King Township: Evaluation of Archaeological Potahin the Township of King

1.0 INTRODUCTION

King Township, in the face of urban growth, is gme®d with opportunities to shape its future,
while contributing to further understanding its pachis process of growth, teamed with planned
research activities, has the potential to uncower hidden cultural heritage of the Township;
Implementation of a clear and strong municipal @othat speaks to the value of this heritage and
recognizes the connections between past peoplehandatural environment, will maintain these
links to the past. A community that values thesritage and encourages community awareness
instills a sense of pride and stewardship in thesidents.

To achieve this goal, the Township of King Heritg@mmittee (Heritage King) has been actively
documenting built heritage in the Township and ptny awareness within the community and
the municipal government. As a result, the Towmstolds extensive records of built heritage —
both rural and urban — an important and cruciat Step for their protection from future impact. |
contrast, archaeological sites and cultural lanpssahave very fragmented and sparse
documentation, leaving the cultural canvas in thewfship and the region incomplete and
vulnerable to the effects of future development.

Archaeological sites in Ontario are most commounigniified as a result of assessments prior to
development, or as a result of a specific reseprofect; neither of which have been extensively
required in the Township. Heritage King, realizitige importance of filling in the gaps in our
understanding of cultural resources, commissioned Toronto and Region Conservation
Authority’'s (TRCA) Archaeology Resource Managem8etvices to conduct a study to illustrate
the extent of potential to encounter cultural lagy@ resources in the Township.

1.2 Study Purpose and Goals

The purpose of this document is to identify theturall heritage potential in the Township and to
propose a course of action that will assist in iifiging these places of past human activities. The
main goal is to enhance our knowledge of culturatithge in the Township, its regional
significance, and ultimately to document and pritieese archaeological sites.

1.3 Methodolog

Methods that were incorporated in creating thisutoent were:

Consulted existing probability models,

Compiled data from the Ontario Archaeological Sikesabase,

Compared existing conditions with surrounding mipatties, identified existing gaps,
Researched previous projects that were conductdeimownship,

Consulted historic maps,

Key points were conveyed through example caseestudi

Researched natural features and their link to rllteritage,

Carried out consultations with local residents.

Cultural heritage can be manifested in many waybfature studies should include other heritage
expressions such as cultural heritage landscapesrahhistories.

This study is limited in scope and illustrates paitd rather than serve as a master plan. No field
investigations were carried out to support the pseg potential.
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2.0 ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENTS AND LEGISLATIONS

In order to carry out proper and standardized aclogical investigations, the Ministry of Culture
has provided a set of standards and guidelinestased for all archaeological assessments in
Ontario (1993). Technical details within the stami$ and guidelines are currently under review
for revisions. The different steps in archaeolabassessments are identifiedStsges 1-4!

2.1 Definitions
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Plate 1: Historical documents
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Plate 2: Pedestrian Survey

Plate 3: Test pitting
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Plate 4: Stage 3 Excavation

Plate 6: Excavated Site

Plate 7: Mapping the Site

Plate 5: Stage 3 One Metre Unit
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2.2 Provincial Legislation

Given that development projects have plagential to affect archaeological resources, théafo
government has passed legislation that providethioconservation and protectiohthe cultural
heritage of the province. The primary agent is@m¢ario Heritage Act The act was conceived in
1975 in order to preserve both the built and arcloggcal heritage of Ontario. In 2005, the
province passed several amendments to the actder do strengthen the protection. These
amendments provided the municipalities with the @owo delay and possibly prevent the
destruction of heritage buildings, which allowed farther ease in the designation of heritage
properties and improved the protection of marinetdge sites and archaeological resources.
Furthermore, under the act, any alteration of achaological site conducted without the
involvement of a Ministry sanctioned archaeologigtan individual or a corporation is liable to a
fine of up to $1,000,000 or imprisonment for upte year or both.

The Environmental Assessment Adutlines the responsibilities for carrying out eowimental
assessments for proposed projects that involveineiay government evaluation, such as those
initiatives by municipalities, development compani€onservation authorities or others. The
assessment determines any possible environmefgatefind proposes mitigations to any adverse
affects. Given that the act includes in its défam of environment “any building, structure,
machine or other device or thing made by humang[d}, archaeology is included as part of any
environmental assessment. If archaeological ressuare encountered within the study area, the
proponent must provide for mitigation of the sitdnether by avoidance/protection, or excavation.

Other provincial legislation that may involve reguments for identification and protection include
the Cemeteries Act, the Planning Act, the Aggregate &eses Act and other provincial policy,
regulatory, and protocol documents, which supguwetlegislation. These legislative measures act
as tools that allow us to prevent the loss of imfation about Ontario’s past and at the same time
allow development to proceed in an appropriate raanfhe Provincial Policy Statement 2005
requires that all decisions affecting land use milagh matters shall be consistent with the PPS, 2005
and has clear guidance for dealing with land dftema in respect to cultural heritage and
archaeological sites (PPS, 2005 sections 2.0, 2.6).

2.3 Municipal Policy

Municipal level and private sector projects falden thePlanning Actwhich includesas part of its
provincial interest “the conservation of featurdss@nificant architectural, cultural, historical,
archaeological or scientific interest” (s.2[d]).or&equently, the act prohibits “any use of land and
the erecting, locating or using of any class oss#s of buildings or structures on land that is the
site of a significant archaeological resource”493.4]). As with theEnvironmental Assessment
Act, if archaeological materials are encountered ptio@onent must provide for mitigation of the
site through either avoidance/protection or exdawat

Currently, King Township’s Official Plan and assmeid Community Secondary Plans vary in
addressing cultural heritage resource policies, @mcot always fully address the need for an
archaeological assessment prior to impact. Cowamdl staff identified inconsistencies need to be
addressed as follows:
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In September 2007, Council recognized that amenthmém the Official and Associated
Community Plans may be needed and requested that:

“The Planning Department bring forward a report whireviews the Township’s current
policies and considers incorporating in King Towipsh Official Plan and associated
Community Plan, policies that require a Heritaggohmat Statement and/or a Conservation
Plan (prepared by a qualified individual) beforermits are issued for development
applications or demolitions of built heritage resoes and cultural heritage landscapes.”

In March 2008, the Planning Department submittegpart to Council recommending

“That as part of any new or update of the Towngbfficial Plan and/or

Community/Secondary Plans, the Township consitiergncorporation of appropriatpolicies
related to the submission of a Heritage Impacte3taent and/or a Conservation Plan as part of
a Planning Actapplication.”

The Planning Department recommends these amendnhemisver, it is not clear if any had been
made prior to the conclusion of this stu®egardless, careful consideration should be givent
the definition of ‘development’ in this context, toensure that it encompasses multiple types of
development and not simply subdivisions.

Case in Point 1:

Plate 8: Stage 2 Investigation Prior to Trail Const  ruction
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3.0 REGIONAL CULTURAL HISTORY

The cultural history of south-central Ontario besgat the end of the last great ice age. ThisHyisto
is characterized by a rich legacy of the many Pa&stples who inhabited the area and, later, the
many vibrant immigrant communities that, togethi®aye given Canada its proud multicultural
identity. The following is a brief synopsis of thgeneral character of people and their
environments through timd éble 1). We rely on archaeology and regional oral hists lines of
evidence to interpret the history and cultureshef PreContact periods, since records of deep time
such as petroglyphs, pictographs, scrolls or wampatntreaties for King Township area are not
currently known to exist. Different sources ofdmaiice are available for the PostContact Settler
period in the many forms of written, illustratedydaphotographic documentation, and thus the
historical record tends to be more detailed abpeatific people, places and events during the past
two hundred years.

