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Executive Summary 

Earthworks Archaeological Services Inc. was retained to conduct a Stage 1 & 2 archaeological 
assessment of a 0.87 hectare property located at 37 Bellevista Drive, Part 6, Plan No. 47R-
5872, Except Part 1, Plan 47R-6942, and part of Lot 18, Concession 1, Geographic Township of 
Hillier, Prince Edward County, Ontario. The assessment is undertaken in support of a 
Severance Application and was conducted as part of the requirements defined in Section 1.9.2 
of the County of Prince Edward Official Plan, which aims to respect the integrity of 
archaeological remains on site and requires sufficient investigation and mitigation to ensure 
preservation by circulating all development and redevelopment proposals to an appropriate 
reviewing agency for comment regarding archaeological potential. The plan also requires that if 
archaeological resources are suspected or identified on a development site, an archaeological 
survey must be undertaken to assess the location, nature and extent of resources and the effect 
of the proposed development on the resource, and to outline satisfactory mitigative measures 
for its protection 

The study area contains evidence of archaeological potential. The location of the study area 
adjacent to Lake Ontario suggests the potential for locating Pre-Contact Indigenous 
archaeological material. In summary, a Stage 2 archaeological assessment was determined to 
be required in order to identify and document any archaeological material that may be present. 
The residential nature and inaccessible nature of the study area to any form of ploughing 
equipment precluded the possibility of ploughing for a pedestrian survey, and as a result, a test 
pitting survey was determined to be required. 

The Stage 2 archaeological assessment of the study area was conducted on December 12th, 
2021, under PIF #: P1037-0109-2021 issued to Michael Golloher, M.Sc. (P1037). The weather 
during the survey was sunny and mild. At no time were weather or lighting conditions 
detrimental to the observation or recovery of archaeological material. 

Approximately 98% of the study area was assessed through a test pit survey, with the 
remainder not assessed due to evidence of subsurface disturbance from the construction of two 
solar panels.  Test pits were spaced at a maximum interval of five metres apart. Each test pit 
was excavated by hand to 30 centimetres in diametre. Test pit depth averaged approximately 
35 centimetres. Each test pit was examined for stratigraphy, cultural features, or evidence of fill, 
and all soil was screened through wire mesh of six millimetre width. All test pits were backfilled. 
The subsurface stratigraphy consisted of a dark brown gravel fill indicating extensive subsurface 
disturbance from prior landscaping and grading of the property. No archaeological material was 
identified during the course of the survey. 

Based on the results of the Stage 1 background investigation and the subsequent Stage 2 test 
pit survey, the study area is considered to be free of archaeological material. Therefore, no 
additional archaeological assessments are recommended.  

The Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries is requested to review this report 
and provide a letter indicating their satisfaction that the fieldwork and reporting for this 
archaeological assessment are consistent with the Ministry’s 2011 Standards and Guidelines for 
Consultant Archaeologists and the terms and conditions for archaeological licences, and to 
enter this report into the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports. 
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1.0 Project Context 

1.1 Development Context 
 

Earthworks Archaeological Services Inc. was retained by Greg Gannon to conduct a Stage 1 & 
2 archaeological assessment of a 0.87 hectare property located at 37 Bellevista Drive, Part 6, 
Plan No. 47R-5872, Except Part 1, Plan 47R-6942, and part of Lot 18, Concession 1, 
Geographic Township of Hillier, Prince Edward County, Ontario (Map 1). The assessment is 
undertaken in support of a Severance Application (Map 2) and was conducted as part of the 
requirements defined in Section 1.9.2 of the County of Prince Edward Official Plan, which aims 
to respect the integrity of archaeological remains on site and requires sufficient investigation 
and mitigation to ensure preservation by circulating all development and redevelopment 
proposals to an appropriate reviewing agency for comment regarding archaeological potential. 
The plan also requires that if archaeological resources are suspected or identified on a 
development site, an archaeological survey must be undertaken to assess the location, nature 
and extent of resources and the effect of the proposed development on the resource, and to 
outline satisfactory mitigative measures for its protection (County of Prince Edward 2006). 

The objective of the Stage 1 & 2 archaeological assessment, as outlined by the Ministry of 
Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries’ (MHSTCI) Standards and Guidelines for 
Consultant Archaeologists (Government of Ontario 2011), are as follows: 

• To provide information about the property’s geography, history, previous archaeological 
fieldwork and current land condition 

 

• To evaluate the property’s archaeological potential 
 

• To document archaeological resources located on the property 
 

• To determine whether any identified archaeological resources require further 
assessment 

 

• To recommend Stage 3 assessment strategies for any archaeological sites determined 
to require additional assessment 

 
As part of this assessment, background research was conducted in Earthworks corporate 
library, the OnLand Registry Database and the Federal Canadian Census located online at 
Library and Archives Canada.  

