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SKYWAY 8 — PROPOSED WIND FARM PROJECT
MUNICIPALITY OF SOUTHGATE, GREY COUNTY, ONTARIO

STAGE 1: ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND RESEARCH

FINAL REPORT 

1.0 INTRODUCTION

Fisher Archaeological Consulting (FAC) was retained by Skyway 8 Wind Energy Inc. to conduct a Stage
1: Archaeological Background Research for a proposed wind farm to be located on various properties in
the Dundalk area. The legal description of where the properties are located is on Part of Lots 41 & 42,
Concession 5; Lots 38 & 41, Concession 6; and Lot 42, Concession 7, Municipality of Southgate,
(geographic Township of Proton), Grey County (Figures 1 and 2).  This report is concerned with the
location of the five wind turbines and their construction access routes situated on those lots listed above,
and has been prepared for review by the Ontario Ministry of  Culture (MCL).

The report comprises a Stage 1: Background Study, as outlined in the Archaeological Assessment
Technical Guidelines (MCzCR:1993; now MCL). Archaeological consultants, licensed by MCL, are
required to follow these guidelines during land use planning as part of the evaluation of cultural heritage
resources. There are four stages for archaeological work — Stages 1 to 4.

Stage 1  Background research and "windshield" survey. The purpose of the Stage 1 archaeological
assessment is two-fold. Firstly, it is to determine the potential for the presence of as yet
undocumented cultural heritage resources, and secondly, to determine whether known
cultural heritage resources are extant on the subject land(s). 

Stage 2 Field work. Stage 2 is the actual field examination of high potential areas, and involves
either surface survey of ploughed fields or shovel testing in areas that are undisturbed or
cannot be cultivated.

The remaining two Stages (3 & 4) pertain to the testing and excavation(s) needed once archaeological sites
or artifacts have been found during the Stage 2 assessment. Stage 1 determines the amount of Stage 2 work
that is to be needed. Stage 2 determines if Stage 3 is warranted, and Stage 3 in turn determines if the
archaeological resources are significant and warrant a full excavation (Stage 4) or if the site may be
preserved.

The Stage 1 archaeological assessment was conducted under the Provincial archaeological license number
P042, pertaining to CIF # P042-137-2008.
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2.0 BACKGROUND

The following discussion details the environmental and cultural setting of the research area. This provides
a framework for conducting the archaeological potential survey of the subject property. Models predicting
site location may be formulated by attempting to understand environmental requirements of various
populations – both Aboriginal and Euro-Canadian (MacDonald 1988:34).

2.1 Environmental Setting

There are a number of environmental factors such as water sources, soil types, physiographic features and
vegetation that will influence settlement and the archaeological potential of an area. 

2.1.1 Physiographic Features
Physiographic features would have influenced transportation routes, gathering places, food sources, climate
(micro-environments), overall vegetation patterns, soil formation and determined the presence or absence
of lithic resources.

The bedrock geology forms the base for the structure of the landscape in Ontario. As the glaciers receded
in southern Ontario, clays, silts, sands, glacial till and glacial fluvial deposits (ie. gravel and sand laid
down by the melted ice streams) combined with the movement of the retreating ice to form the landscape
(Chapman and Putnam 1984:9). The Study Area is located in the centre of the physiographic region known
as the Dundalk Till Plain. This area forms the “roof” of Ontario, that being the highlands of the Province
(Chapman & Putnam 1984:130). Dufferin, Grey and Wellington Counties comprise the “roof” and are
characterized by “gently undulating till plain” (Chapman & Putnam 1984: 130). Low drumlinized swells
are oriented with their long axes southeastward, and generally the area is typified as a fluted till plain,
bounded on the east by moraines (Chapman & Putnam 1984:130-131). Proton Township is “comparatively
level except for a narrow, ‘snake-like’, ridge...twenty to fifty feet above level, curving irregularly from
north to south and within from two to four miles of the western boundary” (Marsh 1931:146). 

The till plain is also characterized by swamps or bogs, and poorly drained depressions, and the original
surveyor of East and West Luther simply entered them on his map as “all swamp” (Chapman & Putnam
1984:130). A description of Proton Township from 1865 stated that the township contained a large amount
of “swampy land”, so moist it prevented the crops being planted “in good time, where spring frosts heave
out the young [spring wheat] plants, and autumn frosts nip the plant before it is ripe” (Smith 1865: 272).

2.1.2 Soils 
The soils of the Study Area consist generally of loams interspersed with Muck (Gillepsie and Richards
1954: Soil Map - see Figure 3). The best soil is of the Harriston series, a silt loam with good natural
drainage located on smooth, gently sloping to moderately sloping topography. While the general
topography of the area is level to gently undulating, the Harriston loam is on a low drumlin that is located
partly on Lot 41, Concession 6.  The majority of the Study Area that is not pockets of Muck, consists of
Listowel series silt loam, of the same Grey-Brown Podzolic Great Group as the Harriston series, but with
imperfect drainage.  This soil is located on the smooth gently sloping terrain.  Parkhill series loam, of the
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Dark Grey Gleisolic Great Group, is the other soil type on the subject properties, and is found in
“undrained basins to nearly level” terrain adjacent to the ‘Muck’ lands (ibid). 

Chapman and Putnam note that “most of the area carries a surficial deposit of silt, probably
windblown...usually less than two feet in depth and often only a few inches so that it is all included in the
weathered soil profile” (1984:131).