Tundra-like climate
First Human Occupation in Ontario
Hunter-Gatherers
Nomadic Family Groups, temporary
structures
Fluted Points and Chipped Stone Tools
Gradually warming climate

- Wider Range of Foods
ca10,000-2,800 YA Archaic - Wider Trade Networks
Sedentism and reliance on fishing
Oval Wigwam structures
Seasonal Migrations
Ceramic Technology
Bow and Arrow
Burial Mounds
Introduction to domesticates crops and
semi-sedentary settlements
Political Alliances
Horticulture: Maize, beans, and squash

cal2,000-10,000 Y.A. Palaeolndian

ca 2,800-1,200 Y.A. Early to Middle Woodland

6 1200-500 YA Terminal Woodland Longhouse structures
Permanent Villages and Iroquoian grougs
Arrival of Europeans

ca500-300 Y.A. PostContact Missionaries

Establishment of Segregated Reserves
Colonial Settlements

Pioneer Homesteads

ca 300 Y.A.- Present _ . - Influx of Immigrant Populations
Day EuroCanadian Period Land Acquisition and Clearances

Major Towns and Villages
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3.1 Palaeolndian Period — 12,000 to 10,000 Y.A.

Twelve thousand years ago, as the glaciers rettfaben southern Ontario, nomadic peoples
gradually moved into areas recently vacated byntassive ice-sheets. These people lived in small
family groups and it is presumed that they huntadbou and other fauna associated with the
cooler environment of this time period. It shobklremembered that as the glaciers melted at the
end of the last ice age, the landscape of sout®eario was very much like the tundra of the
present day eastern sub-arctic. Traditionally,Rh&eolndian occupation of southern Ontario has
been associated with glacial lake shorelines, sisctihe highlands surrounding the Holland Marsh,
however recent investigations in the Toronto vigirindicate that these peoples also exploited
locations situated inland from the glacial lakegisas the kettle lakes west of the Townsl#g.of
2007, five Palaeolndian sites were registered ire thownship and, in 2008, two additional
Palaeolndian sites were registered in other locat#oin the Township. Considering the rarity of
these early sites in southcentral Ontario, the highequency of Paleolndian sites in the
Township may suggest a higher than usual potent@lfind sites from this period.

3.2 Archaic Period — 10,000 to 2,800 Y.A.

As the climate in southern Ontario warmed, PaspRsocadapted to these new environments and
associated fauna. Thus, many new technologiessahdistence strategies were introduced and
developed by the Archaic Peoples of this time gkridrchaic” being an archaeological term for
the cultures of this time since we are not awar¢heflanguage(s) spoken by the people or the
name(s) they would have used for themselves. Woddag implements such as groundstone
axes, adzes and gouges began to appear, as dithkats (for fishing), numerous types of spear
points and items made from native copper, which mased from the Lake Superior region. The
presence of native copper on archaeological siteouthern Ontario and adjacent areas suggests
that Archaic groups were involved in long rangelexme and interaction. The trade networks
established at this time were to persist betweeh Peoples until European contact. To harvest the
new riches of the warming climate, the Archaic lsd southern Ontario followed an annual
cycle, which exploited seasonably available reseairin differing geographic locales within
watersheds, such as the Humber and Holland systémshe seasons changed, these bands split
into smaller groups and moved inland to exploiteottesources that were available during the fall
and winter such as deer, rabbit, squirrel and be&hich thrived in the forested margins of these
areas As of 2007, two Archaic sites were registered ie frownship.

3.3 Early to Middle Woodland Period —2,800to 1,20 0 Y.A.

Early in the Initial Woodland period, band size ausistence activities were generally consistent
with the groups of the preceding Archaic Periodssdciated with the earliest components of this
cultural period is the introduction of clay pot#dditionally, around two thousand years ago a
revolutionary new technology, the bow and arrows Wweought into southern Ontario and radically
changed the approach to hunting and warfare. Ttvesdechnological innovations allowed for
major changes in subsistence and settlement pattelis populations became larger, camps and
villages with more permanent structures were oaalippnger and more consistently. Generally,
these larger sites are associated with the gathefimacrobands. Often these larger groups would
reside in favourable locations to cooperativelyetaklvantage of readily exploitable resources. It
was also during this period that elaborate buifaals and the interment of numerous exotic grave
goods with the deceased began to take place. asedetrade and interaction between southern
Ontario populations and groups as far away as titen#hc coast and the Ohio Valley was also
taking placeOne such site was registered in the Township ag@d7.
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3.4 Terminal Woodland Period — 1,200 Y.A.to 500 Y. A.

Around 1300 Y.A., maize was introduced into southéntario from the south. With the
development of horticulture as the predominant istdrsce base for the Iroquoian-speaking
peoples, the Terminal Woodland Period gave risa toemendous population increase and the
establishment of permanent villages. These vilagmsisted of longhouses measuring six metres
in both width and height and extending anywherenftbree to 15 metres in length. Quite often
these villages, some of which were one to fourdrestin size, were surrounded by multiple rows
of palisades suggesting that defence was a comyncmiiicern. Aside from villages, these people
(known asNadouekand labelled by the first Europeans as Huron,rPahd Neutral) also inhabited
hamlets and special purpose cabins and campsaésith thought to have been associated with
larger settlements. Social changes were also dailace, as reflected in the fluorescence of
smoking pipes; certain burial rituals; increasettlement size; and distinct clustering of both
longhouses within villages (clan development) aildges within a region (tribal development).
The shift in emphasis from hunting to horticultiméuenced a major socio-cultural reorganization
away from the traditional patrilineal and patrilbsacieties to a matrilineal orientation; a person’
clan affiliation was the same as their mother, lomdjhouse families often lived together by the
mother’s side. Terminal Woodland Period groupgshe Toronto areaWendat or known as
Huron/Petun) gradually moved their villages nortrdvioward Georgian Bay. It was these and the
groups in southwest Ontarid\ttiwandaronk or known as Neutral) who interacted with and were
described by French missionaries and explorersigthie early seventeenth century.

At this point, the main villages of théaudenosaune@he Five Nations, later labelled as Mohawk,
Oneida, Onondaga, Cayuga and Seneca) were to title @bLake Ontario and the St. Lawrence
River, later, with the sixth nation (Tuscarora) liee in villages and reserves in Ontario.
Meanwhile, according to oral traditions, sodeishinaabepeoples migrated from the East coast
areas into the Great Lakes region about 700 yemrs @hese and other Algonquian-speakers, such
as the Qjibway, Mississauga and Cree nations, vedatively less dependent upon cultivated crops
and large villages. Living on the Canadian Shighése groups continued their seasonal rounds
well into the Historic or EuroCanadian Periodn 2007, one such site was registered in the
Township and another was registered in 2008.