Permission to access the property was provided by the proponent. 
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1.2 Historic Context 
 

1.2.1 Pre-Contact Indigenous History 
 
Table 1 provides a breakdown of the general culture history of southern Ontario, as based on 
Ellis and Ferris (1990). 
 
Table 1: Summary of Pre-contact Culture History of Southern Ontario 

Culture Period Diagnostic Artifacts 
Time Span 
(Years B.P.) 

Detail 

Early Paleo-Indian Fluted Projectile Points 11,000-10,400 Nomadic caribou hunters 

Late Paleo-Indian 
Hi-Lo, Holcombe, Plano 
Projectile Points 

10,400-10,000 Gradual population increase 

Early Archaic 
Nettling and Bifurcate 
Points 

10,000-8,000 More localized tool sources 

Middle Archaic 
Brewerton and Stanly-
Neville Projectile Points 

8,000-4,500 
Re-purposed projectile 
points and greater amount 
of endscrapers 

Narrow Point Late 
Archaic 

Lamoka and Normanskill 
Projectile Points 

4,000-3,800 Larger site size 

Broad Point Late 
Archaic 

Genessee, Adder Orchard 
Projectile Points 

3,800-3,500 
Large bifacial tools.  First 
evidence of houses 

Small Point Late 
Archaic 

Crawford Knoll, Innes 
Projectile Points 

3,500-3,100 Bow and Arrow Introduction 

Terminal Archaic Hind Projectile Points 3,100-2,950 First evidence of cemeteries 

Early Woodland 
Meadowood Points, Cache 
Blades, and pop-eyed 
birdstones 

2,950-2,400 
First evidence of Vinette I 
Pottery 

Middle Woodland 

Pseudo-scallop shell 2,450-1550 Burial Mounds 

Princess Point pottery 1550-1100 
First evidence of corn 
horticulture 

Late Woodland 

Levanna Point 1,100-700 Early longhouses 

Saugeen Projectile Points 700-600 Agricultural villages 

Nanticoke Notched Points 600-450 
Migrating villages, tribal 
warfare 
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1.2.2 Oral History 
 

The following is an excerpt from a collated oral history of the region, as recounted by Gitiga 

Migizi, a respected Elder and Knowledge Keeper of the Michi Saagiig Nation and provided to 

Earthworks by Dr. Julie Kapyrka of Curve Lake First Nation.  Additional history of the Alderville 

First Nation provided by Chief Dave Mowat is included in Appendix A.  

 The traditional homelands of the Michi Saagiig (Mississauga Anishinaabeg) encompass 

 a vast area of what is now known as southern Ontario. The Michi Saagiig are known as 

 “the people of the big river mouths” and were also known as the “Salmon People” who 

 occupied and fished the north shore of Lake Ontario where the various tributaries 

 emptied into the lake. Their territories extended north into and beyond the Kawarthas as 

 winter hunting grounds on which they would break off into smaller social groups for the 

 season, hunting and trapping on these lands, then returning to the lakeshore in spring 

 for the summer months.  

 The Michi Saagiig were a highly mobile people, travelling vast distances to procure 

 subsistence for their people. They were also known as the “Peacekeepers” among 

 Indigenous nations. The Michi Saagiig homelands were located directly between two 

 very powerful Confederacies: The Three Fires Confederacy to the north and the 

 Haudenosaunee Confederacy to the south. The Michi Saagiig were the negotiators, the 

 messengers, the diplomats, and they successfully mediated peace throughout this area 

 of Ontario for countless generations.  

 Michi Saagiig oral histories speak to their people being in this area of Ontario for 

 thousands of years. These stories recount the “Old Ones” who spoke an ancient 

 Algonquian dialect. The histories explain that the current Ojibwa phonology is the 5th 

 transformation of this language, demonstrating a linguistic connection that spans back 

 into deep time. The Michi Saagiig of today are the descendants of the ancient peoples 

 who lived in Ontario during the Archaic and Paleo-Indian periods. They are the original 

 inhabitants of southern Ontario, and they are still here today.  

