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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
Archeoworks Inc. was retained by WSP to conduct a Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment (AA) in 
support of the Region of Waterloo’s planning and environmental assessment (EA) study for the 
proposed preferred route of the Stage 2 ION Transit Project Assessment (TPA) Process. The 
proposed preferred route, herein referred to as the “study corridor,” falls within the municipal 
boundaries of the City of Kitchener and the City of Cambridge.  
 
The Stage 1 AA background research identified elevated potential for the recovery of Aboriginal 
and Euro-Canadian archaeological remains within portions of the study corridor based on the 
Region of Waterloo’s Archaeological Facilities Master Plan, and based on the study corridor’s 
close proximity (within 300 metres) to: historic structures, historic villages, several historic 
transportation routes, numerous designated and listed heritage properties, commemorative 
plaques, previously registered archaeological sites, three historic pioneer cemeteries, and 
primary water sources.  
 
Background research revealed that portions of the study corridor have been previously subjected 
to a Stage 1 and/or Stage 2 AA, and subsequently freed of further archaeological concerns. While 
disturbances and areas of low or no archaeological potential exist within the study corridor, areas 
retaining archaeological potential still remain. 
 
Based on the findings within this Stage 1 AA study, the following recommendations are 
presented:  
 

1. With previous assessments by Archeoworks Inc. (2011, 2017); Archaeological Research 
Associates (1990); Archaeological Services Inc. (2006, 2016); and Golder Associates (2017) 
having fulfilled the Stage 1 and 2 AA requirements within their respective portions of the 
current study corridor, it is recommended that these areas be exempt from further 
assessment within the scope of this project. 
 

1. Parts of the study corridor that were identified as no longer retaining archaeological 
potential are exempt from Stage 2 AA; extents of these areas to be confirmed during the 
Stage 2 AA. 
 

2. Parts of the study corridor that were identified as having no or low archaeological 
potential are exempt from requiring Stage 2 AA; extents of these areas to be confirmed 
during the Stage 2 AA. 
 

3. All parts of the study corridor which retain archaeological potential must be subjected to 
a Stage 2 AA. These areas must be subjected to test pit survey at five metre intervals in 
accordance with Section 2.1.2 of the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant 
Archaeologists. 
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4. Should construction activities extend beyond the assessed limits of the study corridor, 
further archaeological investigation will be required to assess the archaeological potential 
of these lands. 

 
No construction activities shall take place within the study corridor prior to the Ministry of 
Tourism, Culture, and Sport (Archaeology Programs Unit) confirming in writing that all 
archaeological licensing and technical review requirements have been satisfied. 
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1.0 PROJECT CONTEXT  
 

1.1 Objective 
 
The objectives of a Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment (AA), as outlined by the 2011 Standards 
and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (‘2011 S&G’) published by the Ministry of Tourism, 
Culture, and Sport (MTCS) (2011), are as follows: 
 

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

• To evaluate in detail, the property’s archaeological potential, which will support 
recommendations for a Stage 2 survey for all parts of the property; and 

• To recommend appropriate strategies for a Stage 2 survey. 
 

1.2 Development Context 
 
As a key component of its Regional Growth Management Strategy1, the Regional Municipality of 
Waterloo (Region) proposed the development of a new rapid transit system to link the major 
urban centres of the City of Cambridge, City of Kitchener and City of Waterloo, as well as to help 
reduce traffic congestion and to minimize urban sprawl. To facilitate this study, conducted in 
accordance with the Transit Project Assessment (TPA) Process, Archeoworks Inc. was initially 
retained by Earth Tech (Canada) Inc. (now AECOM Canada Ltd.) in 2007 to conduct a Stage 1 AA 
of various rapid transit options, for which elevated archaeological potential was established 
within sections of all options.  
 