3.5 PostContact Period — 500 to 300 Y.A.

Also called the Early Historic Period, these yeanes characterized by the arrival of small number
of Europeans interested in exploration, trade astdbéishing missions coupled with a gradual
adoption of European materials by the local peopteterms of material culture, it is often difficu

to distinguish betweewendat Haudenosauneénishinaabe Métis and colonial settler campsites
during these early years. This is due to the attgsn and adoption of each others’ material goods
and subsistence strategies which blur cultural baties. Such interaction was essential to early
explorers and missionaries who relied on local peégr survival strategies and knowledge of the
local landscape and ancient trade routes suchea3dlonto Carrying Place. These permeable
boundaries continued until the Crown establishegtegmted reserves in the™and early 19
centuries for thédaudenosauneandAnishinaabecommunities who remained here while granting
properties to European settlemdo such sites were registered in the Township b@20however,
there are many accounts of contact by local resitteand sites can be expected to be found in
lands adjacent to the King Railway Station, the Ikilsurrounding Kettleby and the Holland
Marsh, and to the south of Cold Creek. Fifteen dfe sites that are registered in the Township
are of unknown cultural affiliation; their lack of culturally specific artifacts may place them
during any of the previously mentioned periods.
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3.6 EuroCanadian Period — 300 Y.A. to Present

Following the American Revolutionary War, the Bsftigovernment decided to reopen the overland
trade route from Lake Ontario to Lake Huron, Bessage de TarontoThus, in 1783 the British
secured from the Mississauga nation a tract siregdhom Cataraqui to the Etobicoke Creek. Due
to irregularities in the treaty and in order toaddish the actual lands negotiated, on September 23
1787, the Crown obtained the lands from the Missiga nation specific to the Toronto Purchase,
resulting in relocation of the Mississauga natiorAdditional negotiations in 1805 led to
clarification of the lands and were finally settiadl923 by the Williams Commission.

Since 1788, the land north of Lake Ontario formad pf the District of Nassau in the Province of
Quebec. Following the creation of the Provincedpper Canada in 1791, Colonel John Graves
Simcoe, the first Lieutenant-Governor, renameché& Home District and formed York County
along with 18 other counties. York County was diéd into two ridings, East and West York.
West York included King Township. The Districts myeabolished in May 1849 and the area
remained as part of the County of York. Finally, &anuary 1, 1971, the County of York was
dissolved and replaced by the Regional Municipalfty ork.

Lieutenant-Governor Simcoe established the TowNak as the military headquarters of Upper
Canada. Early land patents in the county were m@svey soldiers in the British fight against the
American Colonies. Simcoe named King Townshipraft@jor John King, the English Under-
Secretary of State. King Township was partiallysyed in 1800 by Johann Stegman, an officer in
the Hessian Regiment during the American Revolutiothe survey was continued by others
between 1836 and 1838, 1850 and in 1859. The Tpmnegas laid out in twelve concessions one
and a quarter miles (two kilometers) apart, runmogh and south from Yonge Street west to the
Albion-King Town Line and was divided by seven smis one and a quarter miles (two
kilometers) apart running east and west from thegk¥aughan Town Line north to the county
boundary. Each concession was divided into 208 kxts, with five lots between every sideroad.
Thus, a lot and concession referred to a 200 a@&tehgctare) parcel of land defined by the
concession road on its eastern border. The Elbvemd Twelfth Concessions form a gore, or an
incomplete concession in terms of width. With tbenation of the County of Simcoe in 1851 the
lands north of King Township and east of the Hall&iver were annexed from the Township of
West Gwillimbury. Further boundary changes occummednly to the east along Yonge Street with
the growth of communities such as Richmond Hilly@va and Newmarket. With the formation of
the Regional Municipality of York in 1971, the balaries of the Township shifted one concession
west to Bathurst Street and one lot north fromkthngy-Vaughan Town Line.

The Constitutional Act of 1891 provided for a reseof land in each township for the support of
the Crown and the Protestant clergy. These reseveee to equal one seventh of the lands granted
in each township. The Surveyor-General, D.W. Sn@ttolved the Chequered Plan for the location
of the Clergy and Crown Reserves. Simugghed to maintain Yonge Street as a military raad
the north and therefore decided the reserve planldmot include concessions bordering the street.
These Reserves hindered road improvement, as etttdr svas only responsible for clearing the
road fronting his own lot, and additionally theytked access to streams. Settlers could lease the
Reserve lots for a period of 21 years and if theedwof building the house and clearing the road
were performed they could then sell the lease anddmpensated for their work. In 1828 the
Crown Reserves were turned over to King's Colldgé&( to become the University of Toronto)
and then sold off. The Clergy Reserves were ariborting factor to the Upper Canada Rebellion
of 1837.
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French émigré families from the French Revolutiomfed the first King Township settlers in
1799. Other settlers began to arrive in 1800 anthbytime of Stegman’s survey, their population
stood at 20 residents. In 1801 Timothy Rogersuak@r from Vermont, received a grant of 40
farms of 200 acres each and in 1802 led a settleaiet® Quaker families to the Yonge Street area
of the Township in present day Newmarket. Manyhef earliest settlers arrived from the United
States as United Empire Loyalists while others vatteacted by the offer of 200 acre land grants.
These grants were on condition that the settlexardive acres (two hectares), build a house and
open the road fronting the lot. While King Towrshias quickly settled by Scottish, Irish and
English immigrants, many were Quakers from Penmsyby and New York. Censuses and other
records throughout the nineteenth century reveal éadensively the Quaker families intermarried,
the frequency of land transactions among themsealrdshow it was common for them as kin to be
adjacent landowners over the generations.

Settlement began along Yonge Street and quickiyguisvest and east around waterways, fertile
land and timber resources, with the Oak Ridges Mermfluencing the settlement patterns. To the
north and south of the Moraine could be found tamllets and villages. The early development of
King Township occurred as small communities bedaimtarsections of main roads or near to a
stream or river providing a source of power for il.m Hardwood forests of maple mixed with
beech, cherry, oak basswood, hemlock and pine imetke fertile soils of the highlands while
stands of white and red pine were found in thetéigtsandy soil. The wet and moist areas
supported cedar, yellow birch, black ash, elm gmdee. The earliest settlers needed to clear these
trees to cultivate their lands and make their hom@&&e many tributaries of the Humber and
Holland Rivers were home to many small sawmill®tighout the Township, supplying lumber for
local use, the mast and spar industry for the Rilgaly and planks for the roadways. These were
soon followed by larger sawmills, gristmills fooilr, woolen mills and distilleries. As many as 24
saw or gristmills existed throughout the TownsHipree time. The mill operation was followed by
facilities to serve the settler including a genstale, church, school and later a post office reawl
communities were thus created.

