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Executive Summary  
 

In April of 2019 Ground Truth Archaeology Limited conducted a Stage 3 archaeological 

assessment of an early nineteenth century artifact scatter at 1041 County Road 7 in Prince 

Edward County. The property upon which the site is located is slated for development as a 

residential subdivision.  

 

The assessment consisted of the excavation of 20 1m² units on a ten metre grid. An additional 8 

units (40% of the grid units) were excavated in areas of interest, for a total of 28 units.  

The Stage 3 archaeological assessment of BaGg-31 delineated the limits of an early nineteenth 

century domestic site likely a log cabin. The Stage 3 also led to the recovery of four sherds of 

grit tempered precontact pottery within the limits of the historic component indicating a small 

occupation from the Woodland period as well.   

 

The historic artifact assemblage from the Stage 3 assessment place the occupation of BaGg-31in 

the first decades of the 1800s but not past 1830 and thus the site is automatically regarded as 

having cultural heritage value or interest (S&G 2.2 S1c).  

 

The site lies on Lot 65, Concession Bayside in the Township of North Marysburgh, Municipality 

of the County of Prince Edward, Ontario which was patented to Willett Casey in 1804 and then 

sold to B. P. Wagner in 1809. Casey was an early settler in the region, from Rhode Island and 

was established in Adolphustown by 1785. Casey became prominent in local life and was elected 

to the provincial legislature in 1811. However, it is unlikely that Casey ever lived on the property 

as his life was lived in Adolphustown where his farm and businesses were. More likely the site is 

the result of the occupation of B. P. Wagner from c. 1809 - 1827. It is possible Wagner was on 

the property earlier, leasing it from Casey while acquiring the capital needed to purchase the 

property. 

 

As a result of the Stage 3 archaeological assessment and in concordance with the 2011 Standards 

and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists, Ground Truth Archaeology Limited makes the 

following recommendations in regards to BaGg-31: 

 

¶ The archaeological deposits at BaGg-31 have cultural heritage value or interest and 

require Stage 4 mitigation (S&G 3.4 S1e). 

 

¶ After careful consideration the proponent determined that avoidance and protection of the 

BaGg-31 site was not viable and therefore it must be mitigated through excavation.   

 

¶ The Stage 4 archaeological excavation must adhere to the requirements of the 2011 

Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (MTC 2011), specifically S&G 

4.2.1 (General requirements for the excavation of archaeological sites). Mechanical 

topsoil removal is not to be used on historic domestic sites predating 1830. Likewise as 

the extent of the Woodland component is not large mechanical topsoil removal is not 

permitted there either (4.2.3 Standard 1c, Table 4.1)  
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¶ The Stage 4 excavation of the historic component of BaGg-31 site should also follow the 

standards set out in 4.2.7 Site specific requirements: 19
th
 century domestic archaeological 

sites. Specifically as the site predates 1830 it should be hand excavated with 1m x 1m 

units until artifact counts <10/unit are encountered around the edge of the block 

excavation (S&G Table 4.1). Also hand excavation must extend 2 m beyond any 

uncovered cultural features. Outside of the initial limits of the block excavation testing at 

5 m intervals in a 5 m buffer zone should be undertaken to identify any further high 

yielding units 

 

¶ The Stage 4 of the precontact component of BaGg-31 site should also follow the 

standards set out in 4.2.4 Site specific requirements: Woodland archaeological sites. 

Although the standard for determining the limit of excavation for small precontact sites is 

considered to be <10 artifacts/unit (S&G Table 4.1) the low precontact artifact yields 

encountered at BaGg-31, which are typical for the region warrant a refinement of this 

standard in this case to <5 artifacts/unit. Also hand excavation must extend 2 m beyond 

any uncovered cultural features. Outside of the initial limits of the block excavation 

testing at 5 m intervals in a 5 m buffer zone should be undertaken to identify any further 

high yielding units 
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Project Context 
 

Development Context  

 

In April  of 2019 Ground Truth Archaeology Limited was contracted by Peter Morkis of Cressy 

Bayside Estates Inc. to conduct a Stage 3 archaeological assessment of an archaeological site 

located on County Road 7 in Prince Edward County. The site is located on the east half of Lot 

65, Concession Bayside, Township of North Marysburgh in the Municipality of the County of 

Prince Edward, Ontario.  

