
 
 
Nov 23, 2016 
 
Eva MacDonald (P125) 
ASI Archaeological and Cultural Heritage Services 
528 Bathurst Toronto ON M5S 2P9
 

 
 
 
Dear Ms. MacDonald:
 
 
This office has reviewed the above-mentioned report, which has been submitted to this ministry as a
condition of licensing in accordance with Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O. 1990, c 0.18.1 This
review  has  been  carried  out  in  order  to  determine  whether  the  licensed  professional  consultant
archaeologist has met the terms and conditions of their licence, that the licensee assessed the property
and documented archaeological resources using a process that accords with the 2011 Standards and
Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists set by the ministry, and that the archaeological fieldwork and
report recommendations are consistent with the conservation, protection and preservation of the cultural
heritage of Ontario.
 
 
The report documents the assessment of the study area as depicted in Figure 5 of the project report and
Figures 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 of the Supplementary Documentation of the above titled report and recommends
the following:
 
 
1. The Plater-Fleming site (BdHb-2), as defined on the basis of this and the previous assessments, should
be avoided and protected within the context of any development plan for the property.  
2. Implementation of the Plater-Fleming site (BdHb-2) protection and avoidance program, based on the
protection zone defined above (Supplementary Documentation: Figures 7 and 8), should be developed by
means of a Stage 3 assessment that will not involve further field work but which will describe a detailed
strategy  for  short-  and  long-term protection  as  required  by  the  2011 Standards  and  Guidelines  for
Consultant  Archaeologists  (MTC  2011:68-70,  4.1.1  Standards  1-3  and  4.1.4  Standards1-3).  The
development of the detailed protection and avoidance strategy should include appropriate engagement with
the Saugeen Ojibway Nation, the Huron-Wendat Nation and the Wyandotte of Kansas. 
3.  Any future modification to the Plater-Fleming site (BdHb-2) protection zone that  would result  in a
reduction of the area to be protected and avoided, or which would involve alteration to any part of the
known site,  must be preceded by comprehensive Stage 3 investigation, carried out according to the
requirements of the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists as defined for Late
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Woodland Aboriginal village sites (MTC 2011:47-53, 54-55, Sections 3.2 and 3.3). It is also noted that since
the Braser component of the Plater-Fleming site continues to lack spatial focus, any Stage 3 investigation
must address the potential cultural heritage value or interest of this period of the site’s occupation.  
4. In view of the destruction of the former Craigleith House component of the Plater-Fleming site (BdHb-2)
and the removal of all associated archaeological deposits, this component is of no further cultural heritage
value or interest and may be considered clear of further archaeological concern. None of the material
recovered from the site was found in sound archaeological context, nor was any evidence for the potential
survival of any such contexts documented. 
5. Protection and avoidance of the P1 (BdHb-6), P2 (BdHb-7) and P6 (BdHb-8) sites is considered to be the
preferred mitigation option within the context of any development plan for the property. It is recognized that
Stage 3 assessment of each site is required to more fully identify the character, extent and significance of
the  archaeological  deposits,  in  accordance  with  the  Ministry  of  Tourism,  Culture  and  Sport’s  2011
Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists. However, it is recommended that the scale of any
such  work  be  minimized  to  that  necessary  to  confidently  define  the  limits  of  each  site  area.  This
recommendation is consistent with the wishes of the Saugeen Ojibway Nation and the Huron-Wendat
Nation  as  expressed  during  on-going  engagement  related  to  this  assessment  (see  Supplementary
Documentation:  Record  of  Aboriginal  Engagement).  
6. Prior to the initiation of the Stage 3 assessment program at sites BdHb-6, -7 and -8, it is requested that
partial clearance be given to those portions of the subject property where there are no further concerns for
impacts to archaeological sites, as indicated on Supplementary Documentation: Figure 7. 
7. Prior to completion of the Stage 3 assessment program at sites BdHb-6, -7 and -8, and as a condition of
partial clearance, it is recommended that any proposed land-disturbing activities within the areas of no
further archaeological concern be subject to the following: 
The limits of the protected blocks surrounding the archaeological sites - which are defined on the basis of
topography  and  areas  of  previous  disturbance  -  be  fenced  under  the  supervision  of  a  licensed
archaeologist  prior  to  any  on-site  activity.   
The protective fencing must remain in place until the Stage 3 test excavations of each site have been
completed. The maintenance and efficacy of the fencing must be confirmed through monitoring on the part
of a licensed archaeologist. 
Written confirmation from the proponent  regarding their  commitment  to  implement  this  strategy and
confirmation that any potential ground alterations will avoid the archaeological protection areas must be
filed with Ontario Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport.  
It  is noted that the protection zone around the BdHb-6, -7 and -8 sites will  be adjusted following the
completion of the Stage 3 assessments to include only the site areas and the necessary buffers. 
8. To minimize the risk of impacting any ossuary, cemetery or any other form of exterior activity area
associated with the Plater-Fleming site (BdHb-2) that may be located within the subject property, a licensed
archaeologist must be present to monitor all predevelopment topsoil removal (grading) within those portions
of the subject property outside of any of the protected blocks.
 