Generally, a preference for settlement sites would be on well-drained soils, rather than poor ones such as
clay or muck soils. However, the soil type cannot be used as a sole criterion for predictive modelling of
site locations, as observed through archaeological survey and excavation.

2.1.3 Water Sources 
The various creeks, rivers and wetlands of the area are sources of water that would have provided people
with major north-south transportation routes (canoe, walking along the open flood plains), and an
abundance of floral and faunal resources (waterfowl, turtles, salmon, edible plants, etc).

Headwaters of a number of different river systems arise in this area of Ontario. The rivers include the
Grand, the Maitland, and the Saugeen. The Saugeen River is the primary watershed within Proton
Township, although the headwaters of the Grand River are located just to the west in Melancthon
Township, Dufferin County. One small tributary of the Grand River crosses Lot 38, Concession 6 of
Proton Township, within the Study Area. 

The Luther Marsh, an important source area of the Grand River,  is currently located approximately seven
kilometres south of the Study Area, however it originally would have extended beyond the extant
conservation area boundaries. The marsh had been partially drained in an attempt to improve the drainage
of the surrounding farmlands, however “the results had a deleterious  effect upon the water supply of the
[Grand] river.  After acquiring the land the Grand River Conservation Authority placed a dam across the
outlet of the swamp, creating a reservoir” (Chapman and Putnam 1984:131). Numerous other smaller
swamps cover the landscape, and these are detailed below when discussing the specific proposed wind
turbine locations.

The early Euro-Canadian residents of Proton Township, in contending with these wet conditions,
implemented a variety of drainage strategies.  One such was titled “Drainage Bylaw No. 26 of the
Township of Proton in the County of Grey” and dated to A.D. 1900 (see Appendix A).  This bylaw
provided for the construction of a drain across a number of lots in eastern Proton and into Melancthon,
including Lot 42, Concession 7 within the Study Area. This drainage ditch is apparent on the topographic
maps crossing the northern end of Lot 42, Concession 7.

2.1.4 Vegetation
Prior to deforestation by Euro-Canadian settlers, there would have been a variety of tree types present. A
hardwood forest of maples, beech and some birch would have been present on the better drained areas,
while the poorer drained areas and swamps would have contained elm, ash, cedar and tamarack (Chapman
& Putnam 1984:131). The altitude of this area would have seen the land occupied by both upland and
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lower land species and white and black spruce, white pine, tamarack, balsam fir, alder, white birch, aspen
and willows would have been common (Chapman & Putnam 1984:131).

There are wood lots on each of the five subject properties, that correspond principally with the areas of
Muck soil on the soil map (Gillepsie and Richards 1954: Soil Map, and NTS 1999).

2.1.5 Proposed Turbine Locations’ Topography
The proposed five turbines and their access routes are located on five properties in the geographic
Township of Proton, Grey County: Lots 41 and 42, Concession 5; Lots 38 and 41, Concession 6; and Lot
42, Concession 7 (Figures 1 and 2). 

# Turbine #1 (Lot 42, Concession 5 Property):
Proposed Turbine #1 is located on the northeast corner of Lot 42, Concession 5. This is also the location
of the proposed transformer station.  Lot 42, Concession 5 is bounded on the east by the Melancthon -
Proton Townline Road, on the south by Southgate Road 8 (formerly Concession 4), and on the north and
west by wood lots and agricultural land.  The proposed turbine and transformer station are adjacent to
Townline Road.  An extant “MET Tower” is located adjacent to the Townline Road and south of the
proposed turbine location.  

The topography of this area is flat to gently undulating, rising gently to the northwest. The northern and
eastern portions of the lot are cultivated fields, while the southwest quadrant is a wooded wetland. A
seasonal stream is located southwest of the turbine location, and appears to have been artificially continued
to the north as a drainage ditch across the southeast corner of Lot 42, Concession 6. The hedgerows in the
northeast corner of  Lot 42, Concession 5 consist primarily of red osier dogwood, a water loving shrub that
also grows along the edges of the seasonal streams and dredged ditches.  The presence of this shrub species
is another indication of the high water table in this area. The proposed turbine and transformer location
is in a shallow depression, low and wet, with a heavy pebble and cobble load.  

# Turbine #2 (Lot 41, Concession 6 Property, with Access Route on Lots 41 &42, Concession 5):
Proposed Turbine #2 is located on the eastern edge of the southeast quadrant of Lot 41, Concession 6
(northwest of Turbine #1). Its access route extends from the Melancthon - Proton Townline Road along
the northern boundary of Lot 42, Concession 5 (past Turbine #1), turning north inside the northeast corner
of Lot 41, Concession 5, and then following the eastern boundary of Lot 41, Concession 6 to the proposed
turbine location.  There are two houses and associated outbuildings on Lot 41, Concession 6, both on the
north end of the lot and beyond the limits of the proposed turbine and access route.  