 The traditional territories of the Michi Saagiig span from Gananoque in the east, all along 

 the north shore of Lake Ontario, west to the north shore of Lake Erie at Long Point. The 

 territory spreads as far north as the tributaries that flow into these lakes, from Bancroft 

 and north of the Haliburton highlands. This also includes all the tributaries that flow from 

 the height of land north of Toronto like the Oak Ridges Moraine, and all of the rivers that 

 flow into Lake Ontario (the Rideau, the Salmon, the Ganaraska, the Moira, the Trent, the 

 Don, the Rouge, the Etobicoke, the Humber, and the Credit, as well as Wilmot and 16 

 Mile Creeks) through Burlington Bay and the Niagara region including the Welland and 

 Niagara Rivers, and beyond.  

 Michi Saagiig oral histories also speak to the occurrence of people coming into  their 

 territories sometime between 500-1000 A.D. seeking to establish villagesand a corn 

 growing economy – these newcomers included peoples that would later be known as the 

 Huron-Wendat, Neutral, Petun/Tobacco Nations. The Michi Saagiig made Treaties with 

 these newcomers and granted them permission to stay with the understanding that they 

 were visitors in these lands. Wampum was made to record these contracts, ceremonies 
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 would have bound each nation to their respective responsibilities within the political 

 relationship, and these contracts would have been renewed annually (see Gitiga Migizi 

 and Kapyrka 2015). These visitors were extremely successful as their corn economy 

 grew as well as their populations. However, it was understood by all nations involved 

 that this area of Ontario were the homeland territories of the Michi Saagiig.  

 Problems arose for the Michi Saagiig in the 1600s when the European way of life was 

 introduced into southern Ontario. Also, around the same time, the Haudenosaunee were 

 given firearms by the colonial governments in New York and Albany which ultimately 

 made an expansion possible for them into Michi Saagiig territories. There began 

 skirmishes with the various nations living in Ontario at the time. The Haudenosaunee 

 engaged in fighting with the Huron-Wendat and between that and the onslaught of 

 European diseases, the Iroquoian speaking peoples in Ontario were decimated.  

 The onset of colonial settlement and missionary involvement severely disrupted the 

 original relationships between these Indigenous nations. Disease and warfare had a 

 devastating impact upon the Indigenous peoples of Ontario, especially the large 

 sedentary villages, which mostly included Iroquoian speaking peoples. The Michi 

 Saagiig were largely able to avoid the devastation caused by these processes by 

 retreating to their wintering grounds to the north, essentially waiting for the smoke to 

 clear.  

 Michi Saagiig Elder Gitiga Migizi (2017) recounts:  

 “We weren’t affected as much as the larger villages because we learned to paddle away 

 for several years until everything settled down. And we came back and tried to bury the 

 bones of the Huron but it was overwhelming, it was all over, there were bones all over – 

 that is our story.  

 There is a misnomer here, that this area of Ontario is not our traditional territory and that 

 we came in here after the Huron-Wendat left or were defeated, but that is not true. That 

 is a big misconception of our history that needs to be corrected. We are the traditional 

 people, we are the ones that signed treaties with the Crown. We are recognized as the 

 ones who signed these treaties and we are the ones to be dealt with officially in any 

 matters concerning territory in southern Ontario.  

 We had peacemakers go to the Haudenosaunee and live amongst them in order to 

 change their ways. We had also diplomatically dealt with some of the strong chiefs to the 

 north and tried to make peace as much as possible. So we are very important in terms of 

 keeping the balance of relationships in harmony. 
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1.2.3 Post-Contact History 
 
The study area enters the historic record in 1615, when Samuel de Champlain wintered at the 
mouth of the nearby Trent River and visited several Mississauga tribes along the north shore of 
Lake Ontario. Archaeological evidence indicates the Prince Edward County peninsula contained 
the eastern expression of the ancestral Huron Wendat, who likely migrated to Huronia up the 
Trent River in the fifteenth or sixteenth centuries (Emerson 1967; Williamson 2016).  
Additionally, oral histories suggest the Bay of Quinte area was the birthplace of Deganawida, 
one of the founders of the Haudenosaunee Confederacy.   
 