 
Based on the information contained in the report, the ministry is satisfied that the fieldwork and reporting for
the archaeological  assessment are consistent with the ministry's 2011 Standards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologists and the terms and conditions for archaeological licences. This report has been
entered into the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports. Please note that the ministry makes no
representation or warranty as to the completeness, accuracy or quality of reports in the register.
 
 
Should you require any further information regarding this matter, please feel free to contact me.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Malcolm Horne 
Archaeology Review Officer
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1In no way will the ministry be liable for any harm, damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may result: (a) if the Report(s) or its
recommendations are discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent; or (b) from the issuance of this letter. Further measures
may need to be taken in the event that additional artifacts or archaeological sites are identified or the Report(s) is otherwise found to be inaccurate,
incomplete, misleading or fraudulent.

cc. Archaeology Licensing Officer
Tim Exner,Parkbridge Lifestyle Communities Inc.
Randy Scherzer,Grey County Planning &Development
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May 2, 2017 
 
Derek Lincoln (P344) 
Bluestone Research
 

 
 
 
Dear Mr. Lincoln:
 
 
This office has reviewed the above-mentioned report, which has been submitted to this ministry as a
condition of licensing in accordance with Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O. 1990, c 0.18.1 This
review  has  been  carried  out  in  order  to  determine  whether  the  licensed  professional  consultant
archaeologist has met the terms and conditions of their licence, that the licensee assessed the property
and documented archaeological resources using a process that accords with the 2011 Standards and
Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists set by the ministry, and that the archaeological fieldwork and
report recommendations are consistent with the conservation, protection and preservation of the cultural
heritage of Ontario.
 
 
The report documents the assessment/mitigation of the study area as depicted in Figure 4 of the above
titled report and recommends the following:
 
 
As  the  entire  Study  Area  was  deemed to  retain  archaeological  potential,  a  Stage  2  archaeological
assessment is recommended for the entire property. Stage 2 assessment should be undertaken according
to strategies laid out in Figure 4 of Section 5 of this report. Stage 2 assessment should consist of Test Pit
survey at 5 meter intervals, according to Section 2.1.2 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant
Archaeologists.
 
 
Based on the information contained in the report, the ministry is satisfied that the fieldwork and reporting for
the archaeological  assessment are consistent with the ministry's 2011 Standards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologists and the terms and conditions for archaeological licences. This report has been
entered into the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports. Please note that the ministry makes no
representation or warranty as to the completeness, accuracy or quality of reports in the register.
 
 
Should you require any further information regarding this matter, please feel free to contact me.
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Sincerely,
 
Ian Hember 
Archaeology Review Officer
 
 

 
 
1In no way will the ministry be liable for any harm, damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may result: (a) if the Report(s) or its
recommendations are discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent; or (b) from the issuance of this letter. Further measures
may need to be taken in the event that additional artifacts or archaeological sites are identified or the Report(s) is otherwise found to be inaccurate,
incomplete, misleading or fraudulent.

cc. Archaeology Licensing Officer
Rob Wagner,Parkbridge
Tim Exner,Parkbridge
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Mar 12, 2020 
 
Derek Lincoln (P344) 
Bluestone Research
 

 
 
 
Dear Mr. Lincoln:
 
 
This office has reviewed the above-mentioned report, which has been submitted to this ministry as a
condition of licensing in accordance with Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O. 1990, c 0.18.1 This
review  has  been  carried  out  in  order  to  determine  whether  the  licensed  professional  consultant
archaeologist has met the terms and conditions of their licence, that the licensee assessed the property
and documented archaeological resources using a process that accords with the 2011 Standards and
Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists set by the ministry, and that the archaeological fieldwork and
report recommendations are consistent with the conservation, protection and preservation of the cultural
heritage of Ontario.
 