 

The current archaeological assessment was conducted as part of the preparation for an 

application for subdivision. The legislation triggering the assessment is the Planning Act. The 

Municipality of the County of Prince Edward is the approval authority for this application.  

 

Permission to access the property and conduct archaeological fieldwork was given by Peter 

Morkis prior to the start of archaeological fieldwork.  

 

Historical Context  

 

Marysburgh Township originally encompassed the entire southern third of Prince Edward 

County and was the first township on the Prince Edward peninsula to be surveyed and settled. 

Originally known as ñFifth Townò, Marysburgh was surveyed from 1784 through 1786, with the 

first United Empire Loyalist settlers arriving in 1784. The large size of the township soon proved 

impractical and in 1797 part of Marysburgh was severed to form the new township of Hallowell, 

followed by Athol in 1848 and finally the splitting of Marysburgh into north and south in 1871 

(Cruickshank and Stokes 1984). Marysburgh was named after Mary, the eleventh child of King 

George III and Queen Charlotte. 

 

Lot 65 of the Bayside Concession in North Marysburgh was patented on February 27, 1804 to 

Willett Casey (OLR). Willett Casey was a Quaker, born in Rhode Island in 1762 (OL3). Casey 

and his American wife Jane Niles immigrated to Adolphustown Township around 1785. Willet 

Casey was a significant figure in the development of Adolphustown, establishing the first 

foundry in the area, serving as a local official and running a successful farm (Lamont 1984). The 

1800 census of Adolphustown lists him as head of an eleven person household (OL3). In 1811 he 

was elected to the provincial legislature where he served till 1820 (OL1). Two of his sons were 

Colonel Samuel Casey, who was also elected to parliament and Thomas Casey (OL2) both of 

whom appear in land registry transaction records for the study area. There is no indication that 

Willet Casey every lived on Lot 65 as he is consistently associated with Adolphustown 

Township where his farm was located. More likely he rented his land to a tenant probably shortly 

after he acquired the land in 1804. 

 

Willett Casey sold Lot 65 to B.P. Wagner in 1809 and then bought it back again in 1827 (OLR).  

It is Wagnerôs occupation that is most likely represented by the BaGg-31 site. Wagner may have 

leased the land from Casey as early as 1804. There are no transactions related to Lot 65 until 

1849. Willet Casey died in 1848 and is buried in Adolphustown with his wife who died in 1856. 

The east half of Lot 65, was willed by Willet Casey to Elizabeth Weeks in 1847 along with the 
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west half of Lot 64 that had previously been sold to Hiram Weeks in 1834 (OLR). Dr. Hiram 

Weeks was a fellow Quaker married to Elizabeth Casey, Willetôs daughter born in 1792. They 

also lived in Adolphustown (OL1). However, Elizabeth Weeks (Casey) died in 1847 (OL2). The 

1849 transaction appears to be meant legitimize the ownership of the east half of Lot 65 by 

Elizabeth Weeksô estate. 

 

In 1852 William Sweetman and his wife Martha Jane (Weeks) took out a mortgage of £150 on 

the east half of Lot 65. Martha Jane was the daughter of Hiram and Elizabeth Weeks and 

therefore the grand-daughter of Willet Casey. In 1853 the Sweetmanôs ownership of Lot 65 is 

further legitimized with the sale of the west half by Thomas Casey et al (the executors of Willet 

Caseyôs estate) to Martha Jane Weeks. The Sweetmans would sell a portion of the west half six 

days later to Henry Grooms. In 1855 William and Martha Jane Sweetman sold the 100 acres of 

the centre of Lot 65 to Patrick McAulay and took back the mortgage the same day for £175. In 

1857 the Sweetmans are listed as selling 100 acres of the east half of Lot 65 to John Sheady 

along with the west half of Lot 64.  