European influence in the region was generally restricted to the beaver pelt trade, and 
Indigenous groups practiced a way of life that did not differ significantly from the pre-Contact 
period.  By the 1640’s, the increasing scarcity of beaver pelts prompted the invasion of Huronia 
by the League of Five Nations Iroquois.  By 1649, five Huron villages were destroyed, and the 
remainder abandoned, resulting in the complete disintegration of the Huron and their absorption  
into the Petun, Neutral and other groups (Trigger 1994).  The study area remained virtually 
unpopulated, while the Iroquois established a series of villages along the north shore of Lake 
Ontario to take advantage of trade with Europeans prior to the migration of the Ojibwa into the 
region in the early eighteenth century (Robinson 1933; Rogers 1978).   Following their defeat of 
the French at the Battle of the Plains of Abraham in 1759, the British began purchasing large 
tracts of land in Ontario through treaties with the Indigenous communities in the region.  The 
Royal Proclamation of 1763 asserted British sovereignty over the region while declaring the land 
to be in possession of the Indigenous people who occupied it while establishing the policies for 
Crown purchase of these lands (Surtees 1994:93).  These purchasing efforts were intensified 
following the conclusion of the American Revolutionary War in which saw successive waves of 
migration of United Empire Loyalists and British settlers into Upper Canada.  This increasing 
Euro-Canadian settlement pressure resulted in the British purchasing a stretch of Mississauga 
land in 1782 that encompassed an area between the Trent River and Gananoque River on the 
northern that would be available for settler purchase, in what later became known as the 
Crawford Purchase (Surtees 1994:102).  Governor Haldimand carved out a township in 1784 for 
the Mohawk who had fought for the British in the American Revolutionary war, and who under 
John Deserontyon arrived the same year with 120 Mohawk and settled the township (Fenton 
and Tooker 1978:476).  The Mississauga Anishinabeg of the Ojibway Nation who originally sold 
the lands eventually migrated to the present day Alderville First Nation on the south shore of 
Rice Lake in the mid 1830s. 

Prince Edward County was initially part of the Midlands District and initial European settlement 
began as early as 1778 with squatters from New York State settling in Picton Bay.  In 1781 
Deputy Surveyor-General John Collins built a log cabin on the eastern shore of the county and 
began his survey of Fifth Town, which would later become the township of Marysburgh.  In the 
late 1700’s Prince Edward County began to be settled by disbanded British and Loyalist 
regiments as well as United Empire Loyalists arriving from the newly established United States 
of America.  The two largest villages to arise in the township, Hallowell and Picton were 
incorporated into one municipality known as the Town of Picton in 1837 (Mika & Mika 1977: 
258).  By 1860 the population of Prince Edwards County was 20,869 and an economic boom 
occurred between 1860 and 1890 which was fueled by grain exports to the United States (Brock 
1866:26). The establishment of a train line between Picton and Trenton in 1879 also contributed 
to the economic prosperity and increased settlement within the county. Tariffs on grain in the 
1890’s forced the economy to pivot to cheese manufacturing and the canning industry (Mika & 
Mika 1983:259). These industries steadily decreased in the 20th century, and presently the main 
economic driver of the area is tourism brought on by the local beaches and wineries. 
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The township of Hillier was established in 1823 and named after Major George Hillier; an officer 
and military secretary in the British Army (Middleton 1927). Hillier Hall was built in 1867 and is 
the second oldest town hall in Prince Edward County. Sir John A. MacDonald was a frequent 
visitor of the building during his time in office as Canada’s first Prime Minister. The hall is still in 
use today and remains a community hub (Loyalist Parkway Association 2022). 

1.2.4 Land Use History of Study Area 
 

The Crown patent for all 185 acres within Lot 18, Concession 1 was granted to Ann Fisher in 
1795. In 1821, the entirety of the property was sold to Jacob German. The German family 
gradually sold off portions of the lot throughout the first half of the nineteenth century, with the 
southern 25 acres sold to Archaleus William in 1846.  Mr. Williams is listed in the 1851 census 
as a Canadian farmer residing in a 1.5 storey brick house (Government of Canada 1853:100).  
The southern 18 acres facing the waterfront were sold to David Parr in 1853, who is depicted as 
the owner in the 1863 Tremaine Map of Prince Edward County (Map 3, Tile 1), and who is listed 
as a Canadian fisherman residing a one storey frame house, and no evidence of clearing for 
agricultural use (Government of Canada 1863:22).  The property became part of the larger 
Joseph B. Spencer estate which is depicted in the Illustrated Historical Atlas of the counties of 
Hastings and Prince Edward (Map 3, Tile 2).  The 1871 census indicates that J.B. Spencer 
owned 300 acres on Lots 18, 19, and 20 in Concession 1. Across the three lots, 225 acres were 
improved with 40 acres in pasture and five acres in garden or orchard (Government of Canada 
1871).  Analysis of historic topographic maps indicate the study area has remained as vacant 
land through to the present day (Map 4). 

1.2.5 Historic Plaques 
 

As per Section 1, Standard 1.1 of the Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists, 
Earthworks consulted local historical plaques in order to inform archaeological potential and 
assessment strategies. No local plaques were found which related to the history of the current 
study area.   

