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SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

 stage 1 archaeological assessment was conducted on the property proposed for a 
solar farm consisting of part lots 3 and 4 in concession 9 of Fenelon Township, 

Kawartha Lakes, Victoria County Ontario. This project was to assess the archaeological 
potential of the study area and determine any subsequent action. The Cataraqui 
Archaeological Research Foundation conducted this work on behalf of GENIVAR Inc. 

A

 
The study area contains low to moderate potential for prehistoric use due to elevated 
topography in the study area, although there are no registered archaeological sites in the 
area. The historical research suggests low potential for historic period use, however the 
existence of an historic transportation route in the form of the concession road to the east 
increases the potential to moderate. As a result of this research it is recommended that: 
 

• A stage 2 archaeological assessment be conducted on the lands to be impacted by 
development prior to any construction activities. Since much of the property 
appears to be under cultivation it can be field walked at 5 metre intervals after 
ploughing and test pitted at 5 metre intervals where ploughing is not possible. 

 
In addition, the following standard clauses regarding archaeological deposits are 
included:  
 
● Should deeply buried archaeological remains be found on the property during 

construction activities, Ministry of Tourism and Culture (416-314-7148) should 
be notified immediately 

 
 and 
 
   ● In event that human remains are encountered during construction, both the  

Ministry of Tourism and Culture (416-314-7148) and the Registrar or Deputy 
Registrar of the Cemeteries Regulation Unit of the Ministry of Small Business 
and Consumer Services (416-326-8393) should be contacted immediately 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
A Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment was conducted for the property located in Lindsay, 
formerly the Township of Fenelon, Kawartha Lakes, Victoria County, Ontario on part 
lots 3 and 4 in concession 9 in order to determine the archaeological potential of that 
property prior to the construction of a solar farm. The Cataraqui Archaeological Research 
Foundation was contracted by Terry Rasmussen of GENIVAR to conduct this work. 
Lindsay, located approximately 8 kilometres southwest of the study area is the closest 
and most historically significant to the properties in question. 
 
The Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment of the study area was conducted by the 
Cataraqui Archaeological Research Foundation in February 2011. Andrew Hill conducted 
the historical background research and the archaeological potential was assessed by 
Nadine Kopp under the direction of licenced archaeologist Sue Bazely.  
 
The following report details the results of the Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment of the 
property. Included in the report is information about the location and environment of the 
study area, previous archaeological research conducted in the area and a history of the 
property. Followed by the recommendations arising from the Stage 1 investigations.  
 

 
Figure 1: Regional map of study area 

 2



CATARAQUI ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH FOUNDATION 

 

 3 

 

Figure 2: Location of study area 

 

Figure 3: Map showing study area, part lots 3 and 4, concession 9 
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ENVIRONMENT 
 

he study area consists of approximately 60 hectares (148 acres) of open fields and 
some low lying wet areas and wooded sections. It is bordered by Pleasant Point Road 

on the east. There is an elevated treed ridge running to the west and north of the area. A 
large wetland exists to the southeast of the study area and is part of a secondary creek of 
Emily Creek located to the east. Sturgeon Lake is located to the north beyond and below 
a steep ridge. The study area is in the Township of Kawartha Lakes, formerly Fenelon in 
Victoria County northeast of the town of Lindsay. Two smaller communities Pleasant 
Point to the north and Snug Harbour to the west are located on Sturgeon Lake. 

T 

 
The former Township of Fenelon is located in the Peterborough Drumlin Field 
physiographic region of Southern Ontario. This region consists of approximately 3,000 
drumlins in addition to numerous other drumlinoids. The general orientation of the 
drumlin axes is from northeast to southwest and the drumlins are generally composed of 
highly calcareous till. The area is mostly underlain by the Lindsay Formation, which is 
pale to medium gray nodular crystalline limestone in shaley and rubbley outcrops. In 
Victoria County, the bedrock is generally close to the surface and the till contains large 
quantities of angular limestone rubble. Here, the drumlins are more scattered and not so 
well formed as in other areas. Deposits of clay lie between the drumlins to create a 
“drumlin and clay flat” landscape (Chapman and Putnam 1984: 169-170).  

 
The general area of Victoria County lies within the Huron - Ontario sub-region of the 
Great Lakes - St. Lawrence Forest Region. Trees found in this region include sugar 
maple, beech, basswood, white and red ash, yellow birch, red maple, and red, white and 
bur oaks. Eastern hemlock, eastern white pine and balsam fir are also found in the sub-
region (Rowe 1977). The area would have been cleared of its original forest cover during 
the establishment of farms and fields in the early nineteenth century. 
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CULTURAL OVERVIEW  
 

he prehistory of Ontario extends as far back as 12,000 years (Wright 1972). This 
earliest period is part of what archaeologists refer to as the Paleo Indian period 

(12,000 -10,000 B.P.). There is a great deal of archaeological evidence for this period in 
Southwestern and South Central Ontario but very little to date has been found in Eastern 
Ontario, likely since during much of the last glacial period Eastern Ontario was covered 
with ice, making the landscape inhospitable. 