 
The report documents the mitigation of the study area as depicted in Figure 5 of the above titled report and
recommends the following:
 
 
The Stage 4 archaeological mitigation of P1 (BdHb-6) was conducted from August 8th to September 30th,
2016. The Stage 4 mitigation of development impacts consisted of the excavation of a total of 334 1 by 1
meter  units  were,  resulting  in  the  recovery  and  documentation  of  2,778  artifacts,  including  2,419
fragmentary ceramic sherds, 211 pieces of chipping detritus, 90 decorated ceramic sherds, 31 fragmentary
faunal remains, 5 bifaces, 5 retouched flakes, 4 utilized flakes, 3 ground stone fragments, 3 projectile point
fragments, 3 trade bead fragments, 1 hammer stone, 1 core, 1 scraper, and 1 piece of cut brass. Figures 5-
8 (and Figures 3-6 of the Supplementary Documentation) provide the results of the Stage 4 mitigation. No
subsurface features were observed during Stage 4 mitigation. 
 
The Stage 4 mitigation of development impacts of P1 (BdHb-6) resulted in the complete excavation and
removal of the archaeological site, which no longer exists in the ground and has been fully documented. As
such, in accordance with Section 3.4.2 and Section 3.4.3 of the MTCS’ 2011 Standards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologists (Government of Ontario 2011b), P1 (BdHb-6) no longer retains cultural heritage
value or interest and does not require further archaeological investigation. No further assessment of P1
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(BdHb-6) is recommended. 
 
 
Based on the information contained in the report, the ministry is satisfied that the fieldwork and reporting for
the archaeological  assessment are consistent with the ministry's 2011 Standards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologists and the terms and conditions for archaeological licences. This report has been
entered into the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports. Please note that the ministry makes no
representation or warranty as to the completeness, accuracy or quality of reports in the register.
 
 
Should you require any further information regarding this matter, please feel free to contact me.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Paige Campbell 
Archaeology Review Officer
 
 

 
 
1In no way will the ministry be liable for any harm, damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may result: (a) if the Report(s) or its
recommendations are discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent; or (b) from the issuance of this letter. Further measures
may need to be taken in the event that additional artifacts or archaeological sites are identified or the Report(s) is otherwise found to be inaccurate,
incomplete, misleading or fraudulent.

cc. Archaeology Licensing Officer
Tim Exner,Parkbridge Lifestyle Communities Inc.
Randy Scherzer,Grey County Planning &Development
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Jan 21, 2021 
 
Derek Lincoln (P344) 
Bluestone Research
 

 
 
 
Dear Mr. Lincoln:
 
 
This office has reviewed the above-mentioned report, which has been submitted to this ministry as a
condition of licensing in accordance with Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O. 1990, c 0.18.1 This
review  has  been  carried  out  in  order  to  determine  whether  the  licensed  professional  consultant
archaeologist has met the terms and conditions of their licence, that the licensee assessed the property
and documented archaeological resources using a process that accords with the 2011 Standards and
Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists set by the ministry, and that the archaeological fieldwork and
report recommendations are consistent with the conservation, protection and preservation of the cultural
heritage of Ontario.
 
 
The report documents the assessment/mitigation of the study area as depicted in Figure 5 of the above
titled report and recommends the following:
 
 
The Stage 3 site specific archaeological assessment of P2 (BdHb-7) resulted in the delineation of an
Aboriginal site, which represents a series of shoreline campsites occupied throughout the middle and late 
woodland periods  and contains  a  contact  period  component.  A  total  of  779 artifacts,  including  418
fragmentary  sherds,  164  pieces  of  chipping  detritus,  137  faunal  remains,  32  decorated  sherds,  9
undecorated body sherds, 4 smoking pipe fragments, 3 cores, 3 utilized flakes, a scraper, a shell fragment,
a brass disc, a ground stone adze, a glass trade bead, an iron knife, a ground siltstone knife, and a single
piece of transfer printed ironstone were recovered. Based on the Stage 3 assessment, wherein nineteen
test units yielded 10 or more artifacts, as well as the paucity of these types of sites in the area, P2 (BdHb-7)
fulfills the criteria for a Stage 4 archaeological investigation as per Section 3.4.1 Standard 1a of the MTCS’
2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (Government of Ontario 2011). Thus, P2
(BdHb-7) retains cultural heritage value or interest and a Stage 4 archaeological mitigation of impacts of the
site is recommended. 
 
The southwest portion of the site consists of a ritual dog burial associated with a 17th century Odawa
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occupation. Stage 3 testing of this component consisted of recovering the dog remains from the disturbed
ploughzone for reburial and placing test units around the periphery to determine limits of this component. 
 