The Humber River and its many tributaries playedimportant part in the development of the

Township during and prior to EuroCanadian settleimeRassing to the east and northeast of
Jonda/Eaton Hall Lake, the Schomberg and Aurorén@giran from 1902 to 1927. Traces of the

railway bed may still be distinguished in some area

Agricultural censuses of the mid nineteenth centodycate the small variety of crops grown by the
farmers in the area. These included to a largenéxtat, some wheat and barley, followed by peas,
potatoes and hay. Some families produced maplartbhgugh a few produced cider or kept bees.
Most farms kept livestock that included a few baedl dairy cattle, horses, pigs and sheep. This
livestock resulted in butter, beef, and pork pradtae sustain the farmer’s family with enough left
over to bring to market. The farm lots of the timere mostly 100 acres (40.5 acres) in size thus
the censuses show predominately farmers, lateegoiny servants and labourers in the last part of
the 19" century. Their homes were mainly one and a halfey frame or log structures. More
expensive stone and brick homes followed lateh@éndentury. The origins of the families in this
area were a good representation of the earliefersetEnglish, Scottish and Irish with many
professing to be Quaker, Wesleyan Methodist, Meitep@hurch of England and Presbyterian.

As of 2007, only two archaeological sites of thestoric period were registered in the Township.
In 2008, 7 more historic sites were registered, afavhich is a mill complex with tail and head
races still visible. Given the rich history mentied above, many more archaeological sites may
be identified in the Township.
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4.0 REGIONAL ARCHAEOLOGY

4.1 Adjacent Municipalities - Comparison

Figure 2 demonstrates the number of archaeological sitgsabre registered to date in seven local
municipalities; these numbers are more contingenthe amount of development, which triggers

archaeology, rather than a true representatiomltdral resources in the municipality. Areas with

extensive development, such as Vaughan show teabhdmber of archaeological sites increases
exponentially.
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Figure 3 illustrates the density and local concentratiohsites and it becomes evident that the
majority of archaeological sites were discovereaéwer subdivision areas, while areas of older
subdivision and undeveloped areas do not refleaiiagi numbers. For example, in Newmarket, a
total of 29 sites were registered by 2007. Twenty of these sites are concentrated in recent
subdivision development. Since the rest of the eitgs developed prior to the legislation
enforcement, it is likely that permanent loss afhaeological sites has occurred. King Township,
on the other hand had minimal development and I 26nly 30 sites registered. When applying
the same density that we find in new subdivisianslewmarket, it can be hypothesized that nearly
700 sites could be situated within the TownshipKafg's boundariesFigure 4 demonstrates
possible site density in vicinity to watercourseé®pplying these numbers to the Township and its
many water features will raise these proposed nusrineen more.
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Source: Ontario Ministry of Culture (2007 datades locations are randomly offset to protect uaeated sites

As this study was reaching its conclusion, severakw sites were registered in the
area as the result of an archaeological assessmethiat was triggered by a
subdivision application. These sites, including #@aelaeolndian site, a possible
village site, a mill site with race remnant, and seeral isolated artifact finds,

illustrate further the high potential to encounter archaeological sites of different
functions and different time periods throughout theTownship.
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| Case in Point 2
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Source: TRCA (specific site locations amdomly offset)
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5.0 PREVIOUS LOCAL ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH

Since 1974, all known archaeological sites in thevipce have been registered with the Ontario
Archaeological Sites Database, maintained by tHeufal Services Unit of the Ministry of Culture.
This is the official repository of all archaeologicinformation collected under th®ntario
Heritage Act{OHA).

All archaeological sites in Canada are registersitiguthe Borden System. This system was
introduced in 1952 and was widely used by 1956. e Bystem is based on the National
Topographic Series of maps, which identifies lagtuand longitude axis and intervals with a
unique series of capital and lower case letterbis Tdentifies hundreds of 16 square kilometre
areas across the country, each referred to asageBdlock. Within a single Borden Block, each
individual archaeological site receives a sequentianber as it is found. Thus, AkGv-016 is the
sixteenth site registered within the AKGv Borderod. While archaeological sites may share
informal titles, their Borden designation is uniqudhere are five Borden Blocks within King

Township:AlGu, AlGv, AIGw, BaGvandBaGw

There are very few registered archaeological $itd§ing Township, due more to a lack of study
rather than an absence of past human activity. [@lge amount of archaeological sites that
surround King Township in Vaughan, Richmond Hillurdra, Newmarket and Caledon is a
testament to the extent of regional human activitythe past. Furthermore, while Lizars

(1974:112) does not specifically mention King Tohips she notes, “many fields, when under the
plough, have given up flint arrows, axe-heads amderous pipes.” This certainly applies to King
Township as evidenced by the numerous known andawak private artifact collections held by

farming families.

According to residents in the area, a number dbats were recovered during the 1950s and 1960s
around Hackett Lake, which seem to indicate a (t¢ario Iroquoianpresence. The Toronto
Carrying Place Trail passed nearby this site (Au$895:81). The site is indicated on the King
Township Heritage Map provided by the Township afidg{Heritage Committee and King Heritage
Map Partnership. However, the site is not includedhe database of registered archaeological
sites provided by the Ministry of Culture, suggegtthe site has not been investigated further, and
it clearly has not been registered with the Miwistf Culture, leaving it unprotected. Similarly,
artifacts related to the general northern alignn@nthe Toronto Carrying Place in the township
were dropped off at different museums in Ontaairora Museum, King Museum, the ROM, and
the Waterfront Marine Museum are some institutitve held artifact that were collected in the
Township of King, however, the location of thestfacts was not registered as an archaeological
site. AARO magazine form 1911 reports that artifacts fr@@N 6 LOT 2 and CON 5 LOT 7,
were dropped off at the ROM.

By the end of 2007, there were 30 registered aatbgieal sites in King Township. Some of these
sites include:

The Peppy site (AIGw-033), the Vink site (AIGw-03Nd the Shock site (AIGw-035) are
all located along a north-south axis at the soustiwerner of King Township and are
situated roughly equidistant from each other. They located on tableland overlooking
the Humber River with an intermittent stream neaaby a deep cut tributary. The Peppy
site (AIGw-033) is the northernmost site and wantdied by the presence of four chert
(stone) flakes, one chert core, and a single iiMeuEuroCanadian pipe bowl fragment.
The Vink site (AIGw-034) is located close to a mimiver tributary and was identified by
three chert flakes and two stone tools. The Shsitek(AIGw-035) is located on a rise of
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tableland between the Humber River and a tributafywo chert biface fragments and a
single flake identified the site. The limited nuend of types of artifacts in all cases
prevents a cultural or temporal affiliation for fleesites.

The Nobleton 1 (AIGv-131), Nobleton 2 (AIGv-132)caNobleton 3 (AIGv-133) sites are
all findspots located along an east-west axis ard@ughly equidistant from each other.
They are all situated on rolling terrain that igided by tributaries of the Humber River.
Prominent knolls and a ridge that overlook waterses characterize the landscape. The
Nobleton 1 (AlGv-131) site was identified by a danghert biface. The Nobleton 2 (AlGv-
132) site was identified by a Meadowood biface trelNobleton 3 (AIGv-133) site was
identified by a scraping tool. The Sisler site @a011) is a Paeleolndian camp located
along a strandline near the Holland Marsh nortthefintersection of Dufferin Street and
Millers Sideroad.

| Case in Point 3
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Plate 9: Selected Artifacts From PreContact and Eur oCanadian Sites
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6.0 PREDICTIVE MODELLING

The Archaeological Site Predictive Model (ASPM) waisially developed as a component of the
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority’s Archlagaal Master Plan (1990). The model was
designed for use by TRCA project planners in otdeassess the potential for cultural resources
within a particular property. While the model doex forecast exact site locations, it does present
a generalized prediction based on the known settiéipatterns of PreContact peoples. The TRCA
model covers the area south of the watershed dikiatedissects the Township of Kifi§igure 5).