In March and May 2011, the Region undertook two rounds of public consultation following 
federal and provincial funding commitment announcements. Consultation events were held 
throughout the Region and offered the public an opportunity to gain awareness of and provide 
input on the preferred technology and functional design plans. Following these public 
consultations, the Region identified a Preferred Rapid Transit Implementation Option2, which was 
approved by Regional Council on June 15, 2011. To ensure no archaeological resources would be 
impacted by construction activities, Archeoworks Inc. was subsequently retained by AECOM 
Canada Ltd., to conduct a Stage 2 AA of the Council-approved rapid transit system, which includes 
a Light Rail Transit (LRT) corridor, an adapted Bus Rapid Transit (aBRT) corridor and a 
Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) site. The rapid transit system, measuring 36 km in length, 
would introduce the LRT to Waterloo and north Kitchener with the aBRT serving south Kitchener 
and Cambridge. No archaeological remains were encountered, and it was determined that both 
the LRT and aBRT corridors, as well as the MSF location area, can be considered free from any 
further archaeological concern. 

 
1 Region of Waterloo, Regional Growth Management Strategy Report, June 23, 2003 
2 http://rapidtransit.region.waterloo.on.ca/pdfs/April_12_PW_Report.pdf 
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In 2011, the project scope has changed to include the replacement of aBRT with an LRT, and 
various route options were under consideration. As a result, Archeoworks Inc. was retained by 
WSP Parsons Brinckerhoff to conduct a Stage 1 AA in support of the Region of Waterloo’s Stage 
2 ION TPA Process. The Stage 2 ION project area examined potential corridors from Fairview Park 
Mall in the City of Kitchener to the Ainslie Street Bus Terminal in the City of Cambridge. The Stage 
1 AA determined the subject area retained archaeological potential and Stage 2 AA was 
recommended.  
 
In 2017, a preliminary preferred route for the Stage 2 ION, the LRT route from Kitchener to 
Cambridge, of the Waterloo LRT was considered and was presented for public consultation and 
by 2018, a proposed preferred route for the Stage 2 ION of the Waterloo LRT was also submitted 
for public consultation and endorsed by Regional Council in June 2018. Consequently, to ensure 
no impacts to archaeological resources occur within the proposed preferred route, Archeoworks 
Inc. was retained by WSP to conduct a Stage 1 AA in support of the Region of Waterloo’s Stage 2 
ION Transit Project Assessment Process. The preferred route, encompassing the preliminary 
grading limits, preliminary full property acquisition and preliminary partial property acquisition 
lands of the concept plan, herein referred to as the “study corridor,” is located in: 
  

• Lot 51 and 53, German Company Tract, Geographic Township of Waterloo, 
• Part of Bechtel’s Tract where no Lots are assigned, Geographic Township of Waterloo, 
• Lots 8-10, 13-14, 23-25, Beasley’s Broken Front Concession, Geographic Township of 
Waterloo, 
• Lots 4-6, Broken Front Beasley’s Lower Block, Geographic Township of Waterloo, 
• Lots 1-7, Concession 1 Beasley Lower Block, Geographic Township of Waterloo, 
• Lots 1-5, Concession 2 Beasley Lower Block, Geographic Township of Waterloo, 
• Lot 1, 1 East of Grand River, Concession 11, Geographic Township of North Dumfries, 
• Lot 7, Concession 11, Geographic Township of North Dumfries, 
• Lots 1-3, East of Grand River, Concession 12, Geographic Township of North Dumfries, 
• Lot 9, Concession 12, Geographic Township of North Dumfries, 

 
In the former County of Waterloo, the Cities of Kitchener and Cambridge, Regional Municipality 
of Waterloo, Ontario (see Appendix A – Map 1). 
 
This study is being undertaken under the TPA Process. The Region of Waterloo has an 
Archaeological Facilities Master Plan which documents archaeological resources and evaluates 
archaeological potential within the Region (Region of Waterloo, 1989). According to this 
resource; numerous portions of the study corridor require archaeological assessment (see Map 
3).  
 
This Stage 1 AA was conducted through the TPA Process under the project direction of Ms. 
Kassandra Aldridge, under the archaeological consultant licence number P439, in accordance 
with the Ontario Heritage Act (2009). Permission to investigate the study corridor was granted 
by WSP on October 25th, 2018.  
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1.3 Historical Context 
 
To establish the historical context and archaeological potential of the study corridor, a review of 
Aboriginal and Euro-Canadian settlement history, available historical mapping and imagery, and 
updated information on archaeological sites in the vicinity of the study corridor, was performed.  
 
