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Executive Summary  
 

In the fall of 2021 and spring of 2022, Ground Truth Archaeology Limited conducted a Stage 3 

archaeological assessment of the Burlingham site (AlGh-75) a historic farmstead originally 

constructed c. 1820. The site is located on part of Lot 19, Concession 2, South Side of East Lake, 

Township of Athol, County of Prince Edward, Ontario. The property upon which the site is 

located is slated as a seasonal for development as a cottage community.  

 

This property was patented in 1823 to Samuel Chearnley, an Anglo-Irish gentleman who had 

brought his large family to Canada with the intent of prospering. Chearnley likely began 

improving his property c. 1820 including the construction of a dwelling to satisfy his settlement 

duties. In 1824, the year after receiving the patents, Chearnley sold the southern parts of the three 

lots to Abraham Weeks. In 1839, Weeks sold the property to Varnum Burlingham, a War of 

1812 veteran who had fought with the Prince Edward County Militia. Varnum lived and farmed 

on the property for the rest of his life and subsequently passed it to his son James in 1868. James 

Burlingham lived on Lot 19 with his family until 1894. AlGh-75 continued to be occupied into 

the late 1960s.  

 

The assessment consisted of the excavation of 49 1m² units on a ten metre grid. An additional 19 

units (40% of the grid units) were excavated in areas of interest, for a total of 78 units. The 

recovered assemblage from the Stage 3 assessment amounted to 6,753 artifacts and is consistent 

with the known occupation of AlGh-75 c. 1820 ï c. 1970. As the site predates 1830 it is 

considered to have cultural heritage value or interest (S&G 2.2 S1c).  
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Project Context 
 

Development Context  

 

In the fall of 2021 Ground Truth Archaeology Limited was contracted by Steve Ward of 

Fourwards Holdings Inc. to conduct a Stage 3 archaeological assessment of an archaeological 

site located on the shore of Soup Harbour in Prince Edward County. The site is located on part of 

Lot 19, Concession 2, South Side of East Lake, Township of Athol, County of Prince Edward, 

Ontario.  

 

The current archaeological assessment was conducted in support of a rezoning application. 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 Steve 

Ward prior to the start of archaeological fieldwork.  

 

 

Historical Context  

 

Athol Township was originally part of Fifth Town, one of the ten townships that were 

established in the 1780s along the north shore of Lake Ontario for the purpose of settling 

Loyalists, other British subjects, and Haudenosaunee allies after the American Revolution 

(Belden xvi). Previously, the Royal Proclamation of 1763 had reserved this area and all land 

west of the Province of Quebec as Indigenous land; after the Revolution, however, British 

officials were sent to the Mississauga Anishinaabeg to negotiate purchasing land along Lake 

Ontario so that it could be used for settlement (Boileau; Lunn and Lunn 17-18). In 1783, a 

Captain Crawford reported that he had met with Indigenous representatives and purchased an 

area of land stretching from Jones Creek just west of Brockville to the Trent River, in exchange 

for a promise of clothing, muskets, and other goods (Boileau; Reimer 40-42). No copies of a 

deed or map relating to the Crawford purchase have survived, and no treaty was formally signed 

(Boileau; Reimer 41). As with many other land agreements of the time period, while the British 

considered this a sale, the Indigenous parties understood it to be an agreement to share the land 

with settlers.  

 

In 1916 government investigations came to the conclusion that a number of earlier treaties with 

the Chippewa and the Mississauga, including the Crawford Purchase, were deficient and new 

negotiations were started in 1921. In 1923 government officials formalized individual treaties 

with four Mississauga nations, Alderville First Nation, Hiawatha First Nation, Curve Lake First 

Nation and the Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation and three Chippewa nations: 

Chippewas of Rama First Nation, Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation and Beausoliel 

First Nation. These treaties became known as the Williams Treaties and cover the land of the 

subject property.  

 

However, the Crown took the position that First Nation harvesting rights within the William 

Treaties lands had been extinguished in 1923, which led to conflict and litigation. In 2018 the 
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Williams Treaties First Nations Settlement Agreement reaffirmed harvesting rights for Alderville 

First Nation, Hiawatha First Nation, Curve Lake First Nation, Mississaugas of Scugog Island 

First Nation, Chippewas of Rama First Nation, Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation and 

Beausoliel First Nation and includes the preconfederation treaties: 5, 16, 18, 20, 27, 27 ¼, 

Crawford Purchase and the Gunshot Treaty. 