Turbine #2 is to be situated on the high ground overlooking the low, wet area to the southeast and east, and
at the southern end of a wood lot that follows the high ground to the north. The topography of this area is
gently sloping from the high ground towards the lower, wet areas. Plateaus or low ridges are present on
the slopes, the ridges and high ground tend to be oriented north/south.  The land is under cultivation, with
the exception of the wooded areas, however the specific agricultural usage of the turbine location (pasture,
hay or other crop) could not be determined from the windshield survey.
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#  Turbine #’s 3 & 4 (Lot 38, Concession 6 Property):
Lot 38, Concession 6 is bounded on the west by County Road 8, on the north by Southgate Road 10
(formerly Concession 6), on the south by agricultural lands (the northwest corner of which appears to have
been recently grubbed) and on the east by wooded wetlands.  The landscape is gently undulating, with a
drainage ditch cut through a low area in the middle of the lot, heading southeast from County Road 8 and
then turning northeast in the wetland.  The ditch may be a formerly natural watercourse that has been
channelized (it continues across the road through provincially significant wetlands on Lot 37, Concession
6).  Additional drainage channels have been cut across the southwest corner of Lot 38 joining the first
channel at the edge of the wood lot.  The topography of Lot 38 is gently undulating, with some high areas
south of the primary ditch and adjacent to the road, and in the middle of the northern half. The southeast
corner of the lot is wooded wetland, while the remainder of the lot consists of hay fields. 

Proposed Turbine #3 is located in the southwest corner of the lot, adjacent to the wooded wetland. The
access route crosses the field in a direct line from County Road 8. This corner of the lot is fairly flat
topography.  Proposed Turbine #4 is to be situated north of the main drainage ditch, on gently sloping
terrain.  Its access route parallels the primary drainage ditch, from County Road 8 to the turbine. 

#  Turbine #5 (Lot 42, Concession 7 Property):
Proposed Turbine #5 is located on the northern half of Lot 42, Concession 7.  This lot is bounded on the
north by a woodlot, on the west by a wooded wetland and agricultural fields, on the south by Southgate
Road 10, on the east by the Melancthon - Proton Townline right-of-way (ROW).  The ROW is not an open
road at this point, however it is used as a field/wood lot access track.  The construction access route for
the turbine follows the eastern boundary of Lot 42, adjacent to the ROW.  A farmstead is located at the
southern end of Lot 42, fronting Southgate Road 10, and beyond the turbine and access route limits. 

There is a low north/south ridge in the middle of the lot, and the topography gently slopes down from this
high ground to the northeast and east (the terrain also slopes generally down to the north). The eastern edge
of the property has a high water table, with red osier dogwood and willow growing abundantly in the ROW
along its boundary. The northern end of the lot is a wooded wetland, with cedars, red osier dogwood, birch,
and willows. The remainder of the lot is agricultural land, with pasture at the southern end and hay fields
in the rest. The proposed turbine is to be situated on the high ground overlooking the wetland in the
northeast corner. 

2.2 Research Area History

FAC requested the Ontario Archaeological Sites Database (OASD) be searched by the Ministry of Culture
(MCL), to determine the number of registered sites within a two kilometre radius of the subject property.
Rob von Bitter, the data co-ordinator indicated that there are no registered sites within this radius.
However, this does not mean that there are no sites, as systematic archaeological surveys may not have
occurred in this Township.
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2.2.1 Regional History
Grey County was referred to as the “Queen’s Bush” by the British who first set eyes upon the vast tracts
of forest and swamp that made up this region of southern Ontario. The first townships to be surveyed were
Collingwood and St. Vincent, on the border with Simcoe County. Grey County itself was established in
1852, separating from Simcoe and Wellington Counties in 1854. By 1865, Grey County boasted 16
townships, four towns, and 44 villages or post offices, with Sydenham (later re-named Owen Sound) as
the county seat (www.greycounty.ca/about/history.cfm). 

Proton Township is in the southeast corner of Grey County, bounded on the west and north by the
geographic townships of Egremont and Artemesia in Grey County, on the south by the former geographic
townships of East Luther and West Luther (Dufferin and Wellington Counties respectively, although East
Luther was historically in Wellington County as well), and on the east by the geographic township of
Melancthon (that was originally in Grey County but is currently in Dufferin County).  In 2001, Proton and
Egremont Townships and the community of Dundalk, amalgamated to form the Municipality of Southgate
(www.greycounty.ca/about/amalgamations.cfm). 

Proton was first surveyed in either 1840 or 1850 (according to Marsh, 1931, and Belden, 1880).  There
were already a number of squatters on the land prior to surveying.  The original survey, called the “Old
Survey,” divided the 100 acre lots into 50 acre parcels. Settlers were offered a free grant of the first 50
acres with the option to purchase the remaining half of the lot within 10 years (Marsh 1931:146).  This
may explain why many of the lots in Proton were sold at auction by the county Warden and Treasurer prior
to the registration of the land patent deeds (Land Registry abstract Index).

The growth of Euro-Canadian settlement in Proton Township was slow in the mid-1800s.  The 1851
census for Proton and Melancthon lists only 89 farms. Thus, from 1854 to 1856, the two townships united
for “municipal purposes” due to their low populations, however in 1856 they were again divided by the
County Council (Davidson 1972:233). By 1861, the census indicated that Proton had 252 landowners and
a total population of 1,440 (ibid 1972:237). These early settlers were harassed by a gang of ruffians known
as the ‘Swamp Angels’, who burnt down buildings and otherwise discouraged would-be residents,
frequently taking over abandoned homes and stables (ibid 1972:231). Vigilantes eventually got rid of the
gang (ibid).  By 1865, the population growth in the township, while still slow, was apparent. Seven
organized schools (9 to 20 students each), and two church buildings were present that year, and by 1880,
the population had reached 2,184 residents (Smith 1865:273, and Belden 1880:12). The main villages were
Cedarville, Hopeville, and Dundalk, with the last being the most important of the three ( Marsh 1931:152).

