet evident that the level of cultural heritage value or interest will result in 
a recommendation to proceed to Stage 4 mitigation. The Stage 3 assessment consisted of 
the excavation of one-metre square test units at 5 metre intervals followed by an 
additional 20% of the initial grid unit total focusing on areas of interest within the site 
extent. 
 
The Stage 3 assessment of Site BbGe-24 resulted in the excavation of 22 test units 
resulting in the recovery of 84 artifacts. The artifact assemblage consisted of mid to late 
19th century tablewares, window glass and nails consistent with the presence of a former 
homestead. No middens were noted during the course of the assessment. The majority of 
the ceramic tablewares predate 1870 and, in conjunction with archival research conducted 
on the property, indicate that the site is likely related to a 1840-1860 occupation of the 
property. Given the lack of any notable activity areas and the low frequency and density 
of artifacts, the site is not considered to be of high cultural heritage value and it is 
recommended that there are no further cultural heritage concerns for Site BbGe-24. 
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The Stage 3 assessment of Site BbGe-25 resulted in the excavation of 16 test units 
resulting in the recovery of no artifacts. The site is represented solely by the existence of 
a remnant stone foundation. The lack of artifacts is likely due to post-occupation 
disturbances that resulted in the removal of any original occupation levels or topsoil 
related the initial occupation of the structure. Due to the lack of artifacts, the site is not 
considered to be of high cultural heritage value and it is recommended that there are no 
further cultural heritage concerns for Site BbGe-25. The report recommends that Stage 4 
mitigation of impacts is not required for either the BbGe-24 or BbGe-25 archaeological 
sites. 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
The Ontario Heritage Act requires licensees to report on archaeological fieldwork done 
under their licence. Section 65 sets out reporting requirements for licensees. When so 
required by the Minister, a licensee shall file with the Minister a report, containing full 
details of work done under the licence and such other information as the Minister may 
require. When so required by the Minister, a person, organization or corporation shall 
prepare and file with the Minister particulars of all property of archaeological or 
historical significance in Ontario, known to such person, organization or corporation. A 
report and particulars shall be filed with the Minister in such form and manner as the 
Minister may require. 
 
The project report is a summary of the archaeological fieldwork carried out. It includes 
the background research, description of archaeological fieldwork, fieldwork decision-
making, community engagement, including engagement with Aboriginal communities, 
artifact analysis and documentation, assessment of potential impacts and conclusions and 
recommendations. 

 
1.0 PROJECT CONTEXT (Section 7.5.5) 
 
This section of the report will provide the context for the archaeological fieldwork, 
including the development context, the historical context, and the archaeological context.  
 
1.1 Development Context (Section 7.5.6, Standards 1-3) 
 
Section 7.5.6, Standard 1 
The Archaeologists Inc. was contracted to conduct a Stage 3 site-specific archaeological 
assessment of historic sites BbGe-24 and BbGe-25, in advance of a renewal energy 
approval project (FIT-F80AG25) of the Kingston Gardiner, TS Odessa development 
project located within Part of Lot 21 & 22, Concession 4, located in the Township of 
Loyalist, Regional Municipality of Lennox and Addington, Ontario. The archaeological 
assessment was triggered by Ontario Regulation 359/09 of the Green Energy Act, s. 20 
(1) and s. 21.  
 
Section 7.5.6, Standard 2  
There is no additional development-related information relevant to understanding the 
choice of fieldwork strategy or recommendations made in the report.  
  
Section 7.5.6, Standard 3 
Permission to access the study area to conduct all required archaeological fieldwork 
activities, including the recovery of artifacts was given by the landowner and their 
representative.  
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1.2 Historical Context (Section 7.5.7, Standards 1-2) 
 
Section 7.5.7, Standard 1 
In advance of the Stage 3 assessment, a Stage 1 background study of the subject property 
and Stage 2 archaeological assessment was conducted in order to document the property 
archaeological and land use history and present condition.  
 
The Stage 1 background study indicated that the subject property had features indicating 
archaeological potential for pre-contact and post-contact resources exist. Characteristics 
indicating archaeological potential include the near-by presence of previously identified 
archaeological sites, primary and secondary water sources, features indicating past water 
sources, accessible or inaccessible shoreline, pockets of well-drained sandy soil, 
distinctive land formations that might have been special or spiritual places, such as 
waterfalls, rock outcrops, caverns, mounds, and promontories and their bases, resource 
areas, (including food or medicinal plants, scarce raw materials, early Euro-Canadian 
industry), areas of early Euro-Canadian settlement, early historical transportation routes, 
property listed on a municipal register or designated under the Ontario Heritage Act or 
that is a federal, provincial or municipal historic landmark or site, and property that local 
histories or informants have identified with possible archaeological sites, historical 
events, activities, or occupations. 
 
The Stage 2 archaeological assessment consisted of a systematic test pit and pedestrian 
survey of the subject property during the course of which Sites BbGe-24 and BbGe-25 
were discovered. Prior to conducting the Stage 3 site-specific assessments of the sites, a 
detailed documentary research of the land use and occupation history specific to the 
archaeological sites was conducted through archival research in order to supplement the 
Stage 1 background study done for the property. 
 
A review of the historical background of Lots 21 and 22, Concession 4, Township of 
Loyalist, in the Regional Municipality of Lennox and Addington, revealed the following 
information.  
 