 

It is however, Patrick McAulay who is shown as occupying the east half of Lot 65 on both the 

1863 Tremaine (Figure 5) and 1878 Belden (Figure 6) maps and John Sheady is shown on the 

west half of Lot 64. On the Tremaine map the house associated with the land is located on the 

south side of County Road 7 and not within the study area. One building, that appears to be 

fenced, is shown on the eastern lot line below the escarpment. On the Belden the McAulay house 

is still on the south side of County Road 7 and the building with the fence is not shown.  

 

In the 1861 census Patrick McAulay is listed as a 34 year old Irish catholic farmer, living alone 

in a new one and a half story frame house. The agricultural census of 1861 lists Patrick McAulay 

as farming 100 acres of Lot 65 with 50 acres cultivated (40 in crops and 10 in pasture) and 50 

acres wood or wild. In the 1871 census Patrick McAulay (45) now had a wife Susan (27) of 

German origin with children Phebe (6), Isabelle (4) and David (1). Stephen McKinney (10) was 

also living in the house. A John Sheady is not enumerated in 1861 in Prince Edward County but 

does appear in 1871 in the location of Lot 64. 

 

Transaction Inst. Date Grantor Grantee Notes 
Patent Feb. 27, 1804 Crown Willett Casey 212 acres 

B&S June 21, 1809 Willett Casey B.P. Wagner 212 

B&S Oct. 18, 1827 B.P. Wagner Willett Casey 212 

Will  Feb. 25, 1849 Willett Casey Elizabeth Weeks E ½  

Mortgage Jan 29, 1853 William Sweetman & wife Trust and Loan 100 E ½, £150 
B&S Feb. 19, 1853 Thomas Casey et al.  Martha Jane Weeks W ½ 

B&S Feb. 25, 1853 Martha J. Sweetman & 

husband 

Henry Grooms part W ½ 

B&S March 7, 1855 Wm L. Sweetman & wife Patrick McAulay 100 centre part 

Mortgage March 7, 1855 Patrick McAulay Wm L. Sweetman & wife 100 centre part 

B&S March 16, 1857 Wm. Sweetman & wife John Sheady 100 E ½ 

B&S Nov. 18, 1871 John Sheady & wife John Sheady Jr. part E ½ for life 

Table 1: Summary of land transactions for Lot 65, Bayside (Ontario Land Registry) 

 

It should be noted that the occupation of BaGg-31 completely predates the census records. 
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Archaeological Context 

 
The Stage 3 site area consists of a combination of active agricultural field and an unploughed 

strip of land between the field and the waters of Aldophus Reach. The beach at the site location 

is composed of small cobbles with a slight slope from the land to the south, and is easily 

accessible from the landward side. 

 

Consultation with the Ministry of Cultureôs Archaeological Sites Database found that there is 

one site located within the subject property and no other registered sites within one kilometre of 

the property (MTCS 2019). The site within the property is BaGg-9, known as Sand Pits, 

registered by Ken Swayze in 1976. The site was a burial of undiagnosed cultural affiliation 

reported to the Ministry but not visited by Ministry staff and is presumed to be disturbed or 

destroyed by sand and gravel extraction (MTCS 2019; Swayze 1976). As far as can be 

determined by MTCS the site probably lay near the shore within the 79 to 85 metre contours in 

the area of gravel extraction located east of BaGg-31 (Rob von Bitter, personal communication 

2019). 

 

It should be noted that a local resident indicated that c.1973, a human burial was exposed during 

sand extraction in the northeast corner of the property where the Tuner-Hill Cemetery is located. 

Wannamakerôs summary of the Turner-Hill cemetery also indicates that burials were exposed 

during sand extraction in the 1950s and 60s. Quite likely BaGg-9 was one of these finds of 

human remains, most likely the most recent and therefore a historic burial. 