Fifth Town, later called Marysburgh, consisted of approximately the eastern third of Prince 

Edward County (Belden xvii; Mika and Mika 67). Due to its large size, people living there 

"experience[d] many difficulties from the uncommon length of the township", and so in 1797, a 

part of Marysburgh and a neighbouring Sophiasburgh were split off to form the township of 

Hallowell (Belden xxi; Lunn and Lunn 46).  Hallowell Township was still considered too large 

and difficult to administrate, and so in 1848, a small part of Hallowell and Marysburgh 

townships were split off to make Athol Township (Lunn and Lunn 47).   

 

The AlGh-75 site is located in the southern part of Lot 19, in the second concession South Side 

of East Lake, Athol Township. The southern part of Lot 19, along with the southern parts of 

adjacent Lots 18 and 20, were patented together in October 1823 to Samuel Chearnley. A note in 

the lot history for Lot 20 describes these parts as being ñ200 acresò. At this time, 1823, the lots 

are part of Hallowell Township.  

 

Samuel Chearnley was born in Ireland, and had a bachelorôs degree from Trinity College 

(Chearnley 1818). He describes himself ñby birth respectably connectedò, and in several letters 

refers to himself as an ñIrish Gentlemanò (Chearnley 1821, 1826, 1818). After obtaining letters 

of recommendation from various government administrators and an Earl, Chearnley brought his 

wife and fourteen children to Canada sometime in 1816 or 1817 (Chearnley 1820). By 1818, the 

family was living in York, and he petitioned that year for land somewhere near Yonge Street or 

in York (Chearnley 1818). Instead, he was given land in Hallowell Township.   

 

Chearnley was disgusted with the land he was granted, and made his views known in several 

letters sent to various officials of the Upper Canada legislature. In one letter from 1820, he states 

that he had only ñas yetò been granted  ñbut a few Broken L[ots] in a most remote unfreque[nted] 

Wild forest: no direct road as yet heading thereto - on the shore of Lake Ontarioò (Chearnley 

1820, underlines are his own). In an 1821 letter, he describes them as ñworthless Lottsò, and in 

an 1822 letter, he states he has ñgot but 200 Acres of very bad ground (Half Swamp)ò (Chearnley 

1821, 1822). Chearnley's name can be seen on the broken Lots 18, 19 and 20 on an undated plan 

from the Ontario Archives that is likely the patent map (Figure 6).  

 

By 1820, Chearnley was signing his letters from ñHallowellò, but describes his land as being 

some ten miles away. It appears that he and his family may have been renting in the nearby town 

of Hallowell, which is today known as Picton (Chearnley 1821, Ontario Heritage Trust). Over 

the next several years, Chearnley would send numerous letters to the Lieutenant Governor and 

other officials, by times demanding or pleading to be given land he felt would be more suitable 

to his family and position.  

Regardless, Chearnley must have somehow completed the settlement duties on the southern parts 

of lots 18, 19, and 20, or he hired others to do so, for as stated above, he was given the Crown 

patents for those parts in October 1823. Just eight months later, on June 1, 1824 Chearnley sold 
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the southern parts of Lots 18, 19 and 20 - including the part of Lot 19 containing AlGh-75 - to 

Abraham Weeks.  

 

Weeks was born in New York City in 1797, but was living in Hallowell Township by at least 

1820, as he is referred to as being ñof Hallowellò in the registration of his marriage that year 

(1851 Census 63; Conger 111). At the time of purchasing the southern parts of Lots 18, 19 and 

20, Weeks would have been approximately 27 years old (1851 census 63). Little other 

information could be found about him.  

 

In September of 1839, Weeks sold the southern parts of Lots 18, 19 and 20 - including the part of 

Lot 19 containing AlGh-75 - to Varnum Burlingham. Burlingham had been born in New York 

State around 1798, and had arrived in Upper Canada sometime prior to 1812 (1861 Census 20). 

He served as a private in the Prince Edward County Militia during the War of 1812, and appears 

on pay lists from the summer of 1812 to January 1813 (Canada Dept. of Militia and Defense 15; 

Returns, Nominal Rolls and Pay Lists). In 1819 or 26 Varnum married Phoebe Rankin and they 

had five children: Elizabeth, Abigail, James, Catharine and William. 

 

In 1840, parts of Hallowell and Marysburgh Townships were split off to create a new township, 

named Athol.  (Lunn and Lunn 47). This new township includes the area of AlGh-75, and thus 

from this point on, the site is described as being in Athol Township.  