Proton Township was particularly inhospitable in the mid 19th century due to the dense forests and
swamps. The Toronto & Sydenham Road past Dundalk (Highway 10), that marked the northeastern
boundary of the township, was constructed circa A.D. 1840 (Marsh 1931:146,147). Concession roads
were then “brushed” out in smaller sections as the settlers attempted improvements to their holdings
(Davidson 1972:234). The Historical Atlas of Grey and Bruce Counties (1880), indicated the completed
roads with solid lines, and the road allowances that were not utilized with dashed lines (see Figure 4). At
that time, there were no completed roads bordering the subject properties, however, the sideroad between
Lots 37 and 38 (now County Road 8) was open from the northwest corner of Lot 38, Concession 6,





Skyway 8 — Proposed Wind Farm Project                                                               Skyway 8 Wind Energy Inc.
Stage 1: Archaeological Background  – Final Report                                Palgrave, Ontario

Fisher Archaeological Consulting Page 11

Lots 41 & 42
Lots 38 & 41
Lot 42

Concession 5
Concession 6
Concession 7

northwards. The lack of open roads in the vicinity of the Study Area is a reflection of the swampy nature
of the terrain and the late settlement date of this section of the township(circa 1870s).

2.2.2 History of the Study Area
The Study Area is composed of portions of the following lots in the geographic Township of Proton:

                  

A variety of historic documents was examined to trace the land use since Euro-Canadian settlement. These
sources included, but were not limited to, land registry records, census records, historic maps, topographic
maps, and aerial photographs. 

The land registry abstract index records indicate that the earliest patent for any of the properties is 1848,
(Lot 42, Concession 7), however the rest of the properties had patent dates in the 1870s.  While squatters
may have been present prior to the patent dates, a survey of resident males aged 21 years or older in Proton
township, conducted circa 1860, indicated that no men were located on any of these five lots at that time.
Following is a summary of the information gathered for each of the lots within the Study Area.

# Lot 41, Concession 5 (Access Route for Proposed Turbine #2)
Lot 41, Concession 5 was purchased at auction by Alexander Leith in 1874, along with a number of other
lots (Table 1). Leith registered his patent in 1875, and sold the lot amongst others the following year.
Between 1876 and 1899, Lot 41 changed hands 10 times, retaining its 100 acres undivided throughout. The
Historic Atlas, 1880, did not indicate individual dwellings on the township maps, limiting itself to churches
villages and schools, however it did include a post office directory for each township. No one was listed
in this directory for Lot 41, Concession 5.  

An aerial photograph from 1954 indicates this lot was primarily wooded (wood/swamp) with agricultural
fields bordering the woods. Seasonal watercourses were apparent at the north end of the lot. No structures
are apparent on either the aerial photograph, the National Topographic Series (NTS) 1:50 000 map (1999),
or the Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) 1:10 000 topographic map (2002). Therefore, due to the late
patent date and the lack of information suggesting any structures were located on the property, Lot 41,
Concession 5 of the geographic Township of Proton, has low potential for Historic Euro-Canadian
archaeological sites.
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Table 1
Summary of Land Registry Data for Lot 41, Concession 5, Proton Township

Instr Instr
No

Its Date Reg Date Grantor Grantee Comments

Lot 41 Concession 5

D Poll 492 14Feb1874 11Mar1874 Warden &
Treasurer

Alex Leith $219.96 consid/mortg; +
other lands (public
auction also of Lot 32
Con 2, Lot 41 Con 3, Lot
41 Con 4, Lot 2 Con 6,
Lot 3 Con 6 less 4 ac)

Patent 23Aug1875 - - Crown Alex. Leith 838 ac; + other lands

B & S 1150 23Oct1876 3Nov1876 Alexander
Leith

F. J. Chadwick 494 ac; $1976 consid/
mortg + other lands

B & S 2572 18Jan1881 21Jan1881 F. J.
Chadwick et
ux

Rev’d H.W.
Stewart

1000 ac; $5800 consid/
mortg; and other lands

B & S 3589 16Oct1883 1Apr1884 Attorney
Huson W.W.
Murray &
Rev’d H.W.
Stewart et ux

Alexander Burnett 99 ac; $400 consid/mortg

B & S 4080 11Feb1886 18Feb1886 Alexander
Burnett
(widower)

John Burnett 99 ac; $450 subj to mtge

Q. C. 5495 17Dec1890 29Dec1890 Sarah
Burnett
widow of
John Burnett
+ Alex &
Richard
Burnett sons
of said John
Burnett

Thos. & Geo.
Denman

$525 consid/mortg}
widow and sons of said
John Burnett attorney at
law

Deed 6068 7Jun1892 26Jun1892 George
Denman et
ux

Thomas Denman 100 ac; $1 subj to mtge

Deed 6069 13Jan1893 26Jan1893 Thomas
Denman et
ux

John Phillip 100 ac; $575
consid/mortg
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Agree
ment
for
sale of
land

6370 2Mar1893 8Feb1894 John Phillip George Lewis 100 ac; $680
consid/mortg

Q. C. 6962 1Jan1895 19Feb1896 George
Lewis et ux

John Phillip 100 ac; $1 consid/mortg

B & S 6963 1Jan1895 17Feb1896 John Phillip
et ux

Mary Ann Brown 100 ac; $700
consid/mortg

Deed 7699 17Aug1898 17Nov1898 Mary Ann
Brown

Thomas Bennett 100 ac; $1000 subj to
mtge

Deed 7814 22Nov1898 10Apr1899 Thomas
Bennett et ux

Henry P. Clarke 150 ac; $2100 consid/
mortg with S ½ Lot 42

# Lot 42, Concession 5 (Proposed Wind Turbine #1)
Lot 42, Concession 5 was patented in 1878, when James Peel purchased 99 acres from the Crown (Table
2). Lot 42 is bordered on the east by the Proton/Melancthon Townline, that includes a road allowance, and
it is possible that the acreage did not include that townline road allowance (Lot 42, Concession 7 was also
listed as 99 acres). In 1894, the then owner William Bennett, subdivided the lot into north and south
halves, however that appears to have been the maximum of subdividing in the 19th century. No-one is listed
as residing on this lot in the 1880 Belden Directory.