The main centres of settlement in Loyalist are Amherstview, Bath and Odessa. Since 
Loyalist Township is the only municipal level of government in the area, the boundaries 
of all the settlements are unofficial traditional boundaries. Odessa was originally named 
Millcreek, and was renamed by its postmaster to commemorate the British victory at 
Odessa in Ukraine during the Crimean War.  
 
Loyalist Township is located in the southern most part of Lennox and Addington County, 
on the shores of Lake Ontario, midway between Toronto and Ottawa. Straddling the 401 
corridor, it encompasses an area of approximately 342 square km.  On January 1, 1998 
the former Townships of Ernestown, and Amherst Island, and Village of Bath, 
amalgamated to create one municipality called Loyalist Township.   
 
In 1775, discontent in Great Britain's New England colony turned to open rebellion. 
Loyalists who chose to remain faithful to the Crown, were drawn from about twenty 
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percent of the population. Loyalists supported the British Regulars in an effort to end the 
rebellion through active service in provincial military units. Military units made up of 
able bodied men, husbands, and young boys, served in the King's Royal Regiment of 
New York, Jessup's Loyal Rangers, the King's Rangers, and Butler's Rangers. The 
Mohawks, under the leadership of Joseph Brant, also supported the British cause. 
Efforts to end the rebellion ultimately failed, resulting in the creation of the United States. 
Thousands of Loyalist refugees were left to find new homes. Beginning in 1783, at the 
expense of the British Government, Loyalist families left many of their possessions and 
evacuated to British North America, some via the port at New York, and others trekking 
overland to the old Province of Quebec. 
 
With the signing of the peace treaty in 1783, large numbers of Loyalist refugees made 
their way into the Province of Quebec. The Governor of Quebec, General Frederick 
Haldimand made lands available for settlement through the purchase of lands in what 
would become Ontario from the Mississauga. The original plan of settlement was to 
extend the seigniorial system of the old Province of Quebec westward from the seigniory 
of Longueuil. Two ranges of townships were laid out. Several disbanded military 
regiments settled throughout the Loyalist township area. The resettled Loyalists were 
faced with the tasks of clearing land, planting crops and building homes in an unfamiliar 
wilderness. 
 
The 1878 Illustrated Historical Atlas of the Counties of Frontenac, Lennox and 
Addington, Ontario, indicates that Lot 21 was owned by N.H. Perry. The Atlas depicts a 
single structure within Lot 21. The Atlas indicates that Lot 22 was owned by J.M. Parrott 
and depicts three structures within the subject property. All four structures are located 
immediately north of what is now Highway 2.  
 
A search of material at the Ontario Archives has revealed the following information 
regarding the development of Lots 21 and 22, Concession 4, in the former township of 
Ernestown. Alfred Perry received Lot 21 and 22 in the former Township of Ernestown in 
October 1784 as part of the land granted to him as a Loyalist. In June 1778, he had left 
his farm in Vermont, to avoid further penalties for refusing to join the rebels. Once in 
Canada, he began his services as a pensioned volunteer supporting the British. Clarissa 
Perry and the family's five children came into Canada in the summer of 1784. The Perry 
family sold Lot 22 to Arthur Parrott in 1821 [AO, Abstract Index to Deed Titles, 
Ernestown Township, reel GSU 174439]. 
 
There is no mention of structures within either lot earlier than 1842 and there is little 
genealogical information is available regarding either Perry or Parrott. A review of 
census and assessment rolls has a Norman Perry listed for Lot 21 in the 1825 assessment. 
There were seven people in the household. The family possessed 200 acres, of which 60 
were cultivated, but no dwelling house was listed. In 1840, he lived on 100 acres, of 
which 70 were cultivated. He lived in a frame house under two stories with one additional 
fireplace [AO, Microfilm of Assessment Rolls, ErnestownTownship, reel MS 52/3].  
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The 1847, 1858, and 1867 assessments show a Nathan Perry residing on all 100 acres of 
Lot 21 [AO, Microfilm of Assessment Rolls, Ernestown Township, reels MS 52/2, MS 
52/3, MS 52/4] and a James Parrott was the possessor of 100 acres within Lot 22 
according to the 1877 assessment [AO, Microfilm of Assessment Rolls, Ernestown 
Township, reel MS 52/5]. By this point in time, the 1878 Atlas illustrated a farmhouse on 
Lot 21 and 22 in the location of the subject property. 
 
It would appear that the Perry family owned Lot 21 throughout the entire nineteenth 
century, although they appeared to have leased Lot 22 to the Parrott family. According to 
the census and assessments, they occupied a one and a half storey stone building that was 
built either in the early 1830s or 1840s. By the mid-1870s, this home had been replaced 
by a new house that had been constructed on Lot 21 by 1878. Similarly, the census and 
assessments indicate that the Parrott family occupied a house built in the 1840s or 1850s 
within Lot 22 in the location of the structure as depicted on the 1878 Atlas.  
 
In summary, the historical documentation related to the subject property indicates that 
Site BbGe-24 may represent the remnants of the occupation of the frame building built by 
the 1840s and occupied until ca. 1878 within the western portion of Lot 22, and that Site 
BbGe-25 may represent remants of a stone house built in either the 1840s or 1850s and 
occupied until at least 1878 in Lot 22.  
 