1.3 Archaeological Context 
 

1.3.1 Current Conditions 
 
The property consists of landscaped and manicured lawn containing two large solar panels. The 
south edge of the study area contains a rock shore at the edge of Lake Ontario (Images 1 thru 
8). 

1.3.2 Natural Environment 
 
The study area is situated within a limestone plain of the Prince Edward Peninsula 
physiographic region of Southern Ontario (Map 5), a 1049 square kilometre plateau of limestone 
projecting into the eastern part of Lake Ontario and characterized by shallow soils and dissolved 
shale partings over unconsolidated bedrock (Chapman and Putnam 1984:188). The surficial 
geology consists of a mix of exposed or less than one metre of drift cover bedrock (Map 6), and 
the soil mapping of the study area (Map 7) consists of Ameliasburg Clay Loam, a stony, grey 
brown clay loam overlying limestone bedrock (Richards & Morwick 1948:55) 
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The nearest water source is Lake Ontario, located at the southern border of the study area. 

The study area is located within the Picton District of the Lake Simcoe – Rideau Ecoregion, 
which itself is situated within the Mixedwood Plains Ecozone.  This region encompasses 
6,311,957 hectares, and contains a diverse array of flora and fauna.  It is characterized by 
diverse hardwood forests dominated by sugar maple, American beech, white ash, eastern 
hemlock, and numerous other species are found where substrates are well developed on 
upland sites. Lowlands, including rich floodplain forests, contain green ash, silver maple, red 
maple, eastern white cedar, yellow birch, balsam fir, and black ash. Peatlands (some quite 
large) occur along the northern edge and in the eastern portion of the ecoregion, and these 
contain fens, and rarely bogs, with black spruce and tamarack. 

 Characteristic mammals include white-tailed deer, Northern raccoon, striped skunk, and 
 woodchuck. Wetland habitats are used by many species of water birds and shorebirds, 
 including wood duck, great blue heron, and Wilson’s snipe. Open upland habitats are 
 used by species such as field sparrow, grasshopper sparrow, and eastern meadowlark. 
 Upland forests support populations of species such as hairy woodpecker, wood thrush, 
 scarlet tanager, and rose-breasted grosbeak. Reptiles and amphibians found in this 
 ecosystem include American bullfrog, northern leopard frog, spring peeper, red-spotted 
 newt, snapping turtle, eastern gartersnake, and common watersnake. Characteristic fish 
 species in the ecoregion include the white sucker, smallmouth bass, walleye, northern 
 pike, yellow perch, rainbow darter, emerald shiner, and pearl dace. 

         (Crins et al. 2009:48-49) 

1.3.3 Known Archaeological Sites 
 
A search of registered archaeological sites within the MHSTCI Archaeological Sites Database 
was conducted. No archaeological sites were identified within a one-kilometre radius of the 
study area. 
 

1.3.4 Adjacent Archaeological Assessments 
 

No archaeological assessments conducted within 50 metres of the study area were identified. 

1.4 Summary 
 

As documented in Section 1.0, the study area contains evidence of archaeological potential.  
The location of the study area adjacent to Lake Ontario suggests the potential for locating Pre-
Contact Indigenous archaeological material. In summary, a Stage 2 archaeological assessment 
was determined to be required in order to identify and document any archaeological material 
that may be present. The residential nature and inaccessible nature of the study area to any 
form of ploughing equipment precluded the possibility of ploughing for a pedestrian survey, and 
as a result, a test pitting survey was determined to be required. 
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2.0 Field Methods 

The Stage 2 archaeological assessment of the study area was conducted on December 12th, 
2021, under PIF #: P1037-0109-2021, issued to Michael Golloher, M.Sc. (P1037). The weather 
during the survey was sunny and mild. At no time were weather or lighting conditions 
detrimental to the observation or recovery of archaeological material. 

Approximately 98% of the study area was assessed through a test pit survey (Image 9), with the 
remainder not assessed due to evidence of subsurface disturbance from the construction of two 
solar panels.  Test pits were spaced at a maximum interval of five metres apart. Each test pit 
was excavated by hand to 30 centimetres in diametre. Test pit depth averaged approximately 
35 centimetres. Each test pit was examined for stratigraphy, cultural features, or evidence of fill, 
and all soil was screened through wire mesh of six millimetre width. All test pits were backfilled. 
The subsurface stratigraphy consisted of a dark brown gravel fill indicating extensive subsurface 
disturbance from prior landscaping and grading of the property (Image 10). No archaeological 
material was identified during the course of the survey. 

