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Executive Summary  
 

In June of 2019 Ground Truth Archaeology Limited conducted a Stage 2 archaeological 

assessment of a property located on the north side of the village of Wellington in Prince Edward 

County. Specifically, the study area encompasses part of Lots 2 and 3, Concession 1 Lakeside, 

Township of Hillier, in the Municipality of the County of Prince Edward, Ontario.  

 

The study area has early patent dates of 1799 for Lot 3 to Peter Vanalstine and 1803 for Lot 2 to 

Daniel Reynolds with settlement probably occurring in the first decade of the nineteenth century.  

 

Archaeological potential is considered to be moderate to high for the property as it lies within 

300 metres of a body of water (two creeks) and is in an area of early European settlement.  

 

The property consisted of a combination of active agricultural fields and wooded areas. The 

active agricultural fields, which comprised approximately 95% of the study area, were assessed 

for the presence of archaeological resources through a pedestrian survey conducted at 5 metre 

intervals.  

 

The wooded areas, which comprised about 5% of the study area, were assessed for 

archaeological resources through a test pit survey conducted at 5m intervals (Figure 8).  

 

Despite the archaeological potential for the property, no archaeological resources were 

discovered during the Stage 2 assessment. 

 

As a result of the Stage 2 archaeological assessment and in concordance with the 2011 Standards 

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

following recommendations for the Fields of Wellington subdivision: 

 

 The property (as depicted in Figures 2 and 3) was found to have no archaeological 

resources and is considered to have been cleared of all archaeological concerns. No 

further archaeology is required except for a Stage 3 assessment around the cemetery. 

 

 That part of the property bordering on the Wellington cemetery (as illustrated in Figure 9) 

requires a Stage 3 archaeological assessment in order to determine that the cemetery 

boundary is accurate. 

 

 The Stage 3 cemetery boundary assessment may take the form of a combination of 

mechanical topsoil stripping for a distance of 10 metres beyond the known limit of the 

cemetery and detailed archival and background research (Sarah Roe, MTCS, personal 

communication 2019). 
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Project Context 
 

Development Context  

 

In June of 2019 Ground Truth Archaeology Limited was contracted by UD&D Inc. to conduct a 

Stage 2 archaeological assessment of a parcel of land located on the north side of the village of 

Wellington in Prince Edward County. The property is located on part of Lots 2 and 3, 

Concession 1 Lakeside, in the Township of Hillier 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 Alan 

Hirschfield of UD&D Inc. prior to the start of the project.  

 

Historical Context  

Hillier Township originally was part of Ameliasburg, one of the ten numbered townships of 

Upper Canada, (Ameliasburg being seventh town and named after the seventh daughter of the 

King) and one of the three original townships of Prince Edward County. Ameliasburg, and by 

extension, Hillier, was first surveyed by Louis Kotte beginning in 1785. Hillier was severed from 

Ameliasburg in 1824 following a successful petition to Parliament by the residents and was 

named after Major Hillier who was at that time secretary to the Governor of the province (Mika 

1972).  

The study area consists of parts of Lots 2 and 3 of Concession 1 in Hillier, Prince Edward 

County. The Crown patent for Lot 2 was granted to Daniel Reynolds in 1803 and consisted of 

254 acres fronting onto Lake Ontario (OLR). Daniel Reynolds was a successful trapper and fur 

trader originally from Albany, New York, who settled in Wellington at the end of the eighteenth 

century. He and his wife Nancy Wait, also of New York, raised eight children in Wellington. 

Upon Daniel’s death in 1826 his property passed to his son Ebenezer. The stone house built by 

the Reynolds family (either by Daniel or by Ebenezer at either the end of the 18
th

 or beginning of 

the 19
th

 century) still stands on the Main Street of Wellington immediately east of the United 

Church and across from the school (Cruickshank and Stokes 1984). It is located on the south, or 

lake, side of the road and is not within the study area. 

 

In the 1851 census Ebenezer Reynolds is listed as being 55 years old, married to Hannah 

(originally from New York) with four children living at home. The oldest child was Daniel, age 

23, who by the time of the publication of the Tremaine map in 1863 (Figure 5) had become the 

owner of the majority of the original land grant. The land stayed in the Reynolds family with the 

exception of small lots sold off along the Main Street of Wellington until 1865 when Daniel sold 

it to Donald Campbell (OLR). Campbell still owned the land in 1878 when the Belden map was 

compiled (Figure 6). 