 

In the 1851 agricultural census for Athol Township, Varnum Burlingham  is listed as farming 50 

acres in the second concession, 40 of which were under cultivation, with 32 acres in crops, 7 in 

pasture, one in gardens or orchards and 10 acres wood or wild. Among other things the farm 

produced 18 pounds of wool, 80 pounds of maple sugar and 150 pounds of butter. Livestock 

included 2 bulls, oxen or steers, 3 milk cows, 2 calves or heifers, 2 horses, 3 sheep and 2 pigs 

(1851 agricultural census 3). Of particular interest is the listing that Varnum produced 3 barrels 

of cured fish. Ten years later in 1861 Varnum Burlingham still farmed 50 acres, now with 38 

cultivated with 24 in crops, 14 in pasture, 0 in gardens or orchards and 12 woods or wild (1861 

agricultural census). 

On the personal 1861 census for Athol Township, Varnum Burlingham is listed as a 68 year old 

farmer, living in a 1 İ story frame house. Varnumôs son James, a married labourer, aged 29, and 

Jamesô wife Elizabeth, 23, are also shown as living in the house, along with their 5 year old son 

William M. (1861 census 20). In July 1861 Varnum married Elizabeth McCarthey (nee 

Ferguson) age 67, also a resident of Athol Township (Marriages).  

 

The southern part of Lot 19 is shown as belonging to V. Burlingham on the 1863 Tremaine map 

and there is a structure shown in the location of the AlGh-75 site (Figure 7). 

In January of 1868, Varnum and Elizabeth sold the southern 100 acres of Lot 19, and the 

southern halves of Lots 18 and 19, to Varnumôs son James. That same day, James gave Varnum 

and Elizabeth a Life Lease on the same property.  

Varnum, 78, and Elizabeth, 77, appear on the 1871 census as still living in Athol Township. 

Living in the same household are James, 38, now recorded as a farmer, and his wife Matilda, 34. 

Matilda is probably the same wife as in the 1861 census, but is now presumably using her middle 
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name to avoid confusion with her mother-in-law. Their son, listed in the 1861 census as William 

M., is recorded as Manly. A servant, Martha Munroe, 14, is also included in the Burlingham 

household (1871 census 1).   

 

The southern part of Lot 19 is recorded on the 1878 Belden map as belonging to J. Burlingham 

and a house continues to be shown that corresponds to the location of AlGh-75 (Figure 8). 

 

By the 1891 Athol Township census, James Burlingham is listed as the head of his household, 57 

years old, and a lighthouse employee. James is recorded as having been the lighthouse keeper at 

nearby Point Petre Lighthouse, which was located at a point on the other side of Soup Harbour 

(Mika and Mika 145). Manly, 34, his wife Margretta, 27, and their 8 year old daughter Mintiche 

(sp?) are shown as living with the James and Matilda. Manlyôs occupation is listed as ñingeneerò 

(engineer), so it seems that neither Burlingham was farming Lot 19 at this time (1891 census 

13).  

In January 1894, James Burlingham sold the southern parts of Lots 18, 19 and 20, including the 

part of Lot 19 containing the AlGh-75 site, to a George Monck, and so the property passed out of 

the Burlingham family near the close of the nineteenth century.  

The 1931 topographic map (Figure 9) and the 1947 soil map (Figure 10) show two structures on 

the former Burlingham property, with one of these structures being in the general location of 

AlGh-75. These structures are still present in the 1963 topographic maps, and a third structure 

added near AlGh-75 that likely corresponds to the existing wooden shed on the eastern edge of 

the site (Figure 11). By 1976, the structures in the location of AlGh-75 are gone, and only the 

barn furthest from the road remains (Figure 12).  

Transaction Inst. Date Grantor Grantee Notes 

Patent Oct 27, 1823 Crown Samuel Chearnley S part 

B&S June 1, 1824 Samuel Chearnley Abraham Weeks Property 

B&S Mar 29, 1824 Samuel Chearnley Hazelton Spencer part 

B&S Sept 13, 1839 Abraham Weeks Varnum Burlingham 1/2 

B&S 1839 Varnum Burlingham Richard Youmans 1/4 

B&S Jan 30, 1868 Varnum Burlingham & wife James Burlingham 100 acres rear 

part 3 lots 

Life Lease Jan 30, 1868 James Burlingham Varnum & Elizabeth 

Burlingham 

100 acres rear 

part 3 lots 

Quit Claim 1873 Varnum Burlingham & wife James Burlingham 100 3 lots rear 

B&S 1894 J. Burlingham & wife George Monck 100 acres in lots, 

18, 19 & 20 
Table 1: Summary of land transactions for southern part of Lot  19, Concession 2, South Side of 

East Lake (Ontar io Land Registry) 
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Local First Nations Oral History  

 

This historical context was prepared by Gitiga Migizi, a respected Elder and Knowledge Keeper 

of the Michi Saagiig Nation. 