The aerial photograph (1954) and the topographic maps indicated a homestead located on the eastern edge
of Lot 42, fronting the Proton-Melancthon Townline.  This structure is no longer extant. As the townline
was not an open road in 1880 (Historic Atlas), the structure likely post-dates the road’s construction and
is not archaeologically significant.  

Table 2
Summary of Land Registry Data for Lot 42, Concession 5, Proton Township

Instr Instr
No

Its Date Reg Date Grantor Grantee Comments

Lot 42 Concession 5

Patent - - 30Jul 1878 - - Crown James N. Peel 99 acres

B & S 5140 30Apr1879 4Sep1889 James N.
Peel et ux

Albert Peel 99 ac; $700 consid/mortg

Deed 5254 21Sep1889 4Mar1890 Albert Peel
et ux

W.E. Hay 99 ac; $600 consid/mortg
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B & S 5360 27May1890 9May1891 William E.
Hay

William J. Bennett 99 ac; $800 consid/mortg

B & S 6342 12Dec1893 23Jan1894 W.J. Bennett
et ux

Thomas Bennett S ½ - 49 ½ ac; $500
consid/mortg

Deed 7814 22Nov1898 10Apr1899 Thomas
Bennett

Henry P. Clark 150 ac; $2100 and Lot
41 subj to 2 mtges

Deed 7815 18Feb1899 10Apr1899 Wm. Jas.
Bennett et
ux

Henry P. Clark N ½ 50 ac; $800 subj to
mtge

Oil &
Gas
Grant

12533 12June1919 6Apr1920 James Prior Canadian Oil Lands
Co.

200 ac; agreements with
Lot 41

# Lot 38, Concession 6 (Proposed Wind Turbine #’s 3 & 4)
Lot 38, Concession 6 has a confusing history. The summer of 1879 saw the lot change hands twice almost
simultaneously, from T. Wardrope to a Brishot & W. of England, and from the Crown to Mary Roulston
(Table 3).  Then, regardless of these transactions, the east half of the lot is sold at auction in 1882 to
Thompson and Suter, who resell to the same Brishot & W.. B. & W. then sell the whole 100 acre lot to
Richard Paxman in 1887, and the Paxman family retains the land into the 20th century.  While no-one is
listed in the 1880 Belden Directory on Lot 38, Richard Paxman, his wife Sarah, and five children are
counted in the 1891 census. Paxman is listed as a farmer, aged 47, and he and his family were all born in
Ontario.

Neither the aerial photograph, nor the topographic maps indicated a dwelling on the property in the 20th

century. However, the sideroad between Lots 37 and 38 was open as far south as the northwest corner of
the lot in 1880 (as previously mentioned). Therefore, the northwest corner of the lot would have high
potential for Historic Euro-Canadian sites, based on the general practice of deeming Historic Euro-
Canadian potential within 50 metres of a historic road .  However, this section of the lot is beyond the
current limits of the proposed turbines and access routes. 

Table 3
Summary of Land Registry Data for Lot 38, Concession 6, Proton Township

Instr Instr
No

Its Date Reg Date Grantor Grantee Comments

Lot 38 Concession 6

D Poll 2143 15Jun1879 2Jul1879 Thomas Wardrope Brishot & W. of
Eng.C.LM &JC

100 ac; $405.05
consid/mortg
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copy of
Patent 

2164 15Jul1879 29Jul1879 Crown Mary Roulston 95 ac; $142
consid/mortg

Patent 15Jul1879 -- Crown Mary Roulston 95 acres

D Poll 3156 13Nov1882 12Dec1882 Warden &
Treasurer

J. Thompson &
R.W. Suter

East ½; $36.25
consid/mortg; sale by
public auction for tax
arrears

B & S 3729 23Oct1884 4Nov1884 John Thompson &
R.W. Suter

Brishot & W. of
Eng.C.LM &JC

East ½; $100
consid/mortg

Convey
ance;
UP of
sale

4455 24Jun1887 29Jun1887 Brishot & W. of
Eng.C.LM &JC

Richard Paxman 100 ac; $700
consid/mortg

M 4456 19May1887 29Jun1887 Richard Paxman et
ux

Brishot & W. of
Eng.C.LM &JC

100 ac; $530
consid/mortg

B & S 9186 15Sept1903 11Feb1904 John Sinclair.
Admin’r of Est. of
Rich’d Paxman
(deceased)

Sarah Jane
Paxman

300 acres; with 35.6th
& 35.7th

Oil &
Gas
Grant

12590 17Jun1919 17Apr1920 Martin Merklinger Canadian Oil
Lands Co.