T 

 
Material from the Paleo Indian period has been documented along the Trent River system 
west of the study area. An occupation has also been reported for the Napanee River Basin 
and fragments of a Late Paleo Indian point have been identified on the 1000 Islands in 
along the Cataraqui /Rideau system in Kingston. 
 
The Archaic Period (10,000 B.P. - 3,000 B.P.) is characterized by increasing diversity 
between regional populations, the introduction of ground stone tools and increased 
reliance on gathered food resources (e.g. plants, nuts). During this period trading 
networks developed spanning much of the Great Lakes area and possibly extending to the 
Atlantic Ocean. By 6,000 B.P. copper was mined in the Upper Great Lakes and traded 
into southern Ontario. The earliest recorded human burials in Eastern Ontario date to the 
Middle Archaic Period. Archaic material has been identified along the Trent River 
system to the west, along the Moira River, to the northwest in Prince Edward County. 
 
The Woodland Period (3000 B.C. - A.D. 1550) is characterized by the introduction of 
ceramics. Populations continued to participate in an extensive trade network that spanned 
much of North America. Social structure appears to have become increasingly complex 
with some status differentiation recognized in burials. Towards the end of this period 
domestic plants were introduced to the region. This coincided with other changes 
including the development of permanent and semi-permanent villages, which were often 
enclosed with palisades. This area was most likely part of a territory utilized by the 
Huron who developed along the north shore of Lake Ontario.  

Late Iroquoian Occupation sites are located throughout this region including the Benson 
site (Ramsden 1977a, 1979), a late sixteenth century Huron village, to the north near 
Balsam Lake.  
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PROPERTY HISTORY 
 

he study area is located in the City of Kawartha Lakes, formerly the County of 
Victoria, Ontario. It is approximately 35 Kilometres northwest of Peterborough, and 

the same distance east of Lake Simcoe. The nearest urban centre is the town of Lindsay, 
with a population of approximately 17,000 people, five kilometres to its southwest. 
Figure 4 places the study area within the broader context of Southern Ontario, depicted 
the broader region between the City of Toronto and Algonquin Park.   

T 

 

Lake Simcoe 

 

Study Area 

Lake Huron / 
Georgian Bay 

Figure 4: Location of the Study Area within the broader context of Southern Ontar
Ministry of Transportation, 2011) 

 
Historically the study area belongs to the east halves of Lot 3 and Lot 4 in 
of Fenelon Township, Victoria County. The county, its townships, towns
were amalgamated to form the City of Kawartha Lakes in 2001. Figure 5 sho
area parameters with respect to nearby Sturgeon Lake, and the former Tow
Note that the concession roads run north to south.  
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The land that would later comprise 
Victoria and Peterborough Counties was 
acquired by the Crown, from the 
Mississauga Indians, in 1818. The 
demand for new settlement land had been 
fostered by an influx of immigrants 
following the War of 1812. Survey work 
began immediately, and the government 
of Upper Canada began advertising 
Victoria County land for sale in 1821. 
The entire county was not surveyed, 
however, until 1826. Fenelon Township 
was surveyed between 1820 and 1824.  
 
Lindsay is the closest settled community 
to the study area, of any appreciable size. 
It is also the former county’s largest 
centre, with an approximate population of 
17,000 people. Lindsay grew around a 
dam built on the Scugog River, along 
with a gristmill and a sawmill. These 
were built in 1827-1829 by way of a 
government contract awarded to three 
Americans, William Purdy and his two 
sons, Jesse and Hazard. Lindsay was 
originally known as Purdy’s Mills. The 
1825 survey of Ops Township, to which 
Lindsay belonged, had already marked 
this site for the establishment of a town. 
Its streets and lots were laid-out in 1834. 
Lindsay was incorporated as a town in 
1857. 
 

Figure 5: The study area with respect to Sturgeon Lake and the former Town of Lindsay (Ontario 
Department of Highways, 1963) 

 
Fenelon Falls is the only significant settlement in the Fenelon District. It is located 10 
kilometres north of the study area, across Sturgeon Lake. A gristmill was first built there 
in 1841, followed by a newer gristmill and sawmills ten years later. Soon thereafter, the 
hamlet began shipping lumber to Port Perry by way of steamer. The smaller settlements 
of Snug Harbour, Pleasant Point, and Sturgeon Point are centred on summer resort 
activities. 
 