Several variables determine archaeological proiabiistance to water, stream order, soil type,
drainage, physiographic region, degree of slopd, @oximity to registered archaeological sites.
However, the three most significant factors thaedeined settlement location for past peoples
were close proximity to water, well drained sodsd flat to gently sloping terrain. It should be
noted that the most critical factor influencingtleshent location is the distance to a source of
water.

The model employs High, Medium and Low probabildgtegories. Within King Township,
locations that hold high archaeological potentiatlude the physiographic regions of the Oak
Ridges Moraine, the South Slope, the North Slopd,the Peel Plain. Properties with sandy and
clay loams featuring good to imperfect drainag® &lave high potential. Settlement also seemed
to gravitate toward land that is level to genthdulating and near to first and second order streams
and kettle lakes, ponds, and ancient shorelines.

As mentioned, availability of water is one of theshfundamental influences on human settlement
and is therefore a major indicator of archaeoldgipatential. In its’ 1993 Standards and
Guidelines, The Ministry of Culture notes that painyiwater sources within 300 metres of a project
area, secondary water sources within 200 metregielisas features that indicate past or ancient
water sources within 300 metres of a project aredilely to contain an archaeological site

Thus, areas with high probability to contain Pretaotcultural resources are within approximately
250 metres of a water source with good soil draenagd level to gently undulating topography.
Probability decreases as distance to water incseasalrainage gets poorer and hills and knolls get
more prominent, although in many cases, archaembgites are associated with prominent land
features.

While EuroCanadian and other PostContact settlemerd dictated by the same needs as those of
PreContact peoples, environmental constraints uessened due to land clearances and road
building. However, primary and permanent wateioueses were crucial for establishing mills,
which were vital for further settlement. Areashwitigh probability to contain EuroCanadian sites
are typically within 150 metres from historic trgostation routes. These routes are in many cases
have a similar alignment to modern roads.

Probability models are tools that assist in detemg potential and are to be used in conjunction
with site visits and field assessments and notawisalone tools, especially when determining that
there is low potential for finding archaeologicdés. The accuracy of such models have not been
thoroughly studied and compared with archaeolodiodks in the last two decades, however, it is
quite clear that most sites are located in highbabdity areas. The only scenario where
archaeological potential is nil, occurs when thigreeliable, convincing data to determine that a
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location has been thoroughly disturbed and thaipaotntial remains for intact archaeological
resources to survive. Even in areas of disturbahege is still the possibility to encounter deepl
buried deposits containing cultural resources.

Ontario municipalities are increasingly adoptingraeologial master plan predictive models for
PreContact and PostContact sites as a usefuldasdist with urban planning and heritage culture
management. The Town of Markham (1985), the Cityafighan (1989), the Town of Richmond
Hill (1990), and the City of Toronto (2006), areaexples of some of these municipalities.

TRCA northern boundary “\

Developed by TRCA Archaeology Unit (1990), revise(2003)
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6.2 High Probability Areas and Cultural Landscapes in King Township

The probability model developed by TRCA in 1990linies the southern third of the Township of
King. It paints a very clear picture of medium hagh probability of encountering cultural
resources and very few areas of low or no prolighidi encounter such resources.

King Township is at a crossroad between two largenal features that are regionally significant:

The Oak Ridges Moraine and the Humber River. Bbtthese natural features played a major role
in Past Peoples’ lives and many sites that hold dtegs to those who lived here before us have
been recorded along these corridors.

Based on this probability model and further redeatite following aresome of the areas of special
consideration that hold very high potential for @matering cultural heritage resources in general,
and archaeological sites in particular.

Highlighting these areas of high potential should at discount high potential in
other areas in the Township, but rather, call attetion to areas that hold special
characteristics as a model for the rest of the Towship.

The following are areas that hold high potential fo encountering archaeological
sites in King Township; each area’s general locatiois represented in Figure 7.

6.2.1 Holland Marsh

TheHolland Marsh consists of 2,900 hectares of poorly drained aogpeat moss and is situated
within the Holland River Watershed. The south ffi¢the marsh is located in King Township in
York Region, while the northern side is locatedhia Town of Bradford in Simcoe County. It is
roughly 15 kilometres in length and 4 kilometerslevi The marsh lies in the floodplains of the
Schomberg River, which meets the Holland Riverhat mortheastern termination of the marsh.
This flat, level area was once an arm of Glacidtd.Algonquin and a shallow extension of Lake
Simcoe (Chapman and Putnam 1984:181). The marsmied after its surveyor, Major J. Samuel
Holland.

The marsh was a massive wetland and offered a homeariety of game, fish and fowl, providing
these life-sustaining resources sought after byetirBest inhabitants of this region as well asrat
European settlers. It was crossed by the Toroatoyihig Place Trail, although another route to the
east was also in use in order to avoid the marsh.

In 1925, the idea of muck farming the marsh wappsed and a five-year project to drain the area
was begun. A canal and dikes were constructeddeardo reroute the river. Much of the swamp
and marshland no longer exists, and today the miardmown as Ontario’s vegetable garden,
providing produce for an international market. idtconsidered some of the best farmland in
Ontario.

The lands sloping up towards the south containesmdieaches and strandlines, and hold very high
potential for significant archaeological sites; arendetailed discussion about ancient shorelines
can be found in the next category of high potemtiahs. In addition, its documented connection to
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the Toronto Carrying Place Trail, used for millemnsuggests further potential for archaeological
sites of later dates as well.

The general area surrounding the marsh contairsralegrumlins and eskers that are considered
areas of high potential for finding archaeologiséks and local farmers report many finds of
arrowheads on the hills surrounding the marsh.

6.2.2 Ancient Shorelines and Ancient Beaches

The southern finger of the Holland Marsh was onéeng embayment that was part of a series of
finger lakes forming the southern margin Gfacial Lake Algonquin. This preglacial lake
encompassed Lake Huron, Georgian Bay and Lake $im@he water level was about 40 metres
higher than the current levels of Lake Simcoe (¥@004:24) and ancient beaches and strandlines
can be seen on slopes that led down to the basiredfke providing evidence of dramatic changes
in water levels. The lake was more akin to anndlaea and formed from glacial melt water when
glaciers moved north to create an outlet that é@dhiGlacial Lake Algonquin through the Trent
River about 11,500 years ago (Chapman and Putn8ai24).

These ancient beaches between the high and lowr waseks seemed to be favoured by
Palaeolndian peoples for setting up camps (Jaoksah2000:428). These locations have preferred
since they may likely have attracted caribou andtoton due to the cooling lake breeze and edible
ground lichen. Furthermore, resources such asdigh waterfowl would have been available
(Jacksoret al 2000:433).

Ancient beach ridges of gravel or sand and wavebtufts with bouldered terraces are relatively
easy to identify (Chapman and Putnam 1984:19%hduld be stressed, however that shorelines can
rapidly change due to erosion or deposition andcettaet location of these ancient beaches cannot
always be determined with absolute certainty (Dgayet al 2002:11); an archaeological
assessment may be the only way to detect such sites

The corridor that extends between the Schomberg ase along Highway 9 and towards the
northeast corner of the Township (Figure 7 and Appedix A) represents the potential for
these significant sites; several Paeleolndian site@gere discovered prior to the Highway 9
road widening. Current and future industrial activities pose a threat to cultural resources
in this area; any future activities that may impact the soil should involve an
archaeological assessment prior to disturbance.