 

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 ñthe people of 

the big river mouthsò and were also known as the ñSalmon Peopleò 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 ñPeacekeepersò 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 ñOld Onesò 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. The western side of the 

Michi Saagiig Nation was located around the Grand River which was used as a portage route as 

the Niagara portage was too dangerous. The Michi Saagiig would portage from present-day 

Burlington to the Grand River and travel south to the open water on Lake Erie.  

 

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

sometime between 500-1000 A.D. seeking to establish villages and a corn growing economy ï 

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 would have bound each nation to their respective 
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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.  

 

The Odawa Nation worked with the Michi Saagiig to meet with the Huron-Wendat, the Petun, 

and Neutral Nations to continue the amicable political and economic relationship that existed ï a 

symbiotic relationship that was mainly policed and enforced by the Odawa people.  

 

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: ñWe werenôt 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 ï 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.  

 

Some of the old leaders recognized that it became increasingly difficult to keep the peace after 

the Europeans introduced guns. But we still continued to meet, and we still continued to have 

some wampum, which doesnôt mean we negated our territory or gave up our territory ï we did 

not do that. We still consider ourselves a sovereign nation despite legal challenges against that. 

We still view ourselves as a nation and the government must negotiate from that basis.ò  
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Often times, southern Ontario is described as being ñvacantò after the dispersal of the Huron-

Wendat peoples in 1649 (who fled east to Quebec and south to the United States). This is 

misleading as these territories remained the homelands of the Michi Saagiig Nation.  

 

The Michi Saagiig participated in eighteen treaties from 1781 to 1923 to allow the growing 

number of European settlers to establish in Ontario. Pressures from increased settlement forced 

the Michi Saagiig to slowly move into small family groups around the present day communities: 

Curve Lake First Nation, Hiawatha First Nation, Alderville First Nation, Scugog Island First 

Nation, New Credit First Nation, and Mississauga First Nation.  

 

The Michi Saagiig have been in Ontario for thousands of years, and they remain here to this day. 

 

(Gitiga Migizi and Kapyrka 2015) 

 

 

History of the Nation Huronne-Wendat 

 

As an ancient people, traditionally, the Huron-Wendat, a great Iroquoian civilization of 

farmers and fishermen-hunter-gatherers and also the masters of trade and diplomacy, 

represented several thousand individuals. They lived in a territory stretching from the 

Gaspé Peninsula in the Gulf of Saint Lawrence and up along the Saint Lawrence Valley 

on both sides of the Saint Lawrence River all the way to the Great Lakes. Huronia, 

included in Wendake South, represents a part of the ancestral territory of the Huron- 

Wendat Nation in Ontario. It extends from Lake Nipissing in the North to Lake Ontario 

in the South and Île Perrot in the East to around Owen Sound in the West. This territory 

is today marked by several hundred archaeological sites, listed to date, testifying to this 

strong occupation of the territory by the Nation. It is an invaluable heritage for the 

Huron-Wendat Nation and the largest archaeological heritage related to a First Nation in 

Canada. 

 

According to our own traditions and customs, the Huron-Wendat are intimately linked to 

the Saint Lawrence River and its estuary, which is the main route of its activities and way 

of life. The Huron-Wendat formed alliances and traded goods with other First Nations 

among the networks that stretched across the continent. 

 

Today, the population of the Huron-Wendat Nation is composed of more than 4000 

members distributed on-reserve and off-reserve.  

 

The Huron-Wendat Nation band council (CNHW) is headquartered in Wendake, the oldest First 

Nations community in Canada, located on the outskirts of Quebec City (20 km north of the city) 

on the banks of the Saint Charles River. There is only one Huron-Wendat community, whose 

ancestral territory is called the Nionwentsïo, which translates to "our beautiful land" in the 

Wendat language.  

 

The Huron-Wendat Nation is also the only authority that have the authority and rights to 

protect and take care of her ancestral sites in Wendake South. 
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Archaeological Context 

 
Time Period Dates (BP) Traits  Diagnostic Artifacts 

Paleo 11,000-9800 Tundra transitioning to open 

spruce forest, big game hunting 

Fluted, Hi-Lo points 

Early Archaic 9,800-8,000 Closed pine and spruce forest Nettling, bifurcate points 