Section 7.5.7, Standard 2 
The fieldwork strategy for the Stage 3 assessment of Sites BbGe-24 and BbGe-25 
expands on that recommended in the Stage 1 and 2 archaeological assessment report 
prepared by Mr. T. Keith Powers of The Archaeologists Inc. (PIF P052-201-2010 & 
P052-283-2011). The Stage 1 and 2 report recommended that “The Stage 3 
archaeological assessment will begin with the establishment of a grid in relation to a 
permanent site datum. This will be followed by the excavation of strategically placed 1x1 
metre square test units in relation to the positive test pits identified during the course of 
the Stage 2 assessment. The results of the Stage 3 archaeological assessment and archival 
research will be used to evaluate the significance of the sites and determine an 
appropriate Stage 4 mitigative strategy, if necessary.”  
 
However, given that the Stage 3 fieldwork was conducted in 2011, we followed the Stage 
3 site-specific archaeological assessment standards set out in Sections 3.2.2 and 3.2.3 of 
the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists. Given the nature of 
the sites, it was recommended that the Stage 3 test unit excavations follow the strategy as 
outlined in Table 3.1 for small post-contact sites where it is not yet clearly evident that 
the level of cultural heritage value or interest will result in a recommendation to proceed 
to Stage 4. 
 
1.3 Archaeological Context (Section 7.5.8, Standards 1-7) 
 
Section 7.5.8, Standard 1 
Information on the known archaeological sites in the vicinity of the study area was 
obtained form the Ministry of Tourism and Culture site database.  Prior to the discovery 
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of Sites BbGe-24 and BbGe-25, no registered archaeological sites within a minimum one 
km distance from the project limits were known.  
 
Section 7.5.8, Standard 2 
Historic Sites BbGe-24 and BbGe-25 are located within non-agricultural lands within the 
subject property. The study area lies within the Napanee Plain physiographic region 
(Chapman and Putnam 1984:186). This is a limestone plain of flat-to-undulating 
characteristics covering approximately 700 square miles. Limestones are mainly of the 
Gull River and Bobcaygeon Formation. The surfaces have been stripped of overburden 
due to glacial action. Soils within the Napanee Plain are generally shallow (less than 
30cm in thickness) and consist of clays with some Farmington Loam soils. The plain 
supported sugar maple, white elm, silver and red maple, white cedar, basswood, beech, 
white pine, hemlock, balsam fir, and white spruce. 
 
Section 7.5.8, Standard 3 
The Stage 3 fieldwork was undertaken on November 24 and 25, 2011.  
 
Section 7.5.8, Standards 4 and 5 
Sites BbGe-24 and BbGe-25 were originally identified during a Stage 1 and 2 assessment 
of the subject property. The Stage 1 background study concluded that the property 
exhibits archaeological potential. A Stage 2 property assessment was conducted to 
document all archaeological resources on the property, to determine whether the property 
contains archaeological resources requiring further assessment, and to recommend next 
steps. The characteristics of the property dictated that the Stage 2 survey be conducted by 
both pedestrian survey and test pit survey.  
 
Site BbGe-24 
The site was identified during the test pit survey of the subject property. The site is 
located on fairly level land next to an existing dwelling. The site is located approximately 
40 metres north of Highway 2. Upon discovery of the site, the test pit survey intervals 
were intensified to 2.5 metres around all positive test pits. The Stage 2 test pit survey 
resulted in the recovery of 21 artifacts from a total of 5 positive test pits in an area 
measuring approximately 10 metres x 10 metres. Test pits were dug to subsoil and depths 
averaged between 15-20cm. Soil fills were sandy loams. The recovered artifact 
assemblage consisted of 21 pieces of nails, ceramic tableware, and window glass. 
 
The diagnostic artefacts collected from the survey suggested that the deposit fits into a 
date range of between 1830-1850’s. The presence of square cut nails, blue transfer 
printed wares are indicative of an historic deposit that falls within the mid 19th century. 
Given the deposit in the field was noticed to be predominately tableware’s, it would seem 
that this deposit represents a Euro-Canadian Homestead.  
 
Based on the types of artifacts and frequency of artifacts dating to before 1870, the site 
was assessed as a potentially significant archaeological resource that should be subject to 
a Stage 3 archaeological assessment in order to more precisely document the cultural 
heritage value of the site.  
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Site BbGe-25 
The site was identified during the test pit survey of the subject property. The site is 
located on a rise and is located approximately 30 metres north of Highway 2. The site 
was discovered by the presence of a relic stone foundation. Although an intensified test 
pit survey did not identify any artifacts this foundation was still considered a site and was 
registered as one. The foundation measured approximately 16 by 20. Although no 
artifacts are associated with Site BbGe-25, it was considered a potentially significant 
archaeological resource that should be subject to a Stage 3 archaeological assessment in 
order to more precisely document the cultural heritage value of the site. The Stage 3 
assessment should be complimented with additional archival research in order to better 
place the site within the context of local heritage. 
 
Section 7.5.8, Standard 5 
The Stage 3 assessment of Site AiGw-545 follows the standards as per in Sections 3.2.2 
and 3.2.3 of the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists. 
 
Section 7.5.8, Standard 6  
There are no unusual physical features that may have affected fieldwork strategy 
decisions or the identification of artifacts or cultural features.  
 
Section 7.5.8, Standard 7 
There is no additional archaeological information that  may be relevant to understanding 
the choice of fieldwork techniques or the recommendations of this report other than that 
provided above. 
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2.0 FIELD METHODS (Section 7.9.1, Standards 1-4) 
 
This section of the report addresses Section 7.9.1 of the 2011 Standards and Guidelines 
for Consultant Archaeologists.  
 