200 ac; agreements
with 37 Con 7

# Lot 41, Concession 6 (Proposed Wind Turbine #2)
Lot 41, Concession 6, was among the large tract of land purchased at auction by Alexander Leith in 1874
(see Lot 41, Concession 5). Leith sold off Lot 41 in 1878, after that it changed hands seven times before
1891 (Table 4). One of the owners, Thomas Nicholas, who had purchased the land in 1884, was listed in
Belden’s 1880 Directory as a freeholder on this lot. While Nicholas owned the land for a mere two years,
it appears that he was actually living on it prior to his initial purchase by at least four years. 

The 1954 aerial photograph indicated a farmstead approximately a third of the way down the lot (from the
north end), in the middle. This farmstead is extant, two structure being indicated in the same approximate
location on both the 1999 NTS and the 2002 MNR maps. A third structure is located fronting Southgate
Road 10 (formerly Concession 6) in the extreme northeastern corner of the lot, as shown on a 2006 aerial
photograph, constructed between 2002 and 2006 and therefore not archaeologically significant. 
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Table 4
Summary of Land Registry Data for Lot 41, Concession 6, Proton Township

Instr Instr
No

Its Date Reg Date Grantor Grantee Comments

Lot 41 Concession 6

D Poll 491 14Feb1874 11Mar1874 Warden &
Treasurer

Alex Leith, Esq $92.80 consid/mortg +
other lands (Lot 42 Con
6 & Lot 9 Con 7); public
auction for tax arrears

Patent - - 23Aug1876 - - Crown Alex Leith 838 acres + other lands

M 1135 15Aug1876 16Oct1876 Hugh Carson
& wife

Alexander Leith 100 ac; $325
consid/mortg.; Lot 41
only

B & S 1600 15Aug1876 8Feb1878 Alexander
Leith, a
bachelor

Hugh Carson 100 ac; $75
consid/mortg.

B & S 1626 6Sep1876 20Feb1878 Hugh Carson
et ux

Matthew Wilkins 100 ac; $100
consid/mortg

B & S 1627 13Feb1878 20Feb1878 Matthew
Wilkins et ux

Chas. S. Cummings 100 ac; $680
consid/mortg

B & S 2279 29Jan1880 31Jan1880 Chas. S.
Cummings
(widower)

Matthew Wilkins 100 ac; $486
consid/mortg

B & S 3723 13Oct1884 29Oct1884 Thos.
Grierson et ux

Thomas Nicholas 100 ac; $1250
consid/mortg

D Poll 4266 15Mar1886 17Mar1886 Wm. L. Walsh William Brown 100 ac; $452.25
consid/mortg

B & S 5565 6Dec1890 10Mar1891 Thomas
Nicholas et ux

James D. Fairbairn 100 ac; $1400
consid/mortg

Oil &
Gas
Grant

12529 16Jun1919 6Apr1920 David Brown Canadian Oil Lands
Lmtd.

200 Acres; Agreements
with Lot 42

# Lot 42, Concession 7 (Proposed Wind Turbine #5)
Lot 42, Concession 7 held the earliest patent of any of the subject properties, having been granted to James
Sloane in 1848 as a 99 acre lot (Table 5). Sloane retained the property until 1878, when he sold it to J.
Peel. The lot then changed hands three times by 1891 (R. Peel, McMicken and Hayes), after that 25 acres
in the eastern quarter were subdivided, and sold to Andrew Corbett. None of these individuals were listed
in either the 1891 census or the 1880 Belden Directory, indicating that they were not living on the land.
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Instrument No. 8066, dating to 1899/1900, refers to the construction of a drainage ditch across Lot 42 and
other properties, as discussed in Section 2.1.3 (see also Appendix A). The ditch was requested by the local
residents.

One farmstead is visible on Lot 42 on the 1954 aerial photograph, located in the middle of the lot’s
southern third. A pond is also apparent in the northeast corner of the lot at that time, adjacent to the
drainage ditch and south of a wood lot. The pond is not indicated on either the 1999 NTS or the 2002
MNR topographic maps, the area appearing as scrub or marsh land in a 2006 aerial photograph and with
‘current’ satellite imagery from Google Earth.  During the windshield survey it was determined that this
corner of the lot is low and wet, containing a mixture of cedars, willows and dogwoods.  The pond is no
longer extant.

The farmstead as seen on the 1954 aerial photograph is extant on both the later topographic maps and
imagery. The 2006 aerial photograph also indicated a dwelling fronting Southgate Road 10 (Concession
6), in the extreme southwest corner of the lot. This structure is modern and not of archaeological
significance. The older farmstead is also not archaeologically significant due to its long-term occupation
and late 19th century construction date. Therefore, due to the lack of historic roads fronting Lot 42, and
the likelihood, as determined through the background research, that the first habitation on the property was
post-1890, Lot 42, Concession 7 has low potential for the discovery of Historic Euro-Canadian sites of
archaeological potential.