Middle Archaic 8,000-4,500  Brewerton points 

Late Archaic 4,500-2,700 cemeteries with exotic grave 

goods, copper use, polished 

stone birdstones, gorget 

Lamoka, Crawford Knoll, Hind 

points 

Early Woodland 2,700-2,300 Introduction of pottery, exotic 

burial goods 

Vinette pottery: Meadowood, 

Adena points 

Middle Woodland  2,300-1000 Improvements in pottery 

manufacture, participation in 

Hopewell trading sphere 

pseudo-scallopshell, dentate 

stamped coil made pottery, 

Levanna, Crawford Knoll points 

Late Woodland 1000-400 Introduction of corn, bean, 

squash horticulture, Little Ice 

Age during period 

paddle and anvil made pottery, 

Madison points 

Table 2: Archaeological periods related to the precontact Indigenous occupation of Ontario 

 
Considerable archaeology has been done in Prince Edward County dating back to 1860, when 

the amateur archaeologist T.C. Wallbridge excavated mounds along Rednersville road on the 

south shore of the Bay of Quinte. Early in the 20
th
 century George Chadd amassed an impressive 

collection of artifacts from more than a dozen sites he identified in the Carrying Place area. The 

Chadd collection would become the backbone of the ROMs Ontario prehistoric collection. A 

number of the sites Chadd identified were examined by David Boyle and W. J. Wintemberg who 

investigated at Consecon Creek (AlGj-1), Bald Head Island (BaGj-4), Becroft Point (BaGj-15) 

and Smokes Point (BaGj-5) between 1914 and 1922. Many of these waterfront sites are 

multicomponent with artifacts diagnostic of the Late Archaic through to the historic period.  

 

In the 1950s another amateur, the Reverend Bowen Squire identified a number of sites around 

Lake Consecon and the Big Swamp. Also in the 1950s and 60s a number of Iroquoian villages 

were identified and excavated by the Museum of Man in Ottawa under Thomas McIlwraith and 

Thomas Lee and by the University of Toronto under Norman Emerson. These sites included 

Hillier, Waupoos, MacDougall and Payne. Numerous groundstone tools have been recovered by 

farmers and amateur archaeologists over the years and there is good evidence that there was a 

substantial Archaic occupation of the peninsula. A Laurentian Archaic burial near Picton 

included a number of copper artifacts.   

 

In the early 1970s a number of sites in Sophiasburgh Township south of Belleville were 

identified by Paul Sweetman including Barber 2, Nightingale and Miller. In 1976 Ken Swayze 

undertook an archaeological survey of Prince Edward County, which included relocating and 

registering those sites identified by Chadd and Squire as well as sites known to local residents 

and avocationals (Swayze 1976). Swayze also surveyed some of the shoreline around the 

peninsula identifying sites eroding out of the shore. A few years later in 1983 Mima Kapches did 

a similar study in Ameliasburgh Township identifying a number of new sites. The last big survey 
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work in Prince Edward County was undertaken by Hugh Daechsel and Phil Wright in the 

southwest portion around the Sandbanks and Outlet Beach and led to the description of the 

Sandbanks Tradition, which appears to be the Eastern Ontario equivalent of Princess Point.   

 

Many parts of the Prince Edward Peninsula particularly the interior and southeast portions have 

not received a thorough survey yet and many sites are likely still to be found. For instance a large 

Middle Woodland site was recently found during a Stage 2 survey on the northwest shore of Big 

Island. Given the amount of coastline the Prince Edward Peninsula offers and the rich fishing 

grounds and marshes it possesses, the archaeological potential of the region is very high and 

numerous sites will likely be identified as development increases in the County.  

 

The Stage 3 site area is located near the shore of Soup Harbour, a small harbour on the 

windswept southwestern coast of Prince Edward County. The site area consists mostly of 

agricultural field, with an unploughed strip of land between the field and the shoreline. The 

beach at the shoreline is down a short, but steep embankment, and is composed of small 

limestone cobbles and gravel. The land can be accessed from this beach, but as the harbour is 

facing the open water of Lake Ontario, the swells in this harbour are often quite large and the 

conditions windy, and so the conditions make the harbour a poor location to land a water-going 

vessel. At the western limit of the Stage 3 assessment area is a clump of trees and overgrown 

brush. At the eastern limit of the Stage 3 assessment area is a small permanent timber framed 

shed and gravel parking area.  

 

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

one site registered within 1 km of AlGh-75. This is the Rankin site discovered during the Stage 2 

assessment of the subject property.  