The results of the Stage 2 archaeological survey are presented in Map 8. 
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3.0 Record of Finds 

Table 2 provides an inventory of the documentary record generated in the field. 

Table 2 Information Inventory of Documentary Record 

Document Location Description 

Field Notes Earthworks Office Project File 1 Page of Notes 

Photographs Earthworks Office Project File 27 Digital Photographs 

Field Map Earthworks Office Project File 1 Page 
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4.0 Analysis & Conclusions 

A Stage 1 & 2 Archaeological Assessment was conducted on a 0.87 hectare property located at 
37 Bellevista Drive, Part 6, Plan  No. 47R-5872, Except Part 1 Plan 47R-6942, and part of Lot 
18, Concession 1, Geographic Township of Hillier, Prince Edward County, Ontario. A Stage 2 
test pit survey was conducted on December 12th, 2021. 

The Stage 2 archaeological survey did not yield any evidence of archaeological material. As a 
result, no additional archaeological assessments are required.   
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5.0 Recommendations 

Based on the results of the Stage 1 background investigation and the subsequent Stage 2 test 
pit survey, the study area is considered to be free of archaeological material. Therefore, no 
additional archaeological assessments are recommended. 

The MHSTCI is requested to review this report and provide a letter indicating their satisfaction 
that the fieldwork and reporting for this archaeological assessment are consistent with the 
Ministry’s 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists and the terms and 
conditions for archaeological licences, and to enter this report into the Ontario Public Register of 
Archaeological Reports. 
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6.0 Advice on Compliance with Legislation 

This report is submitted to the Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries 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 Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture 
Industries, 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 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 Archaeology 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 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. 
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8.0 Images 

 

Image 1: Study Area Conditions. Facing West. 

 

Image 2: Study Area Conditions. Facing Northwest. 
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Image 3: Study Area Conditions. Facing Southeast. 

 

Image 4: Study Area Conditions. Facing Northwest. 
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Image 5: Study Area Conditions. Facing North. 

 

Image 6: Study Area Conditions. Facing Southwest. 
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Image 7: Study Area Conditions.  Facing South. 

 

Image 8: Study Area Conditions.  Facing Northeast. 
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Image 9: Test Pit Survey in Progress. Facing East. 

 

Image 10: Open Test Pit showing Disturbed Subsurface Stratigraphy. 
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A Brief Synopsis of the Mississauga of the Bay of Quinte and Alderville First Nation (D. 

Mowat) 

Alderville First Nation looks back to the Bay of Quinte for insight into its shared occupation of 

southern Ontario.  As a Mississauga community it also looks to the other Mississauga 

communities of southern Ontario for that shared history, genealogy, and respective local 

interpretations of the history of the Mississauga Nation.  Since 2016 the southern Mississauga 

communities have reintroduced the Mississagi #8 First Nation into the Mississauga circle, 

manifested in The Mississauga Nation Accord.   Around that time too the use of the word 

Mississauga was re-visited and re-introduced as Mishisaagiig, an older term once used to 

denote the people.  It means the same, referencing the people living where the water comes up 

to a place that we would call the mouth of the river or the many rivers.  

In Alderville’s case, its oral tradition understands our people moving into the Bay area 

approximately over 3 centuries ago.  The struggles with the Five Nations are central to the 

Mississauga at the Bay and throughout southern Ontario and are at the heart of the 

Mississauga eventually moving into the region.  Some of these struggles are caught in the oral 

and early written tradition (by Robert Paudash, George Copway, William Warren) and 

consistently in the 1923 Williams Treaties evidence put down by the many Alderville witnesses, 

as well as the witnesses from the other communities that spoke to the Williams Commission in 

September 1923.  As Donald B. Smith wrote 4 decades ago, however, “Historians have made 

little reference to the Mississauga chiefly on account of the scarcity of available source 

materials.” This would change by the 1980s as the work and influence of increasing historical 

study would shed new light on the Mississauga and some of their noted people of the early to 

the mid-1850s.    

During the 18th century the Mississauga had become embedded in southern Ontario and were 

influenced by or helped to influence some of the major events of the period, including the 1763 

Royal Proclamation and the 1764 Niagara Conference, and subsequently by the all-

encompassing American Revolution.  At the Bay was habitat centered on fishing and 

harvesting, with bigger game accessible inland including the wild rice beds.  The fishery all 

along the lakefront was spectacular at one time.  The Mississauga situated at various locales 

across the Lake Ontario frontier held down their traditional economies, at the Credit, Rice Lake, 

Balsam Lake, Lake Scucog, Mud Lake and the Kawarthas.  The Bay itself would not be settled 

until 1783 and this is where life takes a dramatic turn for the Mississauga.   