 

Borden 

Number 

Site Name Time Period Affinity  Site Type 

BaGg-9 Sand Pits Unknown Unknown burial 

Table 2: Sites within 1 km of study area (from MTCS archaeological sites database) 

 

A Stage 1-2 archaeological assessment was conducted of the property in 2018 under PIF P191-

0160-2018 by Ground Truth Archaeology Limited that resulted in the discovery of BaGg-31, an 

early 19
th
 century domestic site which appears to have been abandoned prior to 1830 (Sheldon 

2019). Due to the early nineteenth century date of the artifacts discovered during the Stage 2 

assessment, a Stage 3 assessment was recommended. As far as can be determined no other 

archaeological work has taken place within 50 metres of the study area and no historical plaques 

or monuments are associated with the property. 

 

The soil of the site area consists of Ameliasburgh loam (Al), a stony alkaline soil with good 

natural drainage (Figure 7). The topography is slightly sloping to the north and the shores of 

Aldolphus Reach. Currently the site area consists partially of active agricultural field and on its 

northern edge a forested strip of land along the shore of Adolphus Reach. 

 

The Stage 3 assessment was conducted on April 8, 10, 11, 16 and 17, 2019.  
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Maps 
 

 
Figure 1: Study area shown on the NTS 1:50,000 map (31C/3) 
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Figure 2: Aerial view of BaGg-31 site location (base plan Google Earth) 
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Figure 3: 1041 County Road 7 development plan (RFA Planning Consultants 2020) 
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Figure 4: Survey plan with BaGg-31 (base map provided by Peter Morkis)
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Figure 5: Approximate location of BaGg-31 on the 1863 Tremaine map 
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Figure 6: Approximate area of BaGg-31 on the 1878 Belden map 
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Figure 7: BaGg-31 shown on the soil map (Dominion Department of Agriculture 1947) 
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Figure 8: BaGg-31 Stage 3 site map 
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Figure 9: Stage 3 CSP findspots 
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Figure 10: Stage 2 finds in relation to Stage 3 excavations 
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Figure 11: BaGg-31 Total artifact count 
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Figure 12: BaGg-31 Historic artifact counts 
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Figure 13: BaGg-31 Stage 3 architectural artifact count 
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Figure 14: BaGg-31 Precontact artifact count 
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Figure 15: BaGg-31 Site limits and buffer zone 
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Figure 16: BaGg-31 Site limits and buffer zone aerial view (base image Google Earth)



 

 22 

 

 
Figure 17: Photograph directions (by photograph catalogue number) 
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Field Methods 
 

As the Stage 2 artifact evidence for BaGg-31 indicated that the site dates before 1830, the site is 

deemed to have cultural heritage value or interest (CHVI) and thus will require Stage 4 

excavation or avoidance mitigation. Because of this the Stage 3 assessment was done on a 10 

metre grid. At the beginning of the Stage 3 assessment, the 10 metre grid was established with a 

total station with a baseline running north-south through the approximate centre of the site. A 

permanent datum was established at the north edge of the site, at coordinates N60E60. The 

datum was marked with a metal spike and a wooden stake both marked with the coordinates and 

is in an area that should survive future ploughing and other activities. Units were laid out at 10m 

intervals and the locations of the baseline, datum and units were plotted onto a site map.  

 

The units were referred to by the coordinates of the northwest corner relative to the datum, for 

example unit N40E50 was located 20m south and 10 metres west of the datum. The artifacts 

recovered during the Stage 3 assessment are listed in the artifact catalogue at the end of this 

report.  

 

Prior to the start of unit excavation a CSP was carried out over the site area. The field had been 

ploughed in the fall and the CSP was conducted before spring growth had reduced visibility to 

less than 80%. Each CSP findspot was labelled with the initial X and a sequential number, 

beginning at X31 as the Stage 2 artifact locations were labelled X1 to X30. The CSP artifact 

locations were shot in with a total station. The Stage 3 unit excavations then were coordinated to 

cover the area of the CSP. 