The first European inhabitants of Victoria County settled in Emily Township, southeast 
of Fenelon, in 1821. They were immigrants from Fermanaugh County in Ireland. 
According to Beldon’s 1881 Atlas of Victoria County, one of these pioneers returned to 
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Ireland in the early 1820s to retrieve his family. While there, he arranged reduced fares 
for 400 new immigrants. Many of these newcomers settled in the Perth District, but the 
majority found homes in the Newcastle District, of which Victoria and Peterborough 
Counties would later form a large part. The bulk of Fenelon County’s first inhabitants, 
according to Kirkconnell’s Centennial History of the county, came from Irish families 
who originally settled in the Peterborough area (Kirkconnell 1967:44). 
 

 
Figure 6: The Study area in 1881, showing the southeast part of the former Township of Fenelon 

(Beldon, 2000) 

 
Settlement of Fenelon Township began in the mid-1830s, but it was slow to develop. In 
1842, the entire township consisted of just 49 households and 180 people. The 1852 
census lists less than 300 people. Beldon’s 1881 atlas notes that settlement of the 
township was stunted “by locatees merely doing the settlement duties (clearing two rods 
and slashing four in front of lots, for a road), then holding the land as a speculation – 
residence not being compulsory” (Beldon 2000:5). The 1881 township map depicts at 
least some of the township’s occupants, none of which appear in the study area (Figure 
3). But John Greer, an early owner of Lot 3, is already listed in the 1865 directory of 
Victoria. Matthew Greer, probably John’s father, purchased the Lot 1855. No Greers are 
listed in the Fenelon directory of 1858. The 1852 census shows that John Greer (then 
spelled Grier) and his family lived in Peterborough Township. The Greers, as per 
Kirkconnell’s research, were an Irish Presbyterian farming family from Peterborough. 
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The ownership histories of Lots 3 and 4 are relatively straightforward. These are 
illustrated in the Charts B and C, below. All of the study area’s adult male inhabitants up 
to 1911 are listed as farmers, with a single exception. The 1901 census lists a 19 year-old 
school teacher named Herbert Moynes living with the family of John Hay, who briefly 
owned the south part of Lot 3 in 1900-1901. It is likely that Moynes taught at the 
schoolhouse depicted on the southeast corner of Lot 4 on the 1881 map. James Morrison 
had purchased Lot 4 in 1855. He is listed in the study area in the 1865, but not the1858 
directory of Fenelon. The Morrisons were a Scottish farming family. Immediately after 
purchasing the lot, James immediately sold a small 110 square foot section of its 
southeast corner to the Fenelon District School Trustees. Richard Sharpe, a successive 
owner, sold an additional, undetermined amount of adjacent land to the school in 1876. In 
1888 the east part of Lot 4 was sold to James and George Milligan, who purchased the 
school property in 1912. A larger school, shown on the map of 1916 (Figure 8), was then 
built across the road on Lot 3 of Concession 10.  
 
An 1865 lawsuit pitted John and James Morrison against one another in the Court of 
Chancery. The men were in their late 30s and 40s respectively at the time, and so were 
presumably brothers. The lawsuit resulted in the sale of Lot 4’s east half to Richard 
Sharpe, mentioned above. Its west half was granted to James Morrison, who sold it to 
George Muckleston in 1867. Muckleston sold the land to the Greer family in 1874.  The 
Greers, Endicotts, and Millagans – all farming families – would remain the study area’s 
principal land owners until the second half of the 20th century. At least the Greers and 
Milligans appear to have been related by marriage.  
 
The 1891 census shows that a number of modest wood residential buildings lined the 
concession road in the area of lot 3 and 4 that year. A number of these were occupied by 
tenants who do not appear on maps or in property records. While the exact lot numbers 
are not given in the census, it is clear from the family names that several of these were 
located in the study area. The first brick house, listed below, was occupied by the family 
of John Hay. This entry probably refers to the same house depicted on Lot 7, Concession 
10, owned by John Hay and depicted on the 1881 map. Subsequent entries run south from 
the Hay residence. They correspond closely with the surnames of the property owners 
depicted on the later 1916 map (Figure 8). Property records suggest that the last entry, 
which shows two wood houses owned by the family of Joseph Greer, were located on the 
northeast quarter of Lot 3 (see chart B).  
 