Site BbGe-24 
 
Section 7.9.1, Standard 1 
All Stage 3 fieldwork was conducted according to the archaeological fieldwork standards 
and guidelines as per Sections 3.2, 3.2.2, and 3.2.3 of the 2011 Standards and Guidelines 
for Consultant Archaeologists.  Section 3.2.1 is not relevant as no controlled surface 
pick-up (CSP) was conducted. 

• Section 3.2, S1 - All relevant reports of previous fieldwork within the property 
were reviewed prior to the Stage 3 assessment. The relevant Stage 1 and 2 
archaeological assessment report (TAI 2011) is discussed in greater detail above. 

• Section 3.2, S2 - The archaeological site assessment was conducted when weather 
and lighting conditions permitted good visibility of all parts of the archaeological 
site. No fieldwork was carried when weather and lighting conditions (e.g., snow 
cover, frozen ground, excessive rain or drought, heavy fog) reduced the ability to 
identify and document any part of the archaeological site.  

• Section 3.2, S3a&b – The Global Positioning System (GPS) was used to record 
the locations of a central fixed point within the archaeological site and a 
permanent datum that can be tied to a development map. The GPS readings are 
provided in the supplemental documentation. 

• Section 3.2, S4 – Representative photographs of all field conditions have been 
provided in the Images section of this report. 

• Section 3.2.2, S1 – Test unit excavation was conducted systematically to 
document the presence and extent of buried artifacts, structures, stratigraphy and 
cultural features, and to collect a representative sample of artifacts, across the 
entire archaeological site. All test units measured 1 m square. 

• Section 3.2.2, S2 – The placement of test units followed an established grid on the 
site based on the permanent datum to at least the accuracy of transit and tape 
measurements. No test units were placed in unmeasured, estimated locations. 

• Section 3.2.2, S3 – All test units were excavated by hand. 
• Section 3.2.2, S4 – Test units were excavated by standardized systematic levels. 
• Section 3.2.2, S5 – Test units were excavated into the first 5 cm of subsoil, unless 

excavation uncovered a cultural feature. Cultural features were not noted during 
test unit excavation. 

• Section 3.2.2, S7 – All excavated soils were screened through mesh with an 
aperture of no greater than 6mm. 

• Section 3.2.2, S8 – All artifacts were collected, retained, recorded and catalogued 
by their corresponding grid unit designation (see Appendix A). 

• Section 3.2.3, S1 – The location and number of test units was determined using 
standards presented in Table 3.1 of the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for 
Consultant Archaeologists. The objectives of the test unit placement strategy was 



Stage 3 Assessment of Sites BbGe-24 and BbGe-25, Part of Lot 21 & 22, Concession 4, Township of 
Loyalist, Regional Municipality of Lennox and Addington Ontario. 
 

 
8 

to provide a uniform level of data collection from across the site, focus testing on 
key areas (as deemed appropriate based on professional judgment), gather a 
representative artifact sample from across the site, determine the nature of 
subsurface deposits, and determine the extent of the archaeological site, in order 
to support the recommendations for Stage 4 mitigation strategies. The test unit 
strategy employed followed that for small post-contact sites where it is not 
evident that the level of cultural heritage value or interest will result in a 
recommendation to proceed to Stage 4. We placed and excavated 1 m square test 
units in a 5m grid across the site and placed and excavated additional test units, 
amounting to at least 20% of the grid unit total, also along a 5 metre grid beyond 
the extent of the artifact producing units in order to accurately delineate the extent 
of the site. 

 
Section 7.9.1, Standard 2 
This standard is not applicable as no alternative methods acceptable through guidelines or 
special conditions was used for the Stage 3 assessment. 

Section 7.9.1, Standard 3 
See supplemental documentation for GPS coordinates of the datum location. 
 
Section 7.9.1, Standard 4 
Not applicable as no controlled surface pick-up was undertaken given the field 
conditions. 
 
Section 7.9.1, Standard 5a 
Test unit excavation met the applicable standards for archaeological fieldwork as per 
Section 3.2.2 of the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists, as 
detailed above.  
 
Section 7.9.1, Standard 5b 
The test unit grid was established in a systematic 5 metre grid pattern in relation to a 
fixed permanent datum. The datum is located at 500N-200S. Unit designations are 
assigned based on the southwest corner of the unit. The grid strategy was based on the 
standards most appropriate to the type of site based on Table 3.1 of the 2011 Standards 
and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists as described in above. A total of 22 test 
units was excavated at 5 metre intervals. As there were no areas of specific artifact 
concentrations or patterns indicating specific activity areas we did not infill. Rather, we 
extended the placement of units well beyond the artifact producing units to ensure that 
the site limits had been identified. We also place units adjacent to existing structures (to 
the extent possible) in order to delineate any midden areas that may have been present 
adjacent to these structures. None were found. The objectives of the test unit placement 
were to provide a uniform level of data collection from across the site, gather a 
representative artifact sample from across the site, determine the nature of subsurface 
deposits, to determine the extent of the archaeological site, and to support 
recommendations for Stage 4 mitigation strategies. Our Stage 3 strategy met the 
standards and guidelines for archaeological fieldwork. 
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Section 7.9.1, Standard 5c 
Ploughzone depths averaged 15cm and ranged from between 12cm to 17cm in depth. 
There was relatively little variation in soil depths across the 22 test units. The variation is 
due to natural variation in topography. 
 