1.3.1 Pre-Contact Period 
The Pre-Contact Period of Southern Ontario includes numerous Aboriginal groups that 
continually progressed and developed within the environmental constraints they inhabited. 
Table 1 includes a brief overview and summary of the Pre-Contact Aboriginal history of Southern 
Ontario. 
 
Table 1: Pre-Contact Period  

Periods 
Date 

Range 
Overview and Attributes 

PALEO-INDIAN 

Early 
ca. 
11000-
8500 BC 

Small groups of nomadic hunter-gathers who utilized seasonal and naturally available 
resources; sites are rare; hunted in small family groups who periodically gathered into 
larger groups/bands during favourable periods in the hunting cycle; campsites used 
during travel episodes and found in well-drained soils in elevated situations; sites found 
primarily along glacial strandlines due to current understanding of regionals geological 
history; artifacts include fluted and lanceolate stone points, scrapers, dart heads.  
- Gainey, Barnes, Crowfield Fluted Points (Early Paleo-Indian) 
- Holcombe, Hi-Lo, Lanceolates (Late Paleo-Indian) 
(Ellis and Deller, 1990, pp.37-64; Wright, 1994, p.25; Ellis, 2013, p.37). 

Late  
ca. 8500-
7500 BC 

ARCHAIC 

Early  
ca. 7800-
6000 BC 

Descendants of Paleo-Indian ancestors; lithic scatters are the most commonly 
encountered site type; trade networks appear; burial/grave goods and ritual items 
appear; artifacts include reformed fluted and lanceolate stone points with notched 
bases to attach to wooden shaft; ground-stone tools shaped by grinding and polishing; 
stone axes, adzes and bow and arrow. 
- Side-notched, corner-notched, bifurcate projectile points (Early Archaic) 
- Stemmed, Otter Creek/Other Side-notched, Brewerton side and corner-  
   notched projectile points (Middle Archaic)  
- Narrow Point, Broad Point, Small Point projectile points (Late Archaic) 
(Ellis et al., 1990, pp.65-124; Wright, 1994, pp.26-28; Ellis, 2013, pp.41-46). 

Middle 
ca. 6000-
2000 BC 

Late 
ca. 2500-
500 BC 

WOODLAND 

Early  
ca. 800 to 
0 BC 

Evolved out of Late Archaic Period; introduction of pottery (ceramic) - the earliest were 
coil-formed, under-fired and likely utilitarian; two primary cultural complexes: 
Meadowood (broad extent of occupation in southern Ontario) and Middlesex 
(restricted to Eastern Ontario); poorly understood settlement-subsistence patterns; 
artifacts include cache blades, and side-notched points that were often recycled into 
other tool forms; primarily Onondaga chert; commonly associated with Saugeen and 
Point Peninsula complexes. 
- Meadowood side-notched projectile points 
(Spence et al., 1990, pp.125-142; Wright, 1994, pp.29-30; Ferris and Spence, 1995, 
p.89-97; Williamson, 2013, pp.48-61). 
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Periods 
Date 

Range 
Overview and Attributes 

Middle 
ca. 200 
BC to AD 
700 

Three primary cultural complexes: Point Peninsula (generally located throughout 
south-central and eastern Southern Ontario), Saugeen (generally located 
southwestern Southern Ontario), and Couture (generally located in southwestern-
most part of Ontario); introduction of large “house” structures and substantial 
middens; settlements have dense debris cover indicating increased degree of 
sedentism; incipient horticulture burial mounds present; shared preference for 
stamped, scallop-edged or tooth-like decoration, but each cultural complex had 
distinct pottery forms. 
- Saugeen Point projectile points (Saugeen) 
- Vanport Point projectile points (Couture) 
- Snyder Point projectile points 
 (Spence et al., 1990, pp.142-170; Wright, 1994, pp.28-33; Ferris and Spence, 1995, 
p.97-102; Wright, 1999, pp.629-649; Williamson, 2013, pp.48-61). 