 

The Crown patent for Lot 3, west of Lot 2, was granted to Major Peter Vanalstine in 1799 

(OLR). Vanalstine was a former Captain in a Loyalist regiment who owned several properties in 
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the County including a mill at Glenora (Cruickshank and Stokes 1984). He sold the property 

after a few years to Joseph Jincks, whose heirs sold it in 1822 to Robert McCartney. In 1830 

McCartney sold the north portion of the lot to David McDonald and in 1831 the south portion to 

James T. Lane (OLR), the owners who are listed on the 1863 Tremaine map (Figure 5). As was 

the case for Lot 2, numerous small lots along the Main Street of Wellington had been sold off by 

1863.  

 

David McDonald is listed in the 1851 census as a 66 year old farmer, born in New Brunswick, 

living in Wellington with his 64 year old wife Sarah and three grown children still living at 

home. In 1851 James Lane Esquire was a 56 year old gentleman, born in New Hampshire and of 

the Presbyterian faith. His household included a 12 year old son, also named James Lane. 

 

By 1863 the lands of David McDonald had passed to the wife of his brother, a Mrs. Margaret 

McDonald (OLR), originally of Ireland who had come to Wellington with Joseph McDonald. 

Joseph is presumed to be the brother, or at least a near relative of David, as he was also born in 

New Brunswick and inherited the land upon David’s death. The southern 2/3 of the lot was held 

by the estate of the late James T. Lane. By 1878 the Lane estate had been somewhat settled as 

the southern 50 acres now belonged to John Lane (Figure 6), but with the neighbouring 40 acres 

to the north still under the estate of James T. Lane. 

 

Currently the property consists primarily of agricultural lands with a small strip of woodland 

located centrally. 
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Archaeological Context 

 
The study area consists of several active agricultural fields and a small amount of woodland 

located on the north side of the village of Wellington. The property is bounded by agricultural 

fields on the north and east, by Concession Street on the west and by the Millennium Trail and 

residential properties on the south. 

 

Consultation with the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport’s Archaeological Sites Database 

found that six registered sites exist within one kilometre of the property (MTCS 2019).  Four of 

the sites are precontact and two are post-contact.  The three precontact findspots (AlGh-77, 

AlGh-78 and AlGi-214) all were found by Ground Truth Archaeology Limited during a Stage 2 

assessment of a proposed subdivision on the east side of Wellington in 2017 (Sheldon 2017). The 

other precontact site (AlGi-6) was researched by Ken Swayze and consists of an Archaic 

occupation located within the town of Wellington (Swayze 1973). The post contact sites AlGi-10 

and AlGi-11 were discovered during a Stage 2 assessment of a property located to the east of the 

study area; AlGi-10 was determined to have no further cultural heritage value or interest due to 

its relatively late date of occupation (Archeoworks Inc. 2015). AlGi-11, the Lane Creek Cabin 

was further assessed through a Stage 3 archaeological assessment in 2018 by Ground Truth 

Archaeology Limited (Sheldon n.d.) and has further CHVI. 

 

Borden 

Number 
Site Name Time Period Affinity Site Type 

Current 

Development 

Review Status 

AlGh-77 

 

Woodland, Late Aboriginal findspot No Further CHVI 

AlGh-78 

 

Pre-Contact Aboriginal findspot No Further CHVI 

AlGi-6 Wellington Archaic Aboriginal 

  
AlGi-10 H1 Post-Contact Euro-Canadian homestead 

 

AlGi-11 

Lane Creek 

Cabin Post-Contact Euro-Canadian homestead Further CHVI 

AlGi-214 

 

Archaic, Late Aboriginal findspot No Further CHVI 

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

 

A Stage 1 archaeological assessment was conducted of the property located immediately to the 

east by Archeoworks Inc. in 2009 under PIF P029-596-2009 which concluded that a Stage 2 

archaeological assessment was necessary (Archeoworks Inc. 2009). The Stage 2 assessment was 

also conducted by Archeoworks Inc. under PIF P334-034-2011 in 2011 and resulted in the 

discovery of the AlGi-10 and AlGi-11 sites (Archeoworks Inc. 2015). 