Site BbGe-25 
 
Section 7.9.1, Standard 1 
All Stage 3 fieldwork was conducted according to the archaeological fieldwork standards 
and guidelines as per Sections 3.2, 3.2.2, and 3.2.3 of the 2011 Standards and Guidelines 
for Consultant Archaeologists.  Section 3.2.1 is not relevant as no controlled surface 
pick-up (CSP) was conducted. 

• Section 3.2, S1 - All relevant reports of previous fieldwork within the property 
were reviewed prior to the Stage 3 assessment. The relevant Stage 1 and 2 
archaeological assessment report (TAI 2011) is discussed in greater detail above. 

• Section 3.2, S2 - The archaeological site assessment was conducted when weather 
and lighting conditions permitted good visibility of all parts of the archaeological 
site. No fieldwork was carried when weather and lighting conditions (e.g., snow 
cover, frozen ground, excessive rain or drought, heavy fog) reduced the ability to 
identify and document any part of the archaeological site.  

• Section 3.2, S3a&b – The Global Positioning System (GPS) was used to record 
the locations of the four corners of the existing stone foundation that can be tied 
to a development map. The GPS readings are provided in the supplemental 
documentation. 

• Section 3.2, S4 – Representative photographs of all field conditions have been 
provided in the Images section of this report. 

• Section 3.2.2, S1 – Test unit excavation was conducted systematically to 
document the presence and extent of buried artifacts, structures, stratigraphy and 
cultural features, and to collect a representative sample of artifacts, across the 
entire archaeological site. All test units measured 1 m square. 

• Section 3.2.2, S2 – The placement of test units followed an established grid on the 
site based on the permanent datum to at least the accuracy of transit and tape 
measurements. No test units were placed in unmeasured, estimated locations. 

• Section 3.2.2, S3 – All test units were excavated by hand. 
• Section 3.2.2, S4 – Test units were excavated by standardized systematic levels. 
• Section 3.2.2, S5 – Test units were excavated into the first 5 cm of subsoil, where 

possible, unless excavation uncovered a cultural feature. No cultural features were 
noted during test unit excavation. 

• Section 3.2.2, S7 – All excavated soils were screened through mesh with an 
aperture of no greater than 6mm. 

• Section 3.2.2, S8 – As no artifacts were found, this standard is not applicable.  
• Section 3.2.3, S1 – The location and number of test units was determined using 

standards presented in Table 3.1 of the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for 
Consultant Archaeologists. The objectives of the test unit placement strategy was 
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to provide a uniform level of data collection from across the site, focus testing on 
key areas (as deemed appropriate based on professional judgment), gather a 
representative artifact sample from across the site, determine the nature of 
subsurface deposits, and determine the extent of the archaeological site, in order 
to support any recommendations for Stage 4 mitigation strategies. The test unit 
strategy employed followed that for small post-contact sites where it is not 
evident that the level of cultural heritage value or interest will result in a 
recommendation to proceed to Stage 4. We placed and excavated 1 m square test 
units in a 5m grid around the site (i.e. the stone foundation) in order to accurately 
delineate the extent of the site. It was not physically possible to place excavation 
units within the interior of the structure as it was filled with impenetrable modern 
refuse and boulder fill. 

 
Section 7.9.1, Standard 2 
This standard is not applicable as no alternative methods acceptable through guidelines or 
special conditions was used for the Stage 3 assessment. 

Section 7.9.1, Standard 3 
See supplemental documentation for GPS coordinates of the datum location. 
 
Section 7.9.1, Standard 4 
Not applicable as no controlled surface pick-up was undertaken given the field 
conditions. 
 
Section 7.9.1, Standard 5a 
Test unit excavation met the applicable standards for archaeological fieldwork as per 
Section 3.2.2 of the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists, as 
detailed above.  
 
Section 7.9.1, Standard 5b 
The test unit grid was established in a systematic five metre grid pattern in relation to a 
fixed permanent datum. The datum is located at 500N-200S. Unit designations are 
assigned based on the southwest corner of the unit. The grid strategy was based on the 
standards most appropriate to the type of site based on Table 3.1 of the 2011 Standards 
and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists as described in above. A total of 16 test 
units was excavated at 5 metre intervals. As there were no areas of specific artifact 
concentrations or patterns indicating specific activity areas we did not infill. As no 
artifacts were identified during the Stage 2 test pit survey, the objectives of the test unit 
placement was to verify the existence or absence of any artifact deposits that might be 
used in the evaluation of the cultural heritage value or interest of the site. 
 
Section 7.9.1, Standard 5c 
Ploughzone depths averaged 15cm and ranged from between 12cm to 17cm in depth. 
There was relatively little variation in soil depths across the 16 test units.  
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3.0 RECORD OF FINDS (Section 7.9.2, Standards 1-5) 
 
Section 7.9.2, Standard 1 
No features or feature soil was uncovered during the test unit excavations.  
 
Section 7.9.2, Standard 2 
The test unit excavation of 22 test units produced 84 artifacts.  Artifact density is 
considered low, although the highest density of artifacts is concentrated in an area 
measuring approximately 15 metres by 15 metres, roughly bound by grid lines 190E, 
505N, 205E, and 490N, which may suggest the presence of a subsurface cultural feature 
(although none were noted in the test units). No specific artifact patterning was noted and 
no middens were identified. Artifact frequencies in test units are provided in Table 2.  
 