The ritual puppy sacrificial burial is recommended for long term protection and avoidance. As per the
wishes of the SON and as agreed upon by the Huron-Wendat, a 20-meter protective buffer to the east 
and west of the dog burial should be established as well as a 10-meter buffer to the north, and 15-meter
buffer to the south. The proponent concurs with the recommended buffer and the Municipality of Grey
County is aware of the land being ultimately designated for long-term protection and avoidance. Stage 4
recommendations must clearly state the long-term protection and avoidance strategies, and explicitly state
the mechanism that will be used to implement and ensure the strategies are adhered to. The area will not
undergo Stage 4 mitigation by excavation. The area will be fenced off during construction and avoidance
monitoring should be conducted during construction, again with explicit recommendations set out in the
Stage 4 mitigation report. The SON, the Huron-Wendat, the Municipality of Grey County, and the proponent
have agreed to these terms. 
 
The protected portion of P2 (BdHb-7) will  be retained by the proponent and will  be mitigated through
avoidance and long-term protection. These recommendations have been agreed upon by Parkbridge, 
First  Nation communities and the Municipality  of  Grey County.  Parkbridge will  retain ownership and
implement long-term protection and avoidance strategies.   
 
On November 22nd, 2019, the protected site area was rezoned by the Municipality of Grey County as Open
Space. A letter of commitment from Parkbridge is included as part of the supplementary documentation.
The Notice of  Passing of  a Zoning By-Law is included in the supplementary documentation.  Explicit
mapping depicting the protected area as a separate zoned Open Space is included in the supplementary
documentation. 
 
The following mechanisms will be employed for the protection of the site during construction activities; 
• the erection of a temporary fence around the area to be avoided; 
• issuing “no go” instructions to all on-site crews; 
• the depiction of the location of the area to be avoided on all contract drawings with explicit instructions or
labeling to avoid the area; 
• the periodic inspection and monitoring of the site area by a licensed archaeologist during and after soil
disturbing activities to verify the effectiveness of the avoidance strategies. 
• if alteration of the archaeological site is observed at any time during construction, the MTCS must be
notified immediately; and 
• after the completion of the soil disturbing activities, a report on the effectiveness of the avoidance strategy
must be generated for the MTCS. 
 
The remainder of the site is recommended for mitigation by excavation. In consultation with the SON, and
in concurrence with the wishes of the Huron-Wendat, based on Stage 3 unit excavation, it was determined
that top soil stripping is not suitable for this site. The large number of cobbles and shale throughout the
entire site area would not allow for clean surfaces to be exposed, with the potential of any subsurface
cultural features being destroyed by debris being dragged through them. As such, the conventional 10
count should not be used to determine site limits. Block excavation should be undertaken throughout the
entire core of the site area as defined by the shale ridges surrounding the deposit. Block excavations
should continue around all diagnostic artifacts and 2 meters beyond any cultural features identified and all
subsoil surfaces should be shined and examined for cultural features. Once fully exposed, cultural features
should be mapped, top plans drawn, and excavated by hand. The SON formulated these Stage 4 strategies
and Bluestone as well as Parkbridge agreed to them. The Huron- Wendat First Nation was provided the
Stage 3 report for review and to provide input regarding Stage 4 strategies and concurred with all of the
above. 
 
The MTCS is asked to review the results presented and to accept this report into the Ontario Public
Register of Archaeological Reports. Additional archaeological assessment is still required and so the 
archaeological site recommended for further archaeological fieldwork remains subject to Section 48(1) of
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the Ontario Heritage Act and may not be altered, or have artifacts removed, except by a person holding 
an archaeological license.
 
 
Based on the information contained in the report, the ministry is satisfied that the fieldwork and reporting for
the archaeological  assessment are consistent with the ministry's 2011 Standards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologists and the terms and conditions for archaeological licences. This report has been
entered into the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports. Please note that the ministry makes no
representation or warranty as to the completeness, accuracy or quality of reports in the register.
 