 

Borden # Site Name Time Period Affinity  Site Type 

AlGh-76 Rankin late 19
th
ï20

th
 c Euro-Canadian farmstead 

Table 3: Sites within 1 km of AlGh-75 (MCM archaeological sites database) 
 

A Stage 1-2 archaeological assessment was conducted on the subject property in 2016 under PIF 

P191-0103-2016 by Ground Truth Archaeology Limited. This resulted in the discovery of two 

historic artifact scatters, which were registered with the MCM as AlGh-75, the Burlingham site, 

and AlGh-76, the Rankin site (Sheldon 2017). As the artifacts discovered in AlGh-75 indicated 

that the siteôs initial occupation dated prior to 1830, a Stage 3 assessment was recommended in 

order to refine the dates of occupation and to identify site limits. The other site discovered during 

the Stage 2 assessment, AlGh-76, was located approximately 200 m to the north. As the artifacts 

discovered in AlGh-76 dated from c. 1863 to the 120
th
 century, no further archaeological work 

was recommended for AlGh-76.  
 

The closest indigenous archaeological site is AlGh-63, the Fraser site, a Pickering phase early-

Late Woodland campsite registered by Bill Fox during conservation work in 1987. The site was 

located in an eroded sand dune east of Outlet Beach Provincial Park and included Pickering 

pottery, fire cracked rock and a possible hearth feature. Outlet Beach is the sand bar that embays 

East Lake and is adjacent to Sandbanks Provincial Park, which is to the north.  
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Another four sites (all indigenous) are located from 2-3 km from AlGh-75. The Outlet Beach 

Provincial Park Burial (AlGh-14) was discovered prior to 1967 and was subsequently registered 

in that year by D. K. Hakas as a result of his 1967 survey work in the County, though he did not 

visit the site. It is not clear what era this site dates to as it was only referred to by collectors.  

 

The Whiteford site (AlGh-18) is the location on the south shore of East Lake given to Ken 

Swayze in 1973 where a campground owner had found several Archaic points. No further 

information is known regarding this site. ll  five of the indigenous sites are located near the 

confluence of East Lake and Lake Ontario to the northwest (MHSTCI 2022). No sites have been 

recorded along the shoreline of Soup Harbour.  

 
Borden # Site Name Time Period Affinity  Site Type 

AlGh-64 Cummings Woodland, Middle Indigenous burial 

AlGh-63 Fraser Woodland, Late Indigenous campsite 

AlGh-62 Reid Cemetery Woodland, Late Indigenous burial 

AlGh-18 Whiteford Archaic Indigenous findspots 

AlGh-14 Outlet Beach Prov. Park Burial  Indigenous burial 

Table 4: Table 3: Sites from 1-3 km of AlGh-75 (MCM archaeological sites database) 

 

AlGh-62, the Reid Cemetery was registered by William Fox during his 1987 conservation work 

in the Outlet Beach area. The cemetery was located in a fossil sand dune used for sand 

extraction. The cemetery is recorded as early-Late Woodland from the Pickering phase and 

consisted of multiple disarticulated burials in a one metre diameter pit.  

 

Lastly, there is the Cummings site (AlGh-64) near Outlet Beach, a Sandbanks tradition campsite 

where 55 ceramic sherds from three vessels were recovered under license 1988-19 by the 

Cataraqui Archaeological Research Foundation. The campsite was located between two sand 

dunes and is close to AlGh-62. 

 

No historical plaques or monuments are associated with the property.  

 

The soils in the northern area of the site consists of Ameliasburgh loam (Al), a stony, alkaline 

soil with good natural drainage, generally consisting of 30-100 cm of soil over bedrock. The 

soils in the southern area of the site  is classified as marsh soils (Ma). Typically marsh soil has 

very poor drainage and consists of shallow water underlain by partially decomposed organic 

matter. However, the area of the site that is labelled "Marsh soils' on the soils map was not found 

to be not overly wet during the Stage 2 and Stage 3 field assessments, and may have been 

drained since the soil map was composed in 1947, or subject to shoreline erosion (Figure 10).  

 

The topography is relatively flat, with a short but vertical drop to the limestone beach of Soup 

Harbour. Comparison of the 19th century maps to the present topography indicates that a 

significant portion of the shoreline (40-80 m) may have eroded away in the last 150 years. 