It should also be noted that in the past decade or so an interpretation of Mississauga history 

places our people in the region of southern Ontario long before the conflict with the Five Nations 

of the latter 17th century.  Across all of the 6 Mississauga communities then there are varying 

degrees of historical understanding and interpretation of each community’s place in the region 

from the north shore of Lake Huron on down.     

At the conclusion of the American Revolution (1783) the Crawford Purchase became the first 

settlement-based land purchase for the purposes of settling an initial wave of United Empire 

Loyalists (UEL) into what would become Upper Canada at the Bay of Quinte.  The UELs were 

those American colonists that had remained loyal to the King of England and who were also 

slated for settlement at the Saint John River and Quebec.  The Crawford Purchase was 

conducted in October of 1783 with the Mississauga and saw the first surveyed township laid out 

at Cataraqui.  With the influx of settlement would come better trade opportunities according to 
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the Mississauga.  They did have concern with the Mohawks moving into the new Crawford 

Purchase territory which also saw the creation of the Tyendinega Mohawk reserve at the 

Salmon River; that the Mohawks may bring pressure to the Mississauga hunting grounds. 

Poorly documented other land purchases across the Lake Ontario frontier would also take up 

land for settlement, circa 1787-88 (Gunshot Treaty and Toronto Purchase) so that by that time it 

is estimated upwards of 17,000 UELs had come into the region quickly enveloping the 

Mississauga. Across the larger political map of eastern British North America and especially 

after the Revolution in the new United States one can track a decades long complex push 

against “Indian lands” from the east to the Mississippi River.  After American independence 

below the Great Lakes this push involved military clashes with various Tribes; above the Great 

Lakes in the diminished British territory, it involved treaty making and an uneasy alliance with 

the Anishinabeg including the Mississauga.        

After Crawford, the Mississauga people came under the stresses of encroachment on their 

hunting grounds, their fisheries, harvesting and burial sites.  For the next 30 years they endured 

this stress and then the impact of the War of 1812 would come down and see them 

subsequently lose millions of acres to the increased wave of settlement.  As military allies they 

were indispensable but once the military threat of the Americans on Upper Canada had passed 

then they would become a liability to the British!  By the 1820s this decade would see the 

Mississauga at the Bay come under the influence of the American Episcopal Methodists and 

enter a period of conversion and Christian teaching.  Now some 2 generations after the first land 

purchase at Cataraqui, and with post War of 1812 treaties such as the Rideau Purchase and 

Treaty #20 having taken up large swaths of land herein lies a period of profound social 

transformation amongst the Mississauga.  

Not all the people entered this program but generally the wave of Methodism along the Lake 

Ontario frontier was almost revolutionizing on the one hand. The poverty that has been 

described upon conversion (baptism) in the words of both missionaries and Mississauga is quite 

vivid.  Alcoholism and disease had become a common enemy of the people.  Alcoholism and or 

the use of alcohol against the Mississauga and the Anishinabeg was rooted in earlier colonial 

practice, an understudied subject of Colonial-First Nations relations it has been said, in which it 

was used to break communities down.  It was on Grape Island however that some of the family 

names known today in Alderville first saw the light of day and in which a set of interesting 

advancements took place, one of which was the learning and use of the English alphabet.  That 

Methodism spoke to the people at a time of need and cultural upheaval has been well 

documented.  Not all of Methodism’s attributes were welcomed and it certainly had a doomsday 

sense of where our people were headed in the world.  When the reserve system became a 

reality by the 1830s the Methodists for instance did not advocate for larger land-bases for the 

Mississauga communities that would take them up. 

Unlike the Numbered Treaties that opened the west during the 19th century and which 

possessed a ‘treaty land entitlement’ formula, the Alderville reserve base was established with 

no such thing in mind.  The legacy of the small, fixed land base of Alderville First Nation and 

fellow Mississauga reserves, plays out to this day, just one sad legacy of the mindset of the 

agents of change during the time.  Even though treaty began to show to them how large the 

encroachments were in southern Ontario (Upper Canada in 1791; United Province of 

Canada/Canada West 1841) the Mississauga balanced their traditional economy with their 
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spiritual lives; and while learning the white man’s ways in husbandry, agriculture etc., they 

would never be prepared to assimilate.   