 
Should you require any further information regarding this matter, please feel free to contact me.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Zeeshan Abedin  
Archaeology Review Officer
 
 

 
 
1In no way will the ministry be liable for any harm, damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may result: (a) if the Report(s) or its
recommendations are discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent; or (b) from the issuance of this letter. Further measures
may need to be taken in the event that additional artifacts or archaeological sites are identified or the Report(s) is otherwise found to be inaccurate,
incomplete, misleading or fraudulent.

cc. Archaeology Licensing Officer
Tim Exner,Parkbridge Lifestyle Communities Inc.
Randy Scherzer,Grey County Planning &Development
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Feb 18, 2021 
 
Derek Lincoln (P344) 
Bluestone Research
 

 
 
 
Dear Mr. Lincoln:
 
 
This office has reviewed the above-mentioned report, which has been submitted to this ministry as a
condition of licensing in accordance with Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O. 1990, c 0.18.1 This
review  has  been  carried  out  in  order  to  determine  whether  the  licensed  professional  consultant
archaeologist has met the terms and conditions of their licence, that the licensee assessed the property
and documented archaeological resources using a process that accords with the 2011 Standards and
Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists set by the ministry, and that the archaeological fieldwork and
report recommendations are consistent with the conservation, protection and preservation of the cultural
heritage of Ontario.
 
 
The report documents the assessment of the study area as depicted in Figure 5 of the above titled report
and recommends the following:
 
 
"The Stage 3 archaeological assessment of P6 (BdHb-8) resulted in the delineation of a pre-contact
Aboriginal site, which represents large campsites occupied in the Late woodland and contact periods. The
assessment resulted in the recovery of  122 artifacts,  including 48 fragmentary sherds,  29 pieces of
chipping detritus, 26 fragmentary faunal remains, 5 decorated rim sherds, 2 shell beads, a glass bead, 2
modified bone fragments, 2 cut nail fragments, 2 retouched flakes, a ground stone fragment, a fragment of
cut  brass,  a  fragment  of  cut  copper,  a  rolled  brass  bracelet,  and  a  biface.  Based  on  the  Stage  3
assessment,  wherein three test  units yielded 10 or more artifacts,  the identification of  a feature,  the
significance of the material as well as the paucity of these types of sites in the area, P6 (BdHb-8) fulfills the
criteria for a Stage 4 archaeological investigation as per Section 3.4.1 Standard 1a of the MTCS' 2011
Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (Government of Ontario 2011). Thus, P6 (BdHb-8)
retains cultural heritage value or interest and a Stage 4 archaeological mitigation of impacts of the site is
recommended.  
 
The entirety of P6 (BdHb-8) will be retained by the proponent and will be mitigated through avoidance and
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long-term protection.  These recommendations  have  been agreed upon by  Parkbridge,  First  Nation
communities and the Municipality of Grey County. Parkbridge will retain ownership and implement long-
term protection and avoidance strategies. 
 
On November 22nd, 2019, the protected site area was rezoned by the Municipality of Grey County as Open
Space. A letter of commitment from Parkbridge is included as part of the supplementary documentation.
The Notice of  Passing of  a Zoning By-Law is included in the supplementary documentation.  Explicit
mapping depicting the protected area as a separate zoned Open Space is included in the supplementary
documentation. 
 
The following mechanisms will be employed for the protection of the site during construction activities;  
- the erection of a temporary fence around the area to be avoided; 
- issuing "no go" instructions to all on-site crews; 
- the depiction of the location of the area to be avoided on all contract drawings with explicit instructions or
labeling to avoid the area; 
- the periodic inspection and monitoring of the site area by a licensed archaeologist during and after soil
disturbing activities to verify the effectiveness of the avoidance strategies. 
- if alteration of the archaeological site is observed at any time during construction, the MTCS must be
notified immediately; and 
- after the completion of the soil disturbing activities, a report on the effectiveness of the avoidance strategy
must be generated for the MTCS. 
 
The MTCS is asked to review the results presented and to accept this report into the Ontario Public
Register of Archaeological Reports."
 
 
Based on the information contained in the report, the ministry is satisfied that the fieldwork and reporting for
the archaeological  assessment are consistent with the ministry's 2011 Standards and Guidelines for
Consultant Archaeologists and the terms and conditions for archaeological licences. This report has been
entered into the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports. Please note that the ministry makes no
representation or warranty as to the completeness, accuracy or quality of reports in the register.
 
 
Should you require any further information regarding this matter, please feel free to contact me.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Zeeshan Abedin  
Archaeology Review Officer
 
 

 
 
1In no way will the ministry be liable for any harm, damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may result: (a) if the Report(s) or its
recommendations are discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent; or (b) from the issuance of this letter. Further measures
may need to be taken in the event that additional artifacts or archaeological sites are identified or the Report(s) is otherwise found to be inaccurate,
incomplete, misleading or fraudulent.

cc. Archaeology Licensing Officer
Tim Exner,Parkbridge Lifestyle Communities Inc.
Randy Scherzer,Grey County Planning &Development
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