 

The Stage 3 assessment was conducted on November 19, 22, 24, 25, 2021, and April 26, 27, 28, 

29, May 3, 5, 6, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, and 17, 2022 
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Maps 
 

 
Figure 1: Subject property, shown in yellow on the NTS 1:50,000 map (30N14) 
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Figure 2: AlGh -75 Stage 3 study area (in yellow) on NTS 1:50,000 map (30N14) 
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Figure 3: Aerial view of AlGh-75 Stage 3 study area (base plan Google Earth 2022) 

 



 15 

 
Figure 4: Development plan (RFA Planning Consultant Inc. 2023) 
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Figure 5: Stage 3 limits of AlGh-75 on development plan (base map RFA Planning Consultant Inc. 2023) 
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Figure 6: Subject property (outlined in red) on patent map c. 1835  
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Figure 7: Varnum Burlinghamôs house in southeast corner of subject property on the 1863 Tremaine map  



 19 

 
Figure 8: James Burlinghamôs house shown on 1878 Belden map  
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Figure 9: House and barn shown in southeast corner of subject property on the 1931 topographic map 
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Figure 10: Subject property (outlined in red) on soil map with two structures shown in southeast corner (Ministry of Agriculture 1947) 
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Figure 11: Structures shown in the location of AlGh-75 on the 1963 1:50,000 NTS map (30N14b) 
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Figure 12: Barn remaining in southeast corner of subject property on the 1976 1:50,000 NTS map (30N14) 
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Figure 13: AlGh-75 Stage 3 unit map 
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Figure 14: Stage 2 finds in relation to Stage 3 excavations 
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Figure 15: AlGh-75 total artifact count 
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Figure 16: AlGh-75 Stage 3 architectural artifacts distribution  
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Figure 17: AlGh-75 Stage 3 total early artifact count 
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Figure 18: AlGh-75 Stage 3 site limits 
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Figure 19: AlGh-75 Stage 3 features and burn deposit on site plan  
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Figure 20: Al Gh-75 Stage 3 Photograph directions (by photograph catalogue number) 
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Figure 21: Stage 3 Recommendations map 
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Figure 22: Plan view of N390 E140 showing portion of Feature 1 ï western well 

 

 
Figure 23: North profile of N350 E190 
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Figure 24: West profile of N370 E180 

 

 
Figure 25: North profile of N385 E190 
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Figure 26: North Profile of N390 E197 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 27: North profile of N370 E140 
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Figure 28: North profile of N390 E189 & N390 E190 
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Figure 29: Plan view of N390 E196, 196 & 197 showing exposed portion of Feature 2 - eastern well 
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Field Methods 
 

The Stage 2 artifact and historic analysis indicated that AlGh-75 predates 1830 and thus will 

ultimately require Stage 4 excavation or avoidance mitigation (S&G 3.4.2 Standard 1a; 3.4 

Standard 1f). Because of this, the Stage 3 assessment was done on a 10 m grid, which covered all 

of the Stage 2 findspots. The CSP for the site was done during the Stage 2 assessment.   

 

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

with a baseline running north-south parallel to the eastern property line. A permanent datum was 

established at the approximate centre of the eastern edge of the site, at the southeastern corner of 

unit N400 E200.  

 

The units were referred to by the coordinates of the southeast corner relative to the datum. For 

example, unit N410 E180 was located 10m north and 20m west of the datum. Following the 

standard protocol of the Lot System each unit was treated as a single context and each deposit 

encountered during the excavation of each unit was assigned a lot number meant only to describe 

the stratigraphy of that unit. Artifacts were bagged by the particular unit and lot they were 

recovered from. The artifacts recovered during the Stage 3 assessment are listed in the artifact 

catalogue at the end of this report.  

 

The Stage 3 archaeological assessment of AlGh-75 consisted of the excavation of 49 1m² units 

on a ten metre grid. An additional 19 units (40% of the grid units) were excavated in areas of 

interest, for a total of 68 units. Excavations continued until the area covered by the Stage 2 

findspots was reached and units on the periphery of the site contained less than 10 artifacts. 

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, or to bedrock. Soil profiles were photographed and drawn to scale for each unit. 

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

units were backfilled. 

 

Three features were partially exposed during the Stage 3 excavations. All were mapped, 

photographed and drawn in plan view before being covered with geotextile and their parent units 

backfilled.  

 

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 and lighting conditions were suitable for 

the recovery and recording of archaeological materials.  

 

During November 2021, weather conditions ranged from passing clouds to overcast, with high 

temperatures between 3 and 7°C. In April 2022, the weather ranged from scattered clouds to 

overcast, with high temperatures between 6 and 15°C, and in May 2022, the weather ranged from 

passing clouds to partly sunny, with temperatures between 15 and 27°C.   
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Record of Finds 
 

Inventory of field notes: Author/recorders: Tiffany McLellan, Courtney Gifford 

    Field notes:   2060181NB1-9 

    Field drawings:  2060181FD1 

    Field recording forms: 2060181FRF01-62 

    Photographs:   2060181D01-150 

 

Packed artifact collection: located in one bankerôs box labelled GTAB 093. 