 

A Stage 1 archaeological assessment of the current study area was conducted by Ground Truth 

Archaeology in 2010 under PIF P191-055-2010 which found that the study area had 

archaeological potential and required a Stage 2 archaeological assessment (Sheldon 2010). 

 

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. 

 



 5 

The northern portion of the property is covered with a poorly drained Gerow clay loam (Gc), 

characterized by a stony surface with one to three feet of clay over bedrock (Dominion Dept. of 

Agriculture 1947).  The majority of the southern portion of the property consists of Hillier clay 

loam (Hc) with a band of Brighton sandy loam (Bg) running through it (Figure 7). Hillier clay 

loam is a moderately shallow soil with good surface drainage and an abundance of angular 

limestone fragments in the surface soils. The Brighton sandy loam has good drainage but low 

fertility and is susceptible to erosion. 

 

Several indicators of archaeological potential are relevant for the property, one of which is 

distance to water. A property that is located within 300m of a water source should be considered 

to have archaeological potential and require a Stage 2 archaeological assessment prior to 

development or subdivision (MTC 2011). The subject property is located more than 300m from 

the shores of Lake Ontario but there are two streams within 300 m of the property. The first runs 

south of the study area through Lot 2 (Lane Creek) and is evident on related mapping. The 

second does not appear on modern mapping but is clearly shown on the Tremaine map (Figure 5) 

flowing into Lake Ontario on Lot 4, with a tributary extending eastward into Lot 3. Additionally, 

the study area consists of elevated well drained and arable soils, with several registered 

precontact archaeological sites located within 1 km. Together, these factors indicate that the 

study area has moderate to high potential for the presence of precontact archaeological resources.  

 

One major factor that indicates historic archaeological potential for a property is evidence of pre-

1830 settlement. Wellington was settled in the late 18
th

/early 19
th

 century with the land grants 

dating to that time, including the two lots that comprise the study area which were granted in 

1799 and 1803. The stone Reynolds house on Main Street would not have been the initial 

residence of Daniel Reynolds, which would most likely have been a small log cabin. Similarly, 

although Peter Vanalstine appears to have sold his property without settling on it, being occupied 

with business affairs scattered throughout the County, the subsequent owner was in possession 

before 1830. Since we do not know where the original dwellings and associated outbuildings 

were on the properties the study area must be considered to have moderate to high archaeological 

potential for historic archaeological resources.  

 

The Stage 2 archaeological assessment was conducted on June 3 and 6, 2019.  
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Maps 
 

 
Figure 1: Study area shown on the NTS 1:50,000 map (30N/14) 
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Figure 2: 2019 Development plan (provided by UD&D Inc.)
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Figure 3: Aerial view of development property (base plan Google Earth) 
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Figure 4: Lots and Concessions, study area in yellow (base map Prince Edward County Public GIS) 
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Figure 5: Study area shown on the 1863 Tremaine map, outlined in yellow 
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Figure 6: Study area shown on the 1878 Belden map, outlined in red 
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Figure 7: Study area shown in yellow on the soil map (Dominion Dept. of Agriculture 1947)
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Figure 8: Stage 2 assessment methodology 
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Figure 9: Area requiring Stage 3 assessment around the cemetery 
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Figure 10: Photograph directions (by photograph catalogue number) 
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Field Methods 
 

The Stage 2 study area consisted of a combination of active agricultural fields and woodland. 

The woodland areas, which comprised about 5% of the study area, were assessed for 

archaeological resources through a test pit survey conducted at 5m intervals (Figure 7). Test pits 

measured a minimum of 30cm in diameter and were excavated at least 5cm into sterile subsoil, 

with all backdirt screened through 6mm steel mesh screens. Test pits were backfilled upon 

completion. The test pits were examined for evidence of fill, stratigraphy and cultural features.   

 

The active agricultural fields, which comprised approximately 95% of the study area, were 

assessed for archaeological resources through a pedestrian survey (Figure 8). The fields had been 

ploughed and subjected to a heavy rain prior to the pedestrian survey. The pedestrian survey was 

conducted at 5m transect intervals.  

 

The weather was appropriate for an archaeological assessment with mixed sun and cloud 

conditions and high temperatures ranging from 13 to 19º C. The field records and associated 

documentation are stored at the offices of Ground Truth Archaeology Limited in Quinte West, 

Ontario until a suitable repository is established. 

