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1.0 Introduction
At the request of client 773804 Ontario Inc., a Stage I and II archaeological assessment of the Jock River
Phase II development lands project south of Richmond, City of Ottawa was undertaken by Intermesh
Enterprises (Figure 1). Because the proposed land development area falls under the Archaeology
Master Plan map area developed by the City of Ottawa (Figure 3), as well as contains undisturbed
forested land within 300 metres of a river, the need for a Stage II assessment was a foregone conclusion.
The Stage I and II investigations are, therefore, combined in this report. 1
The Stage I investigations were carried out in May 2009 by consulting historical texts on the Goulbourn
Township area, as well as working with the Goulbourn Historical Museum2 (located on Huntley Road in
Stittsville) staff and local historians to develop an understanding of the nature of the area south of
Richmond and determine potential historical landmarks and uses for the property.
Stage II Field work was carried out in May and June 2009. For this stage test pitting was carried out
throughout the property, except in regions that were inaccessible due to flooding (some swampy areas),
tree deadfall areas (from the ice storm) and the large pile of earth and tree shredding debris left on the
access road at the entrance to the Phase II area) (Figure 3). Some areas of historic potential were
uncovered through these investigations, and there is a recommendation for a Stage III investigation of
one of these areas.
Dates of Fieldwork: May 11, 2009 to June 19, 2009
Project Archaeologist/Field Director/Report Author: Paul Thibaudeau
Project Personnel: Ramsay Macfie, Jonathan Monette, Melanie Nicholson

1

Further details of the eMap provided by the City of Ottawa can be found at http://apps104.ottawa.ca/emap/

2

Further details on the museum are available at http://www.goulbournmuseum.ca/museum/. The museum was
also able to provide reference collections to consult as well as maps and information about the area under study.
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2.0 History of Area and Archaeological Potential
The first step in determining the archaeological potential of the site was to review historical
materials and consult with members of the local community to gain a better understanding of
the history and geography of the Richmond area and the Jock River Estates area in particular.
The settlement of Goulbourn was initiated when the British Government purchased land from
the Chippewa and Mississauga Indians in 1815 to provide settlement lands for soldiers and
enhance the protection of Upper Canada from feared American incursions; the land was named
after Sir Henry Goulbourn, the Secretary for the Colonies (Riedel, 1990: 2). The area had served
as a stopping over point for British troops marching from Bytown (Ottawa) down to Kingston,
where a line of rifle abutments were placed just south of the community to allow for rifle
practice by the soldiers (Cook, Personal Communication).3
The settlement of Richmond began in 1818 and the British Government offered the 99th and
100th regiments generous land and tool allotments to allow them to set up farms and homes in
the area.i Named for the Duke of Richmond, the community was bisected by the Richmond
road that served as a major route to Goulbourn from Bytown (Ottawa). The land around
Richmond proved to be poor for timber but fairly good for pasturage and farming, with swampy
areas that required filling in for use (Cook, Personal Communication). The village of Richmond
was laid out in a grid on the north bank of the Jock river, and was steadily settled by Irish
soldiers and civilians throughout the 19th century. Most lumber for the community was
brought down the Jock River from Bytown, and early 19th century homes were constructed of
this lumber, with local stone for foundations. Later 19th century homes were built of red brick.
The Jock river would serve as a major transportation corridor from the early 19th century until
the Central Canada Railway (later the Canadian Pacific Railway) put tracks through in
September 1870 with a stop in Stittsville (Riedel 1990: 2-3). The town of Richmond remained
an autonomous municipality from 1850 to 1974, when Stittsville, rural Goulbourn and
Richmond were amalgamated to form Goulbourn Township; in 2001 the township was
amalgamated into the City of Ottawa.
The Jock River Phase II land area is located at the end of Sangeet Place, which intersects with
Ottawa Street approximately three kilometers southeast of the town of Richmond (now part of
the City of Ottawa), and has the legal title of Lot 21, Concession 2 (see Figure 1 below). It is
bordered by the Jock River to the east, the Richmond Golf Course to the south, and the Phase I
development of luxury homes to the west.

3

Phone interview with long-time Richmond resident and community historian Mr. Bill Cook on May 12, 2009.
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Historically the property was listed as being transferred from Andrew Joynt to John Lewis
Lewi on
April 2, 1828, as the southern portion of Concession 2, Lot 25, which roughly corresponds to the
area occupied by the Jock River Phase II property (see Figure 2 below).4

Figure 1 – Jock River Phase II Concept Plan with Area for Stage I and II as
assessment

Figure 2 – Jock River Area superimposed on historic map
4

Historic Map from Map Files maintained by the Goulbourn Museum – copy used by permission of curator.
curato Land
transaction data from “Early Goulbourn Land Transactions” Mains and Moore 2001 (Goulbourn Museum File)
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Figure 2 - Archaeology Potential Master Plan, City of Ottawa
Ottawahttp://www.ottawa.ca/residents/emaps/index_en.html
http://www.ottawa.ca/residents/emaps/index_en.html
According to the Draft Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (Ministry of Culture June
2009) there are several features contained by the Jock River Phase II property that indicate the potential
for archaeological resources and require a St
Stage II analysis, including:
•
•
•
•

Location within 300 m of a primary water source (the Jock River) and the presence of secondary
water sources (some permanently wet swampland on the property)
Virtually all of the property is undisturbed forest or small pas
pasture/grassland
ture/grassland area
Property falls within the Archaeology Potential Master Plan established by the City of Ottawa
(see Figure 2 above)
The property is to be used for housing development and is therefore not protected land or
established for forestry manage
management

With the exception of some areas that were not accessible ffor test-pitting
pitting (see Section 3.1)
3.1 all of the
property was considered to have moderate tto
o high archaeological potential and was subjected to
examination by test-pitting. Full permission to ac
access
cess the land was given by the land owner and the
property manager, with a full seven weeks granted for the completion of the test
test-pitting,
pitting, due to the
high volume of pits that would have to be dug.
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3.0 Methodology
I visited the property on May 5, 2009 and the confirmation of the extent of the woodland and open
pasture areas was confirmed by GPS co-ordinates and photographs. Because the property was largely
undisturbed woodland within 300 m of a river it was clear that a Stage II assessment would be
necessary. Because the property was largely wooded and/or swampland, with only small pasture areas
present, the use of pedestrian survey with plowing was not possible, and the survey team had to use
systematic test pit survey exclusively. We begin our review of the property by discussing the areas that
were not assessed by test pitting because of prior damage due to environment and/or construction
damage.

3.1 Disturbed Areas on the Property
There were several areas on the property where the archaeological potential was either inaccessible or
had been destroyed because of human intervention. The following map (Figure 3) outlines the key areas
affected, with a total surface area of approximately 0.475 hectares removed from the survey, or about
4.7% of the 10.2 hectare area.

Figure 3 – Disturbed Areas that were not tested
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3. 1.1 Access Road (Right of Way)
The property is bisected by an access road (labeled R.O.W. or right of way) that was cut through it in
2008 by Thomas Cavanaugh Construction Limited, as indicated on the Jock River Phase II concept plan
(see Figure 1 above). This road covers approximately 0.73 hectares of land area and was created by the
use of large wood grinding machines that deposited wood pulp on the surface of the roadway but did
not, according to the construction company, damage the ground underneath.

Water areas, with exposed
bedrock

Graded with gravel

Image 3a – View of Access Road, standing at entrance to property and facing back of property

Image 3b View of
“chipping hill”

8