6.2.3 Oak Ridges Moraine

The Oak Ridges Moraine is the dominant physiographic feature of southtre¢érOntario and
extends 200 kilometres from the Niagara Escarpneetite Trent Valley. It has an average altitude
of approximately 300 metres above sea level andifgigntly narrows in several areas through
which roads and highways may cross, one of whidfoik Regional Road 27 locally referred to as
Highway 27) (Chapman and Putnam 1984:166). Itaies through the middle of King Township
and covers over 70% of the area. It is, arguahly single greatest environmental influence on the
settlement of King Township (King Township: Histagd Heritage 2006).

The moraine is an interlobate moraine and is tlselref two opposite lobes of ice pushing and
rubbing against each other (Chapman and Putnam14984nd eventually depositing either till or
gravel and sand. They are commonly characterizenrbgular surfaces (Chapman and Putnam
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1984:11). The depressions between these irregefarcaused by trapped blocks of melting ice,
formed basins known as kettles, these featuresdadace drainage and soon become small lakes
(McQueen 1999:267). Clay till is the dominant $oiKing Township, however, towards the east
part of The Township of King the moraine is gengraandy (Chapman and Putnam 1984:53).

The Oak Ridges Moraine is the source of all theevghieds in the Greater Toronto Area. The sand
and gravel deposits absorb groundwater, whicheis flitered and released into the 65 streams and
rivers that have their headwaters in the moraifiee ecological diversity of the moraine provides a
home for a variety of forests, kettle lakes, bogd & one of the last surviving green corridors in
southern Ontario. Interestingly, the moraine piesiits own microclimate. It is several degrees
cooler than the temperature in the surroundingsarea

While moraine soils are characteristically droughtyd unstable when cultivate, the resources
provided by the moraine would have appealed to Pasiples in particular. Furthermore, the

moraine offered a source of timber, which was exgdbby early settlers. Following deforestation,

the slopes and hillsides were occupied as farm{@hdpman and Putnam 1984:167). Alarmingly,

extensive deforestation of the moraine has resuttedreduction of natural groundwater. In King

Township, over 80% of the streams have becomennittent between 1837 and 1937. In the past,
however, these would have provided a reliable soafavater (Westgatet al. 1999:29).

The territory between Lake Ontario and the Oak Bs&d$loraine has been divided into three
physiographic regions. THeoquois Lake Plain occupies the lowest land, tiReel Plainis the
central region, th&outh Slope,(Chapman and Putnam 1984:172). King Townshiptisagéd on
the latter two regions and extends north on theaimer

The South Slope extends across the entire soudttigim of the Oak Ridges Moraine and contains a
variety of soils, some of which are excellent fgriaultural purposes (Chapman and Putnam
1984:173). The area was colonized by a second vedvBritish immigrants following the
Napoleonic Wars. These early settlers employeddsubsistence agriculture and the slope was
soon cleared for farming. Consequently, very femodlands or wetlands remain (Chapman and
Putnam 1984:174).

The southern areas of King Township are situatethenPeel Plain, a piece of land that spreads
over 780 square kilometers and includes centralsané York, Peel and Halton Regions (Chapman
and Putnam 1984:174). The plain gradually slopestd Lake Ontario and ranges in elevation

from 150 to 230 metres above sea level. The Creflimber, Don and Rouge Rivers provide

drainage and wetlands. However, water supply enplain can be inconsistent due to shallow
overburden, dense till and lack of natural aquifei$e plain also experiences a high degree of
evaporation (Chapman and Putnam 1984:175).

Although the Peel Plain is now almost completeljodested, in the past it supported high quality
hardwood forests. Fertile soils have resultedxiteresive agricultural use of the plain and it was
once a noted wheat-growing area. (Chapman and fut!®84:176). Century farms can still be
found dotting the plain.

The Oak Ridges Moraine is identified as an area dfigh probability to encounter cultural
heritage resources. Several ‘highlight areas’ havbeen identified on the map (Figure 7,
andAppendix A) and are discussed separately. Thidoes not exclude other areas on the
moraine from being included in this category of hig probability.
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6.2.4 Wetland Complexes and Kettle Lakes

The Township is home to a number of provinciallyndicantwetland complexes, forested areas
and swamps and kettle lakes These include the Eaton Hall, Mary, and Hackekltes to name a
few, the Nobleton Wetland Complexes, the Pottatgeiwamp, Southeast Upland and Happy
Valley Forests and other, smaller lakes, swampsvwatthnds. Figure 7 (Appendix A is a larger
version) illustrates the corridor along the top of the nioeathat contains many of these water
features; it does not discount other wetlands attleklakes in the Township that may also present
high potential to encounter cultural resources.

The Eaton Hall-Mary-Hackett Lakes Wetland Compleis a large wetland system that is
connected by streams, forested uplands and agnialbftelds. Each wetland is within 750 metres
from its neighbour. This complex contains the émtgand most diverse wetlands within the Oak
Ridges Moraine and hosts a number of kettle laKé®e largePottageville Wetland Complexis
mainly made up of swamp, marsh and fen, as id\tii@deton Wetland Complex which is made
up of 35 wetlands. Finally, th&nsnorveldt Wetland Complexis located in the northern part of
the Township and is bounded by the Holland Marsthéoeast and northeafRottageville Swamp

is a decidious swamp and the source for sevehaitamies of the Holland River. This was orginally
connected to the Holland Marsh but has since beelated due to the drainage realignments
projects of the 1920s.

The Pottageville Southeast Upland Forest is a igility forest situated on the north slope of the
Oak Ridges Moraine and contains a number of trilegaof the Holland River. The Happy Valley
Forest is the largest deciduous old-growth foresthe moraine. It consists of several wetland
areas and a few kettle ponds. The Toronto Carryiage Trail likely crossed this area, suggesting
an area of cultural significance.

There are many smaller lakes, ponds, and wetlanttiénvthese systems and all are areas of high
potential.

6.2.5 Humber River

King Township includes the northern extremes ofitfaén and east branches of thember River
and several of its associated tributaries on tikhson margin of the Township.

The Humber Valley has been an attractive area dionam travel and settlement for thousands of
years. The Toronto Carrying Place Trail made disheovalley and the first European settlement in
the Greater Toronto Area was in the area of thetimoithe Humber on the shores of Lake Ontario
(McAndrews 1999:280). Today, evidence of the ehityory of the Humber River is reflected, not

only in archaeological sites, but also in otherithge sites such as the King Railway Station.
Although removed from its original place, it wascerpart of the Northern Railway and is now the
oldest surviving railway station in Canada.