Chart A: Buildings in and surrounding the study area in 1891 
 
Composition # 

Storeys 
# 

Rooms 
Occupants Notes 

Brick 1.5 13 John and Jessie Hay; 7 children Lot 7, Conc. 10 
Wood 1.5 8 Thomas and Mary Endicott; 5 

children 
 

Wood 1.5 4 Samuel Endicott  
Wood 1.5 8 Robert and Victoria Brien; 2 

children 
Tenant farmers 
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Wood 1  2 William and Ann Hutchinson Tenant farmers 
Wood 1 4 George and Catherine Greer  
Wood 1 1 James and Francis Brien Tenant farmers 
Wood 1.5 6 James and Annie Milligan  
Wood 1.5 7 Robert and Mary Graham  
(i) Wood 
(ii) Wood  

1.5 
1.5 

7 
5 

Joseph and Sarah Greer; 5 
children 

Northeast ¼ of 
Lot 3 

 
Topographical maps from 1952, 1971, 1978, and 1999 show that no development of the 
land, significant from an historical perspective, occurred throughout the 20th century.  
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Property Transactions 
Lots 3 and 4, Former Township of Fenelon 

 
 
 

 
Lot 4 
200 

acres 
 
 
 
 
 

Lot 3 
200 

acres 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Figure 7: (above): Historical divisions of Lots 3 and 4, (And

Figure 8: (below): Lots 3 and 4 in 1916 (Beldon, 
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Lot 4 West (100 acres) 
 
Lot 4 East (100 acres) 
 
School Section No. 7, 
Fenelon 

(1855 to 1912) 
 
Lot 3, Northeast (50 acres)
 
Lot 3, Northwest (50 
acres) 
rew Hill, 2011) 

2000) 
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Chart B: Lot 3 Property Owners 
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Crown patent to 
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All 200 acres 

 

 

Grant to Gilbert Hore 

Estate to Robert Hore 

 

NORTHWE
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NORTH 100 
acres 

 

Sale to Geoffrey 
Hall 

All 200 acres
S

J
Sale to Joseph Greer, 

$ 1,850 

Sale to Harold 
Buckley, $25,000 

 

12
Sale to Matthew Greer
Will to George Greer
Sale to John 
Greer 
 

ale to George Endicott,
 $ 1,525 
Grant to Earl and Jean
Endicott 
Acquired by John 

Sale to John 
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Linda Cook 
1855
Deed to Thomas Hall
 Deed to William Brown
Deed to James
1873
1876

1883
1964
1922
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1977
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Grant to Walker 
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SOUTH 
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acres 
NORTHEAST
50 acres
1835
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Chart C: Lot 4 Property Owners 
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Figure 9: The Study area in 1978 (Department of National Defence, 1999) 
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL  

 

lthough there are no archaeological sites registered in the area, there are other 

indicators of archaeological potential. While there is considerable potential for 

prehistoric land use for areas within 300 metres of a primary watercourse and within 200 

metres of a minor watercourse, the closest watercourses are 1 km away. Sturgeon Lake is 

located 1.5 km from the study area. There are two small elevated areas, one towards the 

northeast of the study area and one in the southeast corner. Indicators for historic 

potential include historic transportation routes of which there is the concession road 

located at the east side of the study area, known as Pleasant Point Road. There is also a 

rail line to the south, but it is 2 km away. The wetlands located to the southeast are distant 

but may also contribute to increased potential. 

 

Based on the information from both the archaeological and historical research, it is 

determined that the property has low to moderate potential for prehistoric land use and 

low to moderate potential for historic period land use. 

 

 

Figure 10: Archaeological potential map 
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 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

he Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment for the property located on part lot 3 and 4 in 
concession 9 in Lindsay, formerly the Township of Fenelon, Kawartha Lakes, 

Victoria County, Ontario, demonstrates that it contains low to moderate potential for 
prehistoric deposits due to the close proximity to two small elevated areas, one towards 
the northeast of the study area and one in the southeast corner. The study area contains 
low to moderate potential for historical deposits due to the close proximity to historic 
transportation routes. It is therefore recommended that:  

T 

 
• A Stage 2 archaeological assessment is required only on the lands that will be 

impacted by development prior to any future development. Since much of the 
property is under cultivation, this will require field walking at 5 m intervals after 
ploughing, test pitting where this is not possible. 

 
In addition, the following standard clauses regarding archaeological deposits are 
included: 
 

● Should deeply buried archaeological remains be found on the property during 
construction activities, Ministry of Tourism and Culture (416 314-7148) should 
be notified immediately 

 
 and 
 
     ● In the event that human remains are encountered during construction, both the  

Ministry of Tourism and Culture (416 314-7148) and the Registrar or Deputy 
Registrar of the Cemeteries Regulation Unit of the Ministry of Small Business 
and Consumer Services (416 326-8393) should be contacted immediately 
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