 

The Stage 3 archaeological assessment of BaGg-31 consisted of the excavation of 20 1m² units 

on a ten metre grid. An additional 8 units (40% of the grid units) were excavated in areas of 

interest, for a total of 28 units. Excavation began near the core of the site as determined by the 

Stage 3 CSP finds and continued outward until a field count of fewer than 10 historic or zero 

precontact artifacts per unit was obtained.  

 

In each excavation unit the deposits were removed by hand using shovel and trowel. The units 

were examined for evidence of fill, stratigraphy and cultural features. The exposed surface of the 

subsoil was examined for the presence of feature and then further excavated at least 5 cm into 

sterile subsoil. Soil profiles were photographed and drawn to scale for each unit. All soils from 

the Stage 3 excavation units were screened through 6mm steel mesh screens.  

 

All artifacts and associated documentation arising from the Stage 3 fieldwork will be held by 

Ground Truth Archaeology Limited in Quinte West, Ontario until a suitable repository is 

established. During the Stage 3 assessment the weather was suitable for the recovery and 

recording of archaeological materials with no precipitation and high temperatures ranging 

between 7 and 15°C. 
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Record of Finds 
 

Inventory of field notes: Author/recorder: Helen Sheldon 

    Field notes:   1910171NB1-2 

    Field drawings:  1910171FD1 

    Field recording forms: 1910171FRF01-28 

    Photographs:   1910171D01-73 

 

Packed artifact collection: one bankerôs box labelled GTAB 083. 

 

The soil on the site consisted of a relatively stone free and well drained dark brown silty clay 

topsoil over a mixed subsoil that varied from orange sand to grey clay with no obvious pattern. 

The topsoil/plough zone ranged in thickness from 17 to 45 cm, averaging around 25 cm. The 

terrain was slightly sloped down to the north and the shore. A flat area within the site suitable for 

a cabin was not discernable. The site was located on the northern edge of an active agricultural 

field. A band of sumacs that had lined the northern edge of the field along the waters of 

Aldophus Reach during the Stage 2 assessment had been removed during the winter of 2018-

2019 without any ground disturbance. Vegetation lining the shoreline during the Stage 3 

assessment consisted of an assortment of mature hardwoods. 

 

The highest artifact counts were encountered in a cluster of three units N40 E50 (n=53), N40 

E55 (n=95) and N35 E50 (n=63). Unit N50 E60 also contained a relatively high artifact count 

(n=42). No features were identified during the Stage 3 assessment of BaGg-31.  

 

Four sherds of Woodland period pottery were found on the west side of the cabin site and likely 

represent a camp spot. Two sherds were found in N31 E40 and another in the adjacent unit N30 

E40. Another sherd possibly from a different vessel was found 10 m to the northeast at N40 E50. 

 

The limits of the historic site were deemed to be the where artifact counts of less than 10 artifacts 

per unit were encountered. For the precontact component its limits were considered to be when 

units containing zero precontact artifacts were observed on the periphery of the units containing 

precontact artifacts.  
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Images 
 

Field Images 

 

 
Plate 1: Excavating in north end of site (1910171D02) 

 

 
Plate 2: View over north end of site (1910171D03) 
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Plate 3: View over north end of site (1910171D10) 

 

 
Plate 4: Unit N40E50 at close of excavation (1910171D12) 
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Plate 5: Unit N30E60 at close of excavation (1910171D14) 

 

 
Plate 6: Unit N30E70 at close of excavation (1910171D18) 
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Plate 7: Beach at north end of site (1910171D20) 

 

 
Plate 8: Beach at site showing shallow slope to land (1910171D21) 
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Plate 9: View towards site from beach (1910171D22) 

 

 
Plate 10: Unit N20E70 at close of excavation (1910171D31) 
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Plate 11: Excavating on northwest side of site (1910171D34) 

 

 
Plate 12: Unit N35E60 at close of excavation (1910171D44) 
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Plate 13: Unit N30E40 at close of excavation (1910171D49) 

 

 
Plate 14: View over north side of site (1910171D59) 

 










































