Table 2: Stage 3 Test Unit Artifact Frequency 
Test Unit Artifact Frequency 
490-190 6 
490-195 6 
490-200 3 
490-205 2 
490-210 0 
495-185 0 
495-190 0 
495-195 21 
495-200 17 
495-205 8 
495-210 2 
500-185 0 
500-190 2 
500-195 10 
500-200 0 
500-205 3 
500-210 0 
505-185 0 
505-190 4 
505-210 0 
510-185 0 
510-190 0 
Total 84 
 
Section 7.9.2, Standard 3 
The types of artifacts identified during the Stage 3 assessment include diagnostics that fit 
into a date range within the second to third quarter of the 19th century (i.e. 1840-1870). 
This is based on the recovery of pearlware, blue spongeware, blue edgeware, transfer 
prints (blue, brown, and black), hand-painted (early and late-palette) wares, annular or 
banded ware, ironstone, and hand-wrought and machine cut nails. The majority of the 
diagnostic ceramics are refined white earthenwares. Window glass was also recovered. A 
minimal amounts of faunal bone was recovered.  
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The majority of the artifact assemblage is composed of ceramic tableware. Please see 
Appendix A for a complete catalogue of all retained artifacts. These represent items 
related to the following classes of materials: kitchen/foodways, architectural, 
tools/equipment, furnishings, and indeterminate, following the Canadian Parks Service 
(1992).  The catalogue and artifact description below follow the requirements regarding 
artifact analysis and description as per Section 6.0 – Artifact Documentation and 
Analysis, 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists. 
 

• Section 6, Standard 1 - Formal artifact typologies follow the "Classification 
System for Historical Collections" (Canadian Parks Service 1992), The Parks 
Canada Glass Glossary (Jones and Sullivan 1989), and articles by Ian Kenyon 
(1980, 1995) and J.K. Jouppien (1980). Citations provided in report Section 7.0. 

• Section 6, Standard 4 – There were no unstable artifacts. 
• Section 6, Standard 5 – There were no large assemblages of unstable artifacts. 
• Section 6, Standard 6 - see Appendix A for the artifact catalogue. The catalogue 

conforms to Standards 6a-6d. 
• Section 6, Standard 7 - The packed collection consists of a one banker box of 

artifacts. The long-term curation plan is to store the artifacts at the laboratory 
facilities of The Archaeologists Inc. 

• Section 6, Standard 8 - Sampling was not conducted. 
 
Section 7.9.2, Standard 4 
There were no unusual or unexpected findings.  
 
Site BbGe-25 
 
Section 7.9.2, Standard 1 
No features or feature soil was uncovered during the test unit excavations.  
 
Section 7.9.2, Standard 2 
The test unit excavation of  around the existing structure produced no artifacts.  
 
Section 7.9.2, Standard 3 
Not applicable since no artifacts were recovered. 
 
Section 7.9.2, Standard 4 
The lack of artifacts associated with the existing structure is somewhat unusual. We 
interpret this as being due to post-occupation disturbances that appear to have removed 
any original cultural deposits associated with the homestead. The occupation may in fact 
have been a relatively short occupation. The shallow soil depths around Site BbGe-25, 
may support this conclusion.  
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Section 7.9.2, Standard 5 
Table 3 below provides an inventory of the documentary record generated in the field 
during the Stage 3 assessment. 
 
 

Table 3: Inventory of Documentary Record 
Document Type Description 
Field Notes • 4 pages of written field notes detailing daily 

weather conditions, excavation results, artifact 
yields per test unit; field crew 

Photographs • 20 digital photographs detailing field conditions, 
test unit plans and excavations 

Maps • 2 hand drawn grid maps on graph paper detailing 
placement of test units in relation to 500-200 
datum and mapping included in this report 
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4.0 ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS (Section 7.9.3, Standards 1-4) 
 
Section 7.9.3, Standard 1 
The results of Stage 3 assessment of Site BbGe-24 indicate that the site represents a 
Euro-Canadian homestead with an occupation date ranging from the 1830s to the 1870s 
based on the artifact types recovered. As detailed in Section 3.0 of this report, these 
included creamware, pearlware, spongeware, edgeware, transfer prints, hand-painted 
wares, ironstone, and hand-wrought and machine cut nails. The relative low density of 
artifacts and the absence of midden deposits may suggest a shorter occupation. 
 
No artifacts were recovered during the Stage 3 assessment of Site BbGe-25. The location 
of the existing stone foundation suggests that the structure may be one of two depicted on 
the 1878 Atlas within Lot 22.  
 
Section 7.9.3, Standard 2 
The Stage 3 archaeological findings may suggest that the occupation of Site BbGe-24 is 
most closely related to the occupation of the subject property by Nathan Parrott. As 
indicated in Section 2.0 of this report, archival research revealed the following 
information regarding the development of Lot 22, Concession 4, Township of Ernestown. 
 
The 1878 Illustrated Historical Atlas of the Counties of Frontenac, Lennox and 
Addington, Ontario, indicates that James Parrott was the possessor of 100 acres within 
Lot 22 according to the 1877 assessment. By this point in time, the 1878 Atlas illustrated 
two structures on Lot 22 in the location of the subject property. 
 