Late 
(Transitional) 

ca. AD 
600 to 
1000 

Princess Point exhibits few continuities from earlier developments with no apparent 
processors; hypothesized to have migrated into Ontario; the settlement data is limited, 
but oval houses are present; artifacts include ‘Princess Point Ware’ vessel that are cord 
roughened, with horizontal lines and exterior punctation; smoking pipes and ground 
stone tools are rare; introduction of maize/corn horticulture; continuity of Princess 
Point and Late Woodland cultural groups. 
- Triangular projectile points. 
 (Fox, 1990, pp.171-188; Ferris and Spence, 1995, pp.102-106). 

Late  
(Early Ontario 
Iroquois Stage) 

ca. AD 
900 to 
1300 

Two primary cultures: Glen Meyer (located primarily in southwestern Ontario from 
Long Point on Lake Erie to southwestern shore of Lake Huron) and Pickering 
(encompassed north of Lake Ontario to Georgian Bay and Lake Nipissing); well-made 
and thin-walled clay vessels with stamping, incising and punctation; multi-family 
longhouses and some small, semi-permanent palisade villages; adoption of greater 
variety of harvest products; increase in corn-yielding sites; crudely made smoking 
pipes, and worked bone/antler present; evolution of the ossuary burials  
- Triangular-shaped, basally concave projectile points with downward projecting 
corners or spurs. 
 (Williamson, 1990, pp.291-320; Ferris and Spence, 1995, pp.106-109). 

Late  
(Middle 
Ontario 
Iroquois Stage) 

ca. AD 
1300 to 
1400 

Fusion of Glen Meyer and Pickering caused by conquest and absorption of Glen Meyer 
by Pickering’; two primary cultures: Uren (A.D. 1300-1350) and Middleport (A.D. 1350-
1400); decorated clay vessels decrease; well-developed clay pipe complex that includes 
effigy pipes; increase in village sizes (0.5 to 1.7 ha) and campsites (0.1 to 0.6 ha) appear 
with some palisades; classic longhouse takes form; increasing reliance on maize and 
other cultigens such as beans and squash; intensive exploitation of locally available 
land and water species 
- Triangular and (side of corner or corner removed) notched projectile points  
- Middleport Triangular and Middleport Notched projectile points. 
 (Dodd el al., 1990, pp.321-360; Ferris and Spence, 1995, pp.109-115). 
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Periods 
Date 

Range 
Overview and Attributes 

Late  
(Late Ontario 
Iroquois Stage) 

ca. A.D. 
1400 to 
1600 

Two major Iroquoian groups east and west of the Niagara Escarpment: the ancestral 
Neutral Natives to the west, and the ancestral Huron-Wendat and to the east; Huron-
Wendat “concentrations of sites occur in the areas of the Humber River valley, the 
Rouge and Duffin Creek valleys, the lower Trent valley, Lake Scugog, the upper Trent 
River and Simcoe County” (Ramsden, 1990, p.363); pre-contact Neutral Native (called 
Attiewandaron by the Huron-Wendat) sites found clustered around the western end 
of Lake Ontario and eastward across the Niagara Peninsula; Natives distributed west 
of the Niagara Escarpment as far as Milton; ancestral Neutral Native settlements 
include villages up to five acres in size to isolated fishing cabins; villages tend to be 
located along smaller creeks, headwaters and marshlands; diet dependent on hunting, 
gathering, fishing and farming; longhouses present; ossuaries; tribe/band formation. 
- Neutral points are typically small but long and narrow, frequently side- 
  notched. 
(Lennox and Fitzgerald, 1990, pp.405-456; Ramsden, 1990, pp.361-384; Trigger, 1994, 
p.42-47; Ferris and Spence, 1995, pp.115-122; Warrick, 2008, p.15). 

 
1.3.2 Contact Period  
The Contact Period of Southern Ontario is dominated by the European arrival, interaction and 
influence with the established Aboriginal communities of Southern Ontario. Table 2 includes an 
overview and summary of some of the main developments that occurred during the Contact 
Period of Southern Ontario. 
 