Table 5
Summary of Land Registry Data for Lot 42, Concession 7, Proton Township

Instr Instr
No

Its Date Reg Date Grantor Grantee Comments

Lot 42 Concession 7

Patent - - 23Feb1848 - - Crown James Sloane 99 acres

B & S 1833 29Mar1878 26Jul1878 James Sloane
et ux

J. N. Peel 99 acres; $700 consid/
mortg

B & S 3064 27Jun1879 7Aug1882 James N. Peel
et ux

Robert Peel 99 acres; $600 consid/
mortg

B & S 5378 6Nov1888 28Jan1891 Robert Peel et
ux

James McMicken 99 acres; $725 consid/
mortg

B & S 5339 9Jan1891 16Feb1891 James
McMicken

Robert Hayes 99 acres; $300 consid/
mortg; subj to mtge

Bond
w/
Conve
yance

7281 2Apr1895 4Mar1897 Robert Hayes Andrew Corbett E 1/4, 25 ac; $200
consid/ mortg

D Poll 7690 24Oct1898 3Nov1898 Robert Peel James McMicken w/ Reg’n in ?(illegible)
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Deed 7821 23Mar1899 12Apr1899 Robert Hayes
et ux

Andrew Corbett Partial Lot 25 ac; $300
consid/mortg

ByLa
w

8066 18Aug1899 9Mar1900 Township
Proton

Bylaw No. 26

Oil &
Gas
Grant

12608 12Jun1919 28Apr1920 Robert Hayes
et ux

Canadian Oil Lands
Co.

363 ac; agreements with
land in Dufferin Co.

2.2.3 Summary of Historical Data
The historical documents indicated that, while Lot 42, Concession 7 was registered as sold by the Crown
in 1848, the rest of the subject properties were not registered until the 1870s, which is quite late even for
Proton Township. The township, though development was slow, did have a significant population (1,440)
by 1861, and over a quarter of the lots in the township were owned by individuals.  Therefore, homesteads
from the late 1800s and early 1900s are not considered archaeologically significant in general (although
individual sites may retain significance for other reasons). 

The Canadian Oil Lands Company had an oil and gas grant for each of the lots in this study, as well as
other lands, in 1919/20 (see Tables 2-5). It is unknown what use the company made of the grants,
however, it is possible that portions of the lots may have been disturbed due to drilling activities.

3.0 METHODOLOGY 

Aside from a windshield survey, no field work was conducted for this study. Information about the
archaeological potential of the subject properties was gathered from various sources. The archaeological
potential for Aboriginal settlement has been assessed using the data collected from the Ontario Sites
Database (OSD), and from environmental data collected from geological, soils, NTS topographic and
Ontario maps. Pioneer (Euro-Canadian) site potential has been assessed using data from the OSD system,
from historic maps, and from primary and secondary historic sources.  During the “windshield” visual
assessment, conducted on April 18th, 2008 (the weather was perfect: sunny and clear, with a high of 25°C,
the recent warm weather melting all but the a few sheltered remnants of snow), the subject properties were
checked for vegetation cover (land use), crop development (ploughed or pasture), proximity to water
sources, type of soil (at a broad level of classification), if the land had been disturbed, current structures
and physiographic features. Permission to enter properties was not obtained as it was not required, since
the windshield survey was conducted only from public roadway right-of-ways.
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4.0 RESULTS

The background research investigated the lots as whole properties, however the results are given for the
specific proposed wind turbine locations, the proposed transformer station location, and the associated
construction access routes.  The wind shield survey combined with the background research has allowed
FAC to make a number of observations about the archaeological potential of the study area (Figure 5).
The currently proposed turbines’ locations and construction access routes are more than 50 metres from
any historic roadways and this factor, combined with the background research that indicated the late
settlement date of the lots, denotes low potential for the discovery of significant Historic Euro-Canadian
sites within the study area limits.

The potential for sites of Aboriginal archaeological significance is determined by various environmental
factors including: distance to water (generally, within 200 to 300 metres of a seasonal or year-round source
water source is considered high potential), proximity to various micro-climates (marshes, rivers, high lands
et cetera), soil type, topography, and proximity to known archaeological sites. There are no registered sites
within two kilometres of the subject properties.

The subject properties are within an area rich in water sources, with marshlands and/or seasonal streams
found on each property.  The nearest major source of water is the Grand River, located just to the east in
Melancthon Township. The general topography of the region is gently undulating, with high ground and
low areas present on each of the lots.  The soils are loams, silt loams, and clays, of variable drainage, in
the cultivated areas, with muck soils in the wetlands.

Table 6
Aboriginal Archaeological Potential

Turbine
#/Access

Potential Water/Marsh Topography Disturbance Comments

1 &
Transformer

Low ~200M shallow
depressional 

none in agricultural field;
too wet to have potential

2 High >300M high ground unknown on top of ridge,
overlooking wetlands

3 High within 50M flat none in hay field adjacent to
wooded wetland

4 High within 50M gently
undulating

dredged ditch to
south

in hay field, near
provincially significant
wetlands

5 High ~200M low ridge artificial pond
(filled in?) to
northeast

in hay field overlooking
wetlands

road to T1 Low >200M shallow
depressional

none in agricultural field;
too wet to have potential
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T1 to T2 Low to
unknown

>200M shallow
depressional on
Lot 42, Con 5;
unknown on Lot
41, Con 6

none/unknown the western end of the
access route was not
visible during the
windshield - potential
will need to be
determined during the
Stage 2: Assessment

road to T3 High within 100M fairly flat none in hay field

road to T4 High within 100M gently
undulating

dredged ditch to
south

in hay field parallel
dredged ditch

road to T5 High
Low

within 200M
>200M

gently sloping
to the north

none in agricultural fields -
pasture/hay

5.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the historic research, environmental factors and lack of known sites in the area, the subject
properties have low archaeological potential for Historic Euro-Canadian material, and variable
archaeological potential for Aboriginal sites.  Therefore, as a result of the Stage 1: Background Research,
it is recommended that:

1 A Stage 2: Assessment be conducted on all areas indicated as having high archaeological potential
(Figure 5). These include the areas for proposed Turbines 2 to 5, and construction access routes
from the roads to T3 and T4, and part of the access route for T5.  A portion of the access route
from T1 to T2, not visible during the windshield survey, may have potential and this will need to
be determined during the Stage 2: Assessment.