It would appear that the Perry family owned Lot 21 throughout the entire nineteenth 
century, although they appeared to have leased Lot 22 to the Parrott family. According to 
the census and assessments, they occupied a one and a half storey stone building that was 
built either in the early 1830s or 1840s. By the mid-1870s, this home had been replaced 
by a new house that had been constructed on Lot 21 by 1878. Similarly, the census and 
assessments indicate that the Parrott family occupied a house built in the 1840s or 1850s 
within Lot 22 in the location of the two structures as depicted on the 1878 Atlas.  
 
In summary, the historical documentation related to the subject property indicates that 
Site BbGe-25 may represent remants of a stone house built in either the 1840s or 1850s 
and occupied until at least 1878 in Lot 22.  
 
Section 7.9.3, Standard 3 
The analysis of the artifact types, frequency, and distribution all indicate that Site BbGe-
24 represents a typical mid to late-nineteenth century homestead. Although the low 
frequency of artifacts is not generally typical of mid-nineteenth century Euro-Canadian 
sites, this may be because of a short-term occupation associated with the use of the 
structure documented in the archives.  
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Section 7.9.3, Standard 4 
The evaluation of the level of cultural heritage value or interest of the site is based on the 
Stage 3 assessment findings in relation to Table 3.2 of the 2011 Standards and 
Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists. Indicators showing cultural heritage value or 
interest include the sites 1) information value, 2) value to a community, and 3) value as a 
public resource. Each of these is determined by a set of criteria. The information value is 
defined as how the archaeological site contributes to local, regional, provincial or 
national archaeological history. The community value is defined as the archaeological 
site’s intrinsic value to a particular community or group. The value as a public resource is 
defined as how the site contributes to enhancing the public’s understanding and 
appreciation of Ontario’s past. The site is evaluated against set criteria outlined by Table 
3.2 of the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists in Table 3 
below: 
 

Table 3: Indicators Showing Cultural Heritage Value or Interest 
Information Value  
Criteria Indicators 

• Cultural historical value • Information from the site has little 
potential to advance our understanding of 
the cultural history of Loyalist township 

• Information from the site has little 
potential to advance our understanding of 
past human social organization at the 
family and household level 

• Historical value • The site is not associated with the earliest 
settlement of the township 

• Integrity • The site retains little degree of original 
material 

Value to a community  
Criteria Indicators 

• The site has traditional, social or religious 
value 

• No indicators 

Value as a public resource  
Criteria Indicators 

• The site has potential for public use for 
education, recreation or tourism 

• The site has no potential for public use for 
education, recreation or tourism 

 
Table 3 indicates that Site AiGw-545 has no indicators supporting criteria for the site to 
contribute to local and provincial archaeological history. The site has been evaluated to 
possess a low level of cultural heritage value or interest. 
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5.0 RECOMMENDATIONS (Section 7.9.4, Standards 1-5) 
 
Section 7.9.4, Standard 1a 
Sites BbGe-24 and BbGe-25 are identified as mid to late 19th century Euro-Canadian 
homesteads and therefore the recommendations made in this report have not been 
informed by input from Aboriginal communities. 
 
Section 7.9.4, Standard 1b 
It is concluded that Site BbGe-24 has no further cultural heritage value or interest and we 
recommend that Stage 4 mitigation is not necessary or warranted. 
 
It is concluded that Site BbGe-25 has no further cultural heritage value or interest and we 
recommend that Stage 4 mitigation is not necessary or warranted. 
 
Section 7.9.4, Standard 2 – n/a 
  
Section 7.9.4, Standard 3 – n/a 
 
Section 7.9.4, Standard 4 – n/a 
 
Section 7.9.4, Standard 5 
Stage 4 mitigation is not recommended for Site BbGe-24. 
Stage 4 mitigation is not recommended for Site BbGe-25. 
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6.0 ADVICE ON COMPLIANCE WITH LEGISLATION (Section 7.5.9, Standards 
1-2) 
 
Section 7.5.9, Standard 1a  
This report is submitted to the Minister of Tourism and Culture 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 Ministry of 
Tourism and Culture, 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.  
 
Section 7.5.9, Standard 1b  
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 
Archaeological Reports referred to in Section 65.1 of the Ontario Heritage Act.  
 
Section 7.5.9, Standard 1c  
Should previously undocumented archaeological resources be discovered, they may be a 
new archaeological site and therefore subject to Section 48 (1) of the Ontario Heritage 
Act. The proponent or person discovering the archaeological resources must cease 
alteration of the site immediately and engage a licensed consultant archaeologist to carry 
out archaeological fieldwork, in compliance with Section 48 (1) of the Ontario Heritage 
Act. 
 
Section 7.5.9, Standard 1d  
The Cemeteries Act, R.S.O, 1990 c. C.4 and the Funeral, Burial and Cremation Services 
Act, 2002, S.O. 2002, c.33 (when proclaimed in force) require that any person 
discovering human remains must notify the police or coroner and the Registrar of 
Cemeteries at the Ministry of Consumer Services. 
 
Section 7.5.9, Standard 2 
Archaeological sites recommended for further archaeological fieldwork or protection 
remain subject to Section 48 (1) of the Ontario Heritage Act and may not be altered, or 
have artifacts removed from them, except by a person holding an archaeological licence. 
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8.0 IMAGES (Sections 7.5.11, 7.9.6) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Plate 1: Stage 3 archaeological assessment of BbGe-24. 