 

Record of Finds 
 

Inventory of field notes: Author/recorder: Helen Sheldon 

    Field notes: 1910179NB1 

    Photographs: 1910179D01-36                                                        

 

The soils in the study area were found to consist of a clay loam with numerous angular limestone 

fragments over much of the area with a definite strip of sandier soil running northwest to 

southeast through the fields abutting the cemetery. The soils within the woods were a relatively 

stone free clay loam over an orange brown to yellow brown clay subsoil. Vegetation consisted of 

semi-mature hardwoods plus a strip of apples and buckthorn along the line between Lots 2 and 3.  

 

The Stage 2 assessment covered the entire area illustrated in Figure 8.  

 

No archaeological resources were identified during the Stage 2 archaeological assessment of the 

study area. 
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Images 
 

 
Plate 1: Soil conditions in fields (1910179D01) 

 

 
Plate 2: Pedestrian survey at south end of property (1910179D02) 
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Plate 3: Pedestrian survey at south edge of property (1910179D04) 

 

 
Plate 4: Residential properties south of study area (1910179D05) 
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Plate 5: Pedestrian survey on east side of property (1910179D06) 

 

 
Plate 6: Pedestrian survey on east side of property (1910179D09) 
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Plate 7: Pedestrian survey on north end of property (1910179D10) 

 

 
Plate 8: Pedestrian survey on south edge of property (1910179D13) 
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Plate 9: View over southwest field (1910179D15) 

 

 
Plate 10: Pedestrian survey on west side of property (1910179D16) 
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Plate 11: Pedestrian survey along treeline (1910179D19) 

 

 

 
Plate 12: Pedestrian survey in north field (1910179D20) 
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Plate 13: Pedestrian survey in north field (1910179D22) 

 

 
Plate 14: Pedestrian survey in north field (1910179D26) 
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Plate 15: Pedestrian survey in north field (1910179D28)   

 

 
Plate 16: Testing in the treeline (1910179D31) 
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Plate 17: Testing in the treeline (1910179D34) 

 

 
Plate 18: Remains of cedar rail fence between Lots 2 and 3 (1910179D35) 
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Plate 19: North end of treeline (1910179D36) 

 

Analysis and Conclusions 
 

In June of 2019 Ground Truth Archaeology Limited conducted a Stage 2 archaeological 

assessment of a property located on the north side of the village of Wellington in Prince Edward 

County. Specifically, the study area encompasses part of Lots 2 and 3, Concession 1 Lakeside, 

Township of Hillier, in the Municipality of the County of Prince Edward, Ontario.  

 

The study area has early patent dates of 1799 for Lot 3 to Peter Vanalstine and 1803 for Lot 2 to 

Daniel Reynolds with settlement probably occurring in the first decade of the nineteenth century.  

 

Archaeological potential is considered to be moderate to high for the property as it lies within 

300 metres of a body of water (two creeks) and is in an area of early European settlement. The 

property consisted of a combination of active agricultural fields and wooded areas. The active 

agricultural fields, which comprised approximately 95% of the study area, were assessed for the 

presence of archaeological resources through a pedestrian survey conducted at 5 metre intervals.  

The wooded areas, which comprised about 5% of the study area, were assessed for 

archaeological resources through a test pit survey conducted at 5m intervals (Figure 8).  

 

Despite the archaeological potential for the property, no archaeological resources were 

discovered during the Stage 2 assessment. 
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Recommendations 
 

As a result of the Stage 2 archaeological assessment and in concordance with the 2011 Standards 

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

following recommendations for the Fields of Wellington subdivision: 

 

 The property (as depicted in Figures 2 and 3) was found to have no archaeological 

resources and is considered to have been cleared of all archaeological concerns. No 

further archaeology is required except for a Stage 3 assessment around the cemetery. 

 

 That part of the property bordering on the Wellington cemetery (as illustrated in Figure 9) 

requires a Stage 3 archaeological assessment in order to determine that the cemetery 

boundary is accurate. 

 

 The Stage 3 cemetery boundary assessment may take the form of a combination of 

mechanical topsoil stripping for a distance of 10 metres beyond the known limit of the 

cemetery and detailed archival and background research (Sarah Roe, MTCS, personal 

communication 2019). 
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Advice on Compliance with Legislation 
 

This report is submitted to the Minister of Tourism and Culture as a condition of licensing in 

accordance with Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O. 1990, c 0.18. The report is reviewed 

to ensure that it complies with the standards and guidelines that are issued by the Minister, and 

that the archaeological fieldwork and report recommendations ensure the conservation, 

protection and preservation of the cultural heritage of Ontario. When all matters relating to 

archaeological sites within the project area of a development proposal have been addressed to the 

satisfaction of the Ministry of Tourism and Culture, a letter will be issued by the ministry stating 

that there are no further concerns with regard to alterations to archaeological sites by the 

proposed development.  