2 No further archaeological work is recommended for areas identified as being of low archaeological
potential, including the areas for Turbine 1, the transformer station adjacent to T1, the access
route to T1, and part of the access routes for T2 and T5;

3 As a caveat it should be noted that during construction, there is always a slight chance of
encountering deeply buried archaeological material.  When this occurs, MCL should be informed
and work in the area should stop. In addition, should unmarked humans remain be encountered,
the Provisions of the Cemeteries Act (Ontario) apply. Construction activities in the area should
cease, and contact should be made with a Heritage Planner at MCL ( 416/314-7123), and the
Cemeteries Branch of the Ministry of Government Services (MGS) (416/326-8406);

4 There is a possibility that the project details could change, depending on a number of factors, and
should this occur, then further recommendations may be required. 
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APPENDIX A – INSTRUMENT 8066

Details of Bylaw No. 26 / Instrument No. 8066, above: Bylaw provisionally adopted Aug 1899, officially
passed Sept 1899. “Drainage ByLaw No. 26 of the Township of Proton in the County of Grey. A ByLaw
to provide drainage work in the Township of Proton.. ... Whereas the majority in numbers of the resident
and non resident owners ... to be benefited by drainage work, have petitioned the council of said Township
of Proton, saying that an open drain might be constructed through lots 40-41-Con9- 40-41-Con8-40-41-42-
Con7 of the Township of Proton (and lot 24 Con 7 of W.5 SR of the Township of Melancthon) and the
lands and roads where the drain crosses the roads of the Township.” Isaac Traynor was to do the work.

APPENDIX B – NPD TABLE FOR SKYWAY 8 PROJECT STAGE 1
       

Permission was obtained to enter the properties described in the above report NA

The licensee had permission to remove any archaeological objects recovered during
the scope of the above named project

NA

The archaeological record will be curated at FAC’s facilities

Fieldwork Dates Weather

April 18th, 2008 warm and sunny -frogs calling from wetlands
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  Plate 1: Looking southwest towards the                      Plate 2: Looking west across Lot 42 to 
  proposed location of Turbine 1 and the                 the proposed location of Turbine 2 on 
  transformer.                                                                  Lot 41 (~behind the snow patch).             

                    
            

                    
                    
                    
            
                    
             

  Plate 3: Looking southeast to the proposed                 Plate 4: Showing the proposed location    
   location of Turbine 3.                                                   of Turbine 4, with the dredged ditch to    
                                                                                          the south; facing east.

  

  
   Plate 5: Looking west to the proposed                        Plate 6: Looking southeast along the 
   location of Turbine 5, on the high ground.                  access route for Turbine 5, from the north 
                                                                                        end.



Skyway 8 Proposed Wind Farm, Archaeological Stage 1 -  Photograph Catalogue

Camera: Fuji S300

DateDirectionDescriptionPhoto Label
April 18th, 2008SEfrom County Road 8Sky8 003 SEtoT3
April 18th, 2008NEfield topography north of Turbine 3 (T3)Sky8 004 NofT3-NE
April 18th, 2008NEtopography north of T3, both drainage ditches visibleSky8 005 NofT3-NE
April 18th, 2008Eprimary dredged ditch south of T4Sky8 006 Main ditch by T4-E
April 18th, 2008Eeast to T4 from COunty Road 8Sky8 007EtoT4
April 18th, 2008NEtopography north of T4Sky8 008 T4-NE
April 18th, 2008Ntopography north of T4Sky8 009 byT4-N
April 18th, 2008SELot 38, Concession 6Sky8 010 L38C6,NWcorner-SE
April 18th, 2008ELot 38, Concession 6Sky8 011 L38C6,NWcorner-E
April 18th, 2008SELot 41, Concession 6, farm laneSky8 013 L41C6,Nend-SE
April 18th, 2008SLot 41, Concession 6, farm laneSky8 014 L41C6,Nend-S
April 18th, 2008SWLot 41, Concession 6, topographySky8 015 L41C6,Nend-SW
April 18th, 2008Wwet area northeast of T5, possibly former artificial pondSky8 016 wetarea,NofT5-W
April 18th, 2008SEaccess route, photo taken from the north end looking SESky8 017 T5access from N-SE
April 18th, 2008WT5 will be located on the high groundSky8 018 WtoT5
April 18th, 2008WT2 is located beyond the far field edge & snow patchSky8 019 WtoT2
April 18th, 2008WT2 is located beyond the far field edge & snow patchSky8 020 WtoT2
April 18th, 2008NWthe topography to the northeast of T2Sky8 021 L42C6,SWquad-NW
April 18th, 2008Wthe access route follows the south of the lot lineSky8 022 lot line,L42-C5&6,from road-W
April 18th, 2008WT2 is located beyond the far field edge & snow patchSky8 023 WtoT2
April 18th, 2008Wthe access route follows the south of the lot lineSky8 024 T1&2access from road-W
April 18th, 2008SWthe low, wet area of T1Sky8 025 SWtoT1
April 18th, 2008Sthe field edge by T1 & the transformerSky8 026 field edge by T1-S
April 18th, 2008Wpartway along the north edge of Lot 42, Con 5Sky8 028 WalongaccessT1toT2