Plate 2: Stage 3 test unit excavation. 
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Plate 3: Stage 3 assessment of Site BbGe-25. Note stone 
foundation at right of photo. 

Plate 4: Stage 3 test unit excavation Site BbGe-25. 
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Plate 5: Representative artifacts from Site BbGe-24. Left to right: blue edgeware,  blue 
transferprint, handd-painted, brown transferprint. 
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9.0 MAPS 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Map 1: Location of Site BbGe-24 and BbGe-25. 
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Map 2: Stage 3 test unit excavation, Site BbGe-25. 
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Map 3: Stage 3 test unit excavation Site BbGe-24. 
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APPENDIX A: ARTIFACT CATALOGUE SITE BbGe-24 – STAGE 3 TEST UNIT EXCAVATION 
Cat# Prov. Layer Qty. Material Type/Ware Motif/Technique/Colour Function/Form Comments 
H1 490-190 PZ 1 Ceramic Pearlware edgeware, blue scalloped flatware scalloped 
H2 490-190 PZ 1 Metal Nail machine cut  incomplete 
H3 490-190 PZ 1 Ceramic RWE hand painted teas  late palette 
H4 490-190 PZ 2 Ceramic RWE plain  exfoliated 
H5 490-190 PZ 1 Bone Unidentifable   burnt 
H6 490-195 PZ 1 Ceramic RWE sponge, blue teas  
H7 490-195 PZ 2 Ceramic Ironstone plain indeterminate  
H8 490-195 PZ 2 Ceramic Red earthenware coarse, glazed  fragments 
H9 490-195 PZ 1 Ceramic RWE transferprint, black flatware  
H10 490-200 PZ 1 Ceramic Pearlware undecorated flatware  
H11 490-200 PZ 1 Glass Window   thin 
H12 490-200 PZ 1 Ceramic RWE hand painted teas  late palette 
H13 490-205 PZ 2 Ceramic RWE transferprint, blue teas  
H14 495-195 PZ 1 Ceramic RWE banded flatware  
H15 495-195 PZ 1 Metal Nail hand wrought  incomplete 
H16 495-195 PZ 1 Ceramic RWE transferprint, brown flatware  
H17 495-195 PZ 1 Ceramic Unidentifable undecorated indeterminate exfoliated 
H18 495-195 PZ 1 Glass Window   thin 
H19 495-195 PZ 1 Bone Mammal   large, cow? 
H20 495-195 PZ 2 Ceramic RWE plain  exfoliated frags 
H21 495-195 PZ 4 Metal Scrap   fragments 
H22 495-195 PZ 3 Ceramic Red earthenware coarse, glazed  dark brown blaze 
H23 495-195 PZ 3 Ceramic RWE edgeware, blue scalloped flatware scalloped 
H24 495-195 PZ 2 Ceramic RWE transferprint, blue teas  
H25 495-195 PZ 1 Metal Nail wire  fragment 
H26 495-200 PZ 2 Bone Unidentifable   burnt 
H27 495-200 PZ 2 Ceramic RWE transferprint, blue flatware  
H28 495-200 PZ 2 Ceramic Red earthenware coarse, glazed holloware unglazed interior 
H29 495-200 PZ 1 Metal Scrap indeterminate   
H30 495-200 PZ 2 Ceramic RWE transferprint, brown indeterminate  
H31 495-200 PZ 5 Ceramic RWE plain flatware  
H32 495-200 PZ 3 Glass Window   thin 
H33 495-205 PZ 3 Glass Window   thin 
H34 495-205 PZ 1 Tooth Mammal   unidentified 
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APPENDIX A: ARTIFACT CATALOGUE SITE BbGe-24 – STAGE 3 TEST UNIT EXCAVATION 
Cat# Prov. Layer Qty. Material Type/Ware Motif/Technique/Colour Function/Form Comments 
H35 495-205 PZ 1 Ceramic Buff earthenware unglazed holloware  
H36 495-205 PZ 1 Clay Tile   drain tile fragment 
H37 495-205 PZ 1 Bone Unidentifable   large mammal? 
H38 495-205 PZ 1 Ceramic RWE sponge, blue teas  
H39 495-210 PZ 1 Ceramic Red earthenware coarse, glazed   
H40 495-210 PZ 1 Glass Window    
H41 500-190 PZ 2 Ceramic RWE hand painted teas early palette 
H42 500-195 PZ 2 Ceramic RWE plain indeterminate  
H43 500-195 PZ 2 Glass Window   thick 
H44 500-195 PZ 2 Ceramic RWE transferprint, blue teas  
H45 500-195 PZ 1 Metal Nail machine cut  incomplete 
H46 500-195 PZ 1 Metal Nail hand wrought  incomplete 
H47 500-195 PZ 1 Ceramic RWE hand painted teas  late palette 
H48 500-195 PZ 1 Tooth Mammal   pig? 
H49 500-205 PZ 1 Ceramic RWE hand painted indeterminate   
H50 500-205 PZ 1 Ceramic Ironstone undecorated flatware  
H51 500-205 PZ 1 Ceramic RWE undecorated indeterminate  
H52 505-190 PZ 2 Metal Nail machine cut  incomplete 
H53 505-190 PZ 1 Ceramic Unidentifable indeterminate indeterminate exfoliated 
H54 505-190 PZ 1 Ceramic Buff earthenware unglazed holloware  
RWE = refined white earthenware 
PZ = plough zone 
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