It is an offence under Sections 48 and 69 of the Ontario Heritage Act for any party other than a 

licensed archaeologist to make any alteration to a known archaeological site or to remove any 

artifact or other physical evidence of past human use or activity from the site, until such time as a 

licensed archaeologist has completed archaeological fieldwork on the site, submitted a report to 

the Minister stating that the site has no further cultural heritage value or interest, and the report 

has been filed in the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports referred to in Section 

65.1 of the Ontario Heritage Act. 

 Should previously undocumented archaeological resources be discovered, they may be a new 

archaeological site and therefore subject to Section 48 (1) of the Ontario Heritage Act. The 

proponent or person discovering the archaeological resources must cease alteration of the site 

immediately and engage a licensed consultant archaeologist to carry out archaeological 

fieldwork, in compliance with Section 48 (1) of the Ontario Heritage Act. 

 The Cemeteries Act, R.S.O. 1990 c. C.4 and the Funeral, Burial and Cremation Services Act, 

2002, S.O. 2002, c.33 (when proclaimed in force) require that any person discovering human 

remains must notify the police or coroner and the Registrar of Cemeteries at the Ministry of 

Consumer Services. 

 Archaeological sites recommended for further archaeological fieldwork or protection remain 

subject to Section 48 (1) of the Ontario Heritage Act and may not be altered, or have artifacts 

removed from them, except by a person holding an archaeological licence. 
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Appendix A: Photograph Catalogue 
 

 
Photo # Description Direction Date 

1910179D01 field conditions D June 3, 2019 

1910179D02 pedestrian survey in east field NE June 3, 2019 

1910179D03 pedestrian survey in east field SE June 3, 2019 

1910179D04 pedestrian survey at south edge of property W June 3, 2019 

1910179D05 residences south of property SE June 3, 2019 

1910179D06 pedestrian survey in east field W June 3, 2019 

1910179D07 view over south end of property W June 3, 2019 

1910179D08 pedestrian survey in east field SE June 3, 2019 

1910179D09 pedestrian survey in east field SW June 3, 2019 

1910179D10 pedestrian survey in east field S June 3, 2019 

1910179D11 pedestrian survey in east field NE June 3, 2019 

1910179D12 pedestrian survey in southwest field NW June 3, 2019 

1910179D13 pedestrian survey in southwest field SW June 3, 2019 

1910179D14 pedestrian survey in southwest field NE June 3, 2019 

1910179D15 view over south end of southwest field E June 3, 2019 

1910179D16 pedestrian survey south of cemetery NW June 3, 2019 

1910179D17 pedestrian survey south of cemetery E June 3, 2019 

1910179D18 pedestrian survey east of cemetery N June 3, 2019 

1910179D19 pedestrian survey on north edge of southwest field W June 3, 2019 

1910179D20 pedestrian survey in northwest field SE June 6, 2019 

1910179D21 field conditions in northwest field D June 6, 2019 

1910179D22 pedestrian survey in northwest field W June 6, 2019 

1910179D23 view over northwest field S June 6, 2019 

1910179D24 pedestrian survey in northwest field S June 6, 2019 

1910179D25 pedestrian survey in northwest field S June 6, 2019 

1910179D26 pedestrian survey in northwest field SW June 6, 2019 

1910179D27 pedestrian survey in northwest field S June 6, 2019 

1910179D28 pedestrian survey in northwest field NE June 6, 2019 

1910179D29 pedestrian survey in northwest field SW June 6, 2019 

1910179D30 pedestrian survey in northwest field S June 6, 2019 

1910179D31 testing in treeline S June 6, 2019 

1910179D32 testing in treeline N June 6, 2019 

1910179D33 testing in treeline N June 6, 2019 

1910179D34 testing in treeline N June 6, 2019 

1910179D35 remains of cedar rail fence between Lots 2 and 3 N June 6, 2019 

1910179D36 testing in treeline N June 6, 2019 

 

 