 

The topsoil/plough zone over the majority of the site consisted of a medium brown silty clay 

loam 12ï45 cm in depth, averaging 25 cm. This topsoil was underlain either by a yellow brown 

silty clay subsoil or fractured limestone bedrock. In the latter case a significant amount of 

fractured limestone inclusions were present in the topsoil. The units underlain directly by 

bedrock tended to be shallower and it is likely that ploughing incorporated any subsoil originally 

present into the plough zone.  

 

The terrain of the entire site was flat. The majority of the site consisted of ploughed field. At the 

western limit of the site there was a small area of trees and brush corresponding to the location of 

the barn that stood until recently. Approximately 30m to the south of the site was a beach of 

limestone cobbles and pebbles on Lake Ontario (Plate 3). 

   

Three features (Figure 19) were identified during the Stage 3 assessment of AlGh-75. The first 

feature was identified in unit N390 E140, and was designated as Feature 1 (F01). Although the 

feature was not fully exposed the portion visible is clearly part of the stone lined shaft of a filled 

in well (Plate 17, Figure 22). This feature is located at the west end of the site and is likely 

associated with the barn that stood in this location until recently (Figure 12).  

 

The second feature was also a well. It was first identified in unit N390 E195, and was found to 

continue into intensification units N390 E196 and N390 E197 (Plates 18 & 19, Figure 29). It was 

designated as Feature 02 (F02) and is located in the southeastern corner of the core of the site 

likely south east of the original cabin on the property.  

 

The third feature was a linear deposit of black organic soil with charcoal conclusions running 

north-south at the eastern edge of unit N400 E194 (Plate 21) and the western edge of N400 E195 

(Plate 22). The linear organic deposit extended both north and south of these units and is 

interpreted as a burnt log or squared timber, possibly a sill beam for a cabin. 

 

Other deposits worth mentioning include in unit 410 E190, which had medium brown clay loam 

with limestone inclusions, over medium brown clay limestone and mortar inclusions, over 

fractured bedrock. This may indicate a close proximity to the foundations/wall of a structure.  

 

Units N385 E190 and N385 E195 contained a large amount of crushed limestone gravel in the 

topsoil, which is interpreted as an old driveway that led from Welbanks Road to the barn visible 

on the 1963 and 1976 maps (Figures 11 & 12). At the time of the Stage 3 excavation, the 

driveway was covered in grass, but the driveway is visible on the 2015 Google Earth images 
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(Figure 13). An artifact bearing deposit was found under the gravel deposit indicating the gravel 

was simply spread on the surface and is not a disturbance.  

 

Another unit from that area, N395 E195, contained a thinner deposit of the same driveway gravel 

covering the same buried medium brown clay topsoil with artifacts. However, in this unit a layer 

of limestone rubble lay below on subsoil (Plate 15). This rubble layer is likely related to some 

construction either as rough paving within or without the footprint of a structure or as demolition 

of a wall, foundation or other structure.  

 

A total of 6,753 artifacts were recovered during the Stage 3 assessment of AlGh-75. The highest 

artifact count from a unit was 605 in N390 E190 (Plate 20). In this unit a deposit of medium 

brown silty clay loam with a large amount of charcoal inclusions (Lot 2) was found below the 

plough zone. 521 of the 605 artifacts found in this unit were from Lot 2. An intensification unit 

was placed north and west of this unit and the same deposit was encountered covering all three 

units. 381 artifacts were recovered from N390 E189 and 305 from N391 E190 again mostly from 

Lot 2.  

 

The 20 metre section of the E190 line from N385 (211 artifacts) to N405 (211 artifacts) can be 

considered the north-south axis of the core of the site in terms of artifact distribution. The second 

highest artifact count was 434 from N400 E190.  

 

Artifact density per unit generally dropped substantially north of the N410 line, west of the E180 

line and south of the N385 line. Within the core of the site the artifact density remained relatively 

high to the eastern property line 
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Images 
 

Field Images 

 

 
Plate 1: Looking north over northern half of site (2060181D03) 

 

 
Plate 2: Looking south over southern half of site, view toward Soup Harbour (2060181D02) 
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Plate 3: Beach south of site (2060181D05) 

 

 
Plate 4: View towards site from beach (2060181D06) 
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Plate 5: Unit  N360 E200 at close of excavation (2060181D113) 

 

 
Plate 6: Unit N380 E140 at close of excavation (2060181D111) 
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Plate 7: Unit N380 E200 at close of excavation (2060181D087) 

 

 
Plate 8: Unit N390 E170 at close of excavation (2060181D68) 
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Plate 9: Technicians excavating units (2060181D42) 

 

 

 
Plate 10: Unit N410 E170 at close of excavation (2060181D21) 

 

 

 












































