The river is a part of the Northern Lake Ontari@iDage. It has an area of 570 square miles and
the main river runs for approximately 100 kilomsteend includes several tributaries. It can be up
to 30 metres deep in some areas and is the lamgéstshed in the region (Chapman and Putnam

1984:103). Because of the human heritage andagonal values associated with the river, it was
officially designated as a Canadian Heritage RoreiSeptember 24, 1999. Every year, the TRCA
reports on the increases and decreases in the numbeegistered archaeological sites, heritage
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structures, and other cultural heritage indicatoffiere has been a consistent increase in known
archaeological sites in the Humber Watershed eyesy, primarily in developing areas of the
watershed such as Brampton and Vaughan, ever-eixgpodr knowledge of past peoples and their
lives in different times and in different environnte relating to the Humber River.

King Township contains many other watercourses thiedpotential to encounter archaeological
resources in their vicinity is very high.

| Case in Point 4: |

Plate 10: Janus Site artifacts

Plate 11: Janus Site: Stage 2
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6.2.6 Happy Valley Forest

Happy Valley Forestis an upland forest with mostly steep rolling aémrthat is located on the Oak

Ridges Moraine. It consists of extensive foreste of which is old growth, and contains swamps,
wetlands, and small kettle ponds. This area is @née highest points in the township and
interestingly, intersected by two high potentidéiie Toronto Carrying
Place Trail and the distinct east west line of leeitkes on the Oak
Ridges Moraine.

The dramatic terrain, the strategic location, dregresence of locally-
known cultural heritage resources, suggests thatHbappy Valley
Forest as a prime potential area for encountenttgral resources tha
may be associated with spiritual and ceremoniattimes, burials,
villages and campsites. Local residents reporinsets of old stump
fences, artifacts and mounds that were found iratha. Note that the
unregistered site near Hackett Lake is just tosbath of the forest
(Appendix A, Number 6)

Plate 12: Stump Fences
6.2.7 King Creek/ King Trails

King Creek and King Trails (Appendix A, Number 5) is a culturally rich area that holds the
potential to encounter archaeological sites thagjgan date from deep time, through ancient trade
routes, to 19 and 28' century eras. Its proximity to the Carrying Plagel the Humber River
identifies King Trails as a high probability areaencounter PreContact sites. In th& géntury,

the area was a small milling community and had imougor mill workers. Later, it became a
cottage destination, and in 1954, the area wasdtadaby Hurricane Hazel and abandoned. The
high probability to encounter both EuroCanadian BrelContact sites in the area is very high, and
combined with the most recent chapter in Ontarstdny represented by Hurricane Hazel, the area
can be considered a candidate for cultural heril@ggscape designation and preservation.

Today, King Trails is a beautiful destination foh&e along the Humber River, its past all but
hidden.

6.2.8 Cold Creek

Cold Creek is a spring fed creek located at the southwestelgme of King Township. The
surrounding forest and wildlife area is provingfallesignated as an area of natural and scientific
interest, due to the ecological diversity providsdthe one kilometre long creek. Several springs
and streams dot the area and it boasts an excefample of mature black spruce forest and a
variety of Boreal species. Hardwood and coniferedts, meadows and steep escarpments
contribute to the landscape. Low-lying high quesitvampy areas that include a unique boreal peat
bog and upland areas on the South Slope till mharacterize the areAgpendix A, number 6).

An interesting feature about Cold Creek is the ottimate it produces. The shade from the tree
cover and the cold ground water provided by thengpfed creek lowers the air temperature by
about ten degrees in the summer. During the wimiamths the creek never freezes and the air is
somewhat warmer as a result, a feature that woeitthialy have appealed to both First Nation
Peoples as well as later settlers in the area.
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Cedar Glen, located just north of King Road on the Eleventin€ssion in the Cold Creek area
was the location of a Mississauga encampment fr8451to 1865. The property was then
purchased by Jonathan Kehoe and farmed until 19®is site was never registered and therefore
not incorporated into the Ontario ArchaeologicaéSiDatabase.

In commemoration of the strong Past Peoples presenhis area, Cold Creek as with the Humber
Watershed as a whole, has adopted the turtle aigitature totem. The turtle continues as a sacred
animal to First Nations anMétis worldviews and figures prominently in many creatistories
(Pearce 2005).

6.2.9 Transportation Routes

Transportation routes, whether of PreContact or EuroCanadian eras, caithi them the
possibility to encounter archaeological sites. gKifownship, similar to other southern Ontario
municipalities, contains within its borders a wea¥alifferent types of transportation routes. The
areas around these transportation routes are evadidigh probability areas, and may consist of,
but are not restricted tayers, streams, ancient trails, historic roadwaysand historic railways.
Some of these transportation routes are illustriaéolw.

It was not practical to identify each one of th&sesportation routes on the mé@gppendix A),
however, when consultingppendix A one should keep in mind that the lands adjacenvads,
streams and railways throughout the municipalitypresent high potential to encounter
archaeological sites.

6.2.10 The Toronto Carrying Place: the Humber Port

The multi-branched oronto Carrying Place Trail has also been
called the Humber Portage and the Toronto Pass&yee of the
portage trails generally followed the eastern bahkhe Humber
River and ran north, bisecting King Township uptite Holland
River and northeast to Atherly Narrows that conméetke Simcoe
to Lake Couchiching. The trail travels through ¢imownship for
approximately 17 kilometres and runs parallel tosWe Road for
much of this distance. The trail, quite likelytexds through the

Happy Valley Forest.
Plate 13: Toronto Carrying Place sign

As people traveled the Toronto Carrying Place Trdiey certainly passed through what has
become the Township. It is believed the portage @mployed by Etienne Brilé in the summer of
1615 (Mays 2002:96) and later by Sieur de La Salkhe 1670s, and accordingly, these explorers
were the first Europeans to visit King Township.

Originally, theWendat called Lake Simco®uentironk meaning “Beautiful Water.” It appeared
on a 1680 map dsac de Tarontpafter the Iroquoian term for the area. Consetiyetine portage
was subsequently dubbed tPassage de Tarontorl' he trail was akin to a modern day highway and
was noted on early maps as noted Lizars (19741, track there called Portage is distinctly
marked and where its terminus is marked by the Waiduegor’ It was similar to other paths
that cut across North Eastern North America. Theshs “were worn deep, sometimes a foot,
almost always six inches into the earth” (Lizarg4:93).
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After Governor Simcoe commissioned the constructbra straight road from Lake Simcoe to
Lake Ontario (i.e. Yonge Street), the portage veagely abandoned as a primary route. Parks
Canada designated it as being nationally and gsity significant in 1969 and the King Township
Historical Society erected a plaque where the treskets the Holland River on Highway 9, to the
west of Weston Road in 1982. It was in this atea@t & local resident indicated a well-worn
footpath and a causeway of tamarack poles, possdni@ins of the portage (Austin 1995:75).
Curiously, the portage has never been officiallypp®d, although it is known that it seemed to
have passed near several villages, camps and biteal(Austin 1995:74). An estimated route and
its surrounding area is depicted Appendix A. An example of a recent exercise to overlay the
Percy Robinson’s route of the Toronto Carrying Blan a relief map is shown kigure 6.
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Source: Ken Carter, Canadiantbige Landscapes
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6.2.11 Kettleby Creek

Kettleby Creek is situated in a valley nestled within steep hillsis area is identified as a
high probability area, and a variety of culturadaerces may be discovered in this area.
Early settlers passed on accounts of First Natewpk activities on the hills surrounding
the valley present the high probability of findirgnnants of campsites. Accounts of
remnants of a corduroy road, as well a8 ¢6ntury archaeological sites such as mill and
homestead foundations and middens, present thépities of other types of
archaeological sites in this aregppendix A, number 4).