The new reserve we know today was surveyed in 1835 in Alnwick Township for the Mississauga 

at the Bay, mainly those that had settled on the Grape Island mission.  The move to the small 

reserve took place in 1837 and the ‘village’ became known as Aldersville after Wesleyan 

Methodist Missionary Society secretary Robert Alder.  At Alderville pressures would continue so 

that by the 1850s education and the creation of the Industrial School would begin to advance 

the assimilation process.  In the 1850s the people still possessed de facto self-governing 

authority over their lives and lands and had leverage over the ‘big school’ by the fact that it was 

voluntary and funded in part (25%) by Indian treaty annuities.  It would not be until the coercive 

power of the law took unilateral control over Indian affairs at Confederation (1867) that the great 

shift against our self-governing institutions would occur.  Confederation and the British North 

America (BNA) Act gave the new Dominion of Canada unilateral authority in Sec. 91(24) over 

“Indians and lands reserved for the Indians.”  

The BNA Act then gave Canada the legislative basis upon which to bring the consolidated 

Indian Act into being in 1876.  This was the federal statute that would take control over Indians 

“from cradle to grave.”   The Indian Act became the tool by which the federal government would 

seek to break down “Indian self-government” and the methods in which our peoples had 

governed their communities for generations.  The Indian Act and the reserves and the 

segregating aspects of it clearly became a form of apartheid.  Our people, however, were willing 

to entertain it, probably if it meant they could manipulate it and use it to their advantage.  Afterall 

the First Nations people had known for a long time what the British had held in its successive 

mind for their collective future if one could call it a future! 

By the 1880s the Indian Act was used to legalize and enforce the residential school system.  It 

had relegated “Indians” to a level lesser than a person in law.  It enforced trespass on the 

reserve and made it illegal for any one other than an Indian belonging to their respective band to 

possess or use these diminished Indian lands.   Throughout the latter 19th century and into the 

20th the impact of the Indian Act and the land use patterns it established on reserve, its 

encouragement of the concept of private property in the Location Ticket system, all of these 

helped to break down the communal tradition of the communities.             

So, all through the decades the people had lost their internal authorities and had been brought 

to a subservient role under the Indian Act.  It is one of the most short-sighted, oppressive, racist, 

and anti-development pieces of legislation in Canada.  It was not designed to see us wade 

through the pressures of the 21st century that is for certain!  In fact, it is an insulting piece of 

legislation that placed no trust in the people it was targeted to control or direct!  It constrained a 

one-sided electoral system and furthered earlier racist concepts of Indian status by codifying 

these in the 1876 enactment and in subsequent amendments.  

Some today look to John A. Macdonald as the father of this racist program.  In large part it is 

and he is just one of the pieces of this historic continuum stretching back to 1763.  For all that 

Macdonald’s rule of law intended to do to our people via the BNA Act and Indian Act, it was that 

very rule of law that would be utilized by our people to advance the historic claims in the 20th 

and 21st centuries, claims that at one time were not permitted.  Such is history.  Such is the 

history of Canada that as a liberal democracy evolved over time it failed to eradicate the First 
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Nations/Indigenous populations inhabiting its own lands, an objective it once thought attainable, 

if not by war, by the stealth of the pen and policy! 

                                                                                                                                                                          

Since 1992 when the Mississauga communities and their respective Chiefs and Councils 

launched their lawsuit against the federal government, which saw their historic claims move 

slowly through the courts, it was not until 2018 that a reaffirmation of that history and asserted 

rights in southern Ontario were recognized.  Today the areas we have a reaffirmation over 

include those pre-confederation treaty/land purchase areas of Crawford (1783), Gunshot (1788), 

The Rideau Purchase (1819-22), Treaty #20 (1818), Treaty #18 (1818), Treaty #16 (1815), 

Treaty #5 (1798).  These harvesting rights today are what we deem constitutionally protected by 

way of the 2018 Williams Treaties Settlement Agreement.     

First Nations claims across Canada are too numerous to spell out but they all point back to a 

time when our rights were undermined, compromised, ignored, and forgotten.  By using the 

court system and the rule of law our communities have avoided conflict and used the very court 

system that was once used against us.  We put the law back in the rule of law and our voice can 

never be silenced again.  It is now our responsibility to continue to understand this claim and the 

facts that pushed it forward to a resolution. 

The Crawford Purchase being the first ‘land purchase’ post American Revolution for settlement 

in the region today represents an important geographical region for Alderville First Nation.  Not 

only is it affirmed in the Williams Treaties Settlement Agreement but as one of our traditional 

territories it is also where we continue to build on that history today through our projects with the 

City of Kingston and our past connections to the City of Belleville.       
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