6.2.12 Thornton Bales Conservation Area

Thornton Balesin an area of natural, scientific, and heritagenest. Situated on the crest of the
Oak Ridges Moraine, it is one of its highest areHse area is situated on a rare Kame moraine
with dramatic landforms, steep slopes, and extrelevation changes. The forested slopes may
still contain old growth forest, while at the battef the cliffs, several brooks flow into the
Holland River. This conservation area and the ficddrrounding it, have a very high probability to
contain cultural resourcé8ppendix A, number 8).

6.2.13 Burial Grounds and Villages

The Late Woodland Period was witness to evolvingtuasy practices among lroquoian peoples.
When a village shifted its location every ten to yiars, individuals were exhumed from their
primary burial location and reinterred togetheaideep pit lined with beaver robes or bark. This
practice was accompanied by rituals and a cerenkooyn as ‘The Feast of the Dead.” The
resulting common grave is known as an ossuary arglbelieved that every major village, or a
cluster of several villages, have an associatedangs These pits are up to ten metres in width and
may be three metres in depth.

However, as of 2003, 49 villages have been recoadedss the GTA and several more that are
known locally have not been recorded. Yet onlydssuaries have been discovered. While several
neighbouring villages collaborated in the feash@jirng their dead to the ossuary, these numbers
still suggest that either ossuary burial was a lésguent event than is suggested by
contemporaneous accounts, or they are typically @égmugh to avoid detection. Most likely, a
large number of ossuaries await discovery and gtiote from deep construction activities. This
scenario played out in August of 2005 when roacewidg uncovered the Teston Ossuary, which is
a 450 year old bone pit containing up to 400 irdlrals. Presumably, the ossuary is related to the
nearby Teston village (AkGv-002). The TownshiKirig holds high potential for several villages
and numerous campsites along with individual/sirgl@ssuary burials that were associated with
these settlements. Local information suggestseistence of burial or ceremonial mounds in the
vicinity of the unregistered village of Hackett leathat should be assessed.

6.2.14 King Railway Station

Although King Railway Station has been moved from its original contéXppendix A, number

9), the area surrounding its former location may awntairchaeological sites, particularly, those
pertaining to the Contact Period. Several accouots local residents identify the field adjacemt t
the station as a gathering place faishinaabepeople waiting for the train to come so that they
could engage in trade. The area around the stataynalso hold potential for EuroCanadian sites;
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future studies ahead of proposed development arthundtation should take these accounts into
consideration.

6.2.15 Historic Communities

King Township is home to several early settlemdmas are still present today. These villages and
hamlets contain a large number of built heritagecstires; the likelihood of encountering
archaeological sites in and around these commanéieery high, whether around existing
buildings or those long gone. Many communitieststharound mills. Some of these communities,
for example Bell's Lake, Davis Corners and King ggidwere abandoned; however, most still exist
today. Communities such as Kettleby, Lloydtowrd aaskay, to name a few, are very high
potential areas for encountering archaeologicassit

| Case in Point 5: |
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Plate 14: ID Clinic Selected Artifacts
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7.0 SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Four clear points emerge as the result of this rtedeirst, a demonstrated high potential to
encounter cultural heritage resources from all patiral periods exists throughout the Township.
Second, Council and staff have recognized that aipatli policies and practices need significant
strengthening in order to offer sufficient proteatifor cultural resources. Third, there is a latk o
systematic research, documentation and best maeaggiractices identified for archaeological
sites in the Township. Fourth, cultural heritagsotegces of many forms in the Township of King
may face imminent impact as a direct result oftktinee previous points.

Several subdivisions and projects, such as theogeap Holland Marsh Power Plant and the
proposed Holland Marsh Peaker Plant, will impaet Townships’ visible landscape, as well as its
invisible cultural landscape. As a result, arcthagiocal sites and cultural landscapes - the cultura
footprint of the region and its unique signatureay be lost forever.

Well-planned urban growth, however, can be an dppdy to enhance our knowledge, protect and
document these cultural resources, and link theviiship of King to become’, with ‘the space that
the Township of King once was’, recognizing the ltistween the past, present and future of a
unique place.

7.2 Recommendations

The following are recommendations for future eaid strengthen the protection for and
perceived value of the Township of King’s histaaitd archaeological resources:

Evaluate current policies in the Township of Kingand consider the requirement
of an archaeological assessment prioratty land disturbance such as, but not
limited to, fill, grading, parking lots, trail cotrsiction, reforestation projects and
other projects that may not be covered under curkéumicipal Policies. The
Township will be the most appropriate to take thadl to implement these best
management practices;

Build capacity for in-house expertisewhere cultural heritage may be involved and
to enable municipal staff to be involved in tragimitiatives offered by the
Ministry of Culture and request additional oppoiti@s to ensure that topics are
covered such as: archaeology and legislative reménts; archaeological standards
and technical guidelines; evaluation of an archagroldl assessment during the
municipal permitting process; options for long tepmotection of archaeological
sites; and, relationship building witAnishinaabe Wendat Haudenosauneand
Métis communities and early settler period descendantliss. To be led by the
Township;
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Initiate systematic assessments throughout the towhip. Extensive and
systematic Stage 2 pedestrian surveys conductgdbaghed farmers’ fields along
high probability areas will boost the archaeolobiexord and enhance local and
regional knowledge of past peoples. These projéatde led by a licenced
archaeologist with some community assistance;

Register with the Ministry of Culture all of the locally known unregistered
archaeological sites Conduct research and register cultural resoumcethe
Township for future protection; Hackett Lake villagite and mill ruins are some
examples. A licenced archaeologist can act as lwdld some community
participation;

Register the locations of demolished historic buildingsaashaeological sites. To
be led by a licenced archaeologist, Heritage Kiagd interested community
members;

Explore and further research local knowledge of culrally significant
resources such as, but not restricted to: Contact Periodtimgeplaces, burial
mounds, disappearing cultural heritage landscapeb ss stump fences, farm
laneways and gates, to be led by Heritage King amdarchaeological/cultural
consultant;

Protect identified resourcesby listing them on the municipal register of cudtur
heritage properties and designate as appropriaterine Ontario Heritage Act;

Create a Municipal Archaeological Master Planthat will include open-ended
cultural inventory and cultural heritage landscagmntification in order to preserve
the cultural integrity of the Township while intagjng those into future
development initiatives. To be led by the Townshigh archaeological/cultural
heritage consultant;

Engage descendant groupsn a meaningful way through active consultation.
Create opportunities foAnishinaabe Wendat and Haudenosaunegeople to
explore King’'s special natural and environmentalcpk, enabling them to share
their Traditional Ecological Knowledge. To be ld/ the Township and
archaeological/cultural consultant; and,

Create Education opportunities through Interpretation. With increased
knowledge of cultural heritage resources in the fAsimp, Heritage King, in
collaboration with descendant groups and cultuesitéige consultant, should take a
strong lead in interpreting these cultural resosirtlerough public education,
displays and other heritage related activities.
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APPENDIX A:

Archaeological Potential in King Township
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