Table 2: Contact Period  

Periods 
Date 

Range 
Overview 

European Contact 
ca. AD 
1600s 

The area “south of Lake Simcoe and along the north shore of Lake Ontario remained 
a no-man’s land, with no permanent settlements and traversed only by raiding 
parties from the north or from the south” (Robinson, 1965, p.11); Huron-Wendat 
villages north of Lake Simcoe; Neutral Native villages were clustered in the Niagara 
Peninsula but their territorial hunting grounds stretched from the “Niagara River on 
the east, Lake Erie on the south, Lake St. Clair on the west, and a hazy Huron-Wendat-
Attiewandaron frontier on the north” (Hunt, 1940, p.50).  Neutral Natives referred as 
la Nation neutre by Samuel de Champlain but limited European contact with Neutrals; 
French missionaries visited Neutral Native villages but no permanent missions were 
established; no direct commercial trade relationship was formed between the French 
and Neutral Natives; trade goods begin to replace traditional tools/items; epidemics 
(Jury, 1974, pp.3-4; White, 1978, pp.407-411; Lennox and Fitzgerald, 1990, pp.405-
456; Trigger, 1994, pp.47-55; Warrick, 2008, pp.12, 15, 80, 245). 

Five Nation of 
Iroquois 
(Haudenosaunee) 
Arrival 

ca. AD 
1650s 

The Five (later Six) Nations of Iroquois (or Haudenosaunee), originally located south 
of the Great Lakes, engaged in warfare with Huron-Wendat neighbours as their 
territory no longer yielded enough furs; the Five Nations of Iroquois attacked the 
Neutrals in ca.1650s and caused their dispersal; many survivors not captured were 
incorporated into the Five Nations of Iroquois or sought refuge within other groups; 
the Five Nations of Iroquois established settlements along the Lake Ontario shoreline 
at strategic locations along canoe-and-portage routes and used territory for 
extensive fur trade; villages along the northern shores of Lake Ontario; the Seneca, a 
group with the Five Nations of Iroquois, had settled along the Niagara River; a fort 
and trading post, Fort Niagara, had been constructed along the eastern bank of the 
Niagara River; European fur trade and exploration continues (Smith, 1897, p.40; 
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Periods 
Date 

Range 
Overview 

Robinson, 1965, pp.15-16; Abler and Tooker, 1978, p.506; Schmalz, 1991, pp.12-34; 
Trigger, 1994, p.53-59; Warrick, 2008, p.208; Williamson, 2013, p.60). 

Anishinaabe 
Arrival 

ca. AD 
1650s 
to 
1700s 

Algonquin-speaking and cultural groups within the Anishinaabe (Ojibway, Chippewa, 
Odawa, Mississauga and others) began to challenge the Five Nations of Iroquois 
dominance in the region; by 1690s, the Five Nations of Iroquois settlements were 
abandoned; battles fought throughout Southern Ontario; by 1701, the Five Nations 
of Iroquois were defeated and the Anishinaabe replaced the Five Nations of Iroquois 
in Southern Ontario; gathered collectively as First Nations to participate in Great 
Peace negotiations; the term ‘Mississauga’ was applied to those on the north shore 
of Lake Ontario and were granted land extending northward of Lake Ontario and Lake 
Erie; Mississauga focused on hunting/fishing/gathering with little emphasis on 
agriculture; temporary and moveable houses (wigwam) left little archaeological 
material behind (Hathaway, 1930, p.433; Trigger, 1994, pp.57-59; Johnston, 2004, 
pp.9-10; McMillan and Yellowhorn, 2004, pp.110-111; Gibson, 2006, pp.35-41; Smith, 
2013, pp.16-20; Williamson, 2013, p.60). 

Fur Trade 
Continues 

ca. AD 
1750s 

The Anishinaabe continued to trade with both the English and the French; Métis 
development; Seven Years War between France and Britain resulted in French 
surrender of New France in 1763; Royal Proclamation of 1763; conflict between 
groups within the (now) Six Nations of Iroquois and groups within the Anishinaabe 
against the British; fur trade continued until Euro-Canadian settlement (Schmalz, 
1991, pp.35-62, 81; Surtees, 1994, pp.92-97; Johnston, 2004, pp.13-14). 

British Land 
Treaties 

ca. AD 
1750s 
to 
1800s 

American Revolution caused large number of United Empire Loyalists, military 
petitioners, immigrants from the British Isle/European locations, and groups who 
face persecution in the United States arrived in Upper Canada; Treaty of Paris signed 
in 1784; Haldimand Proclamation of 1784 granted a track of land along the Grand 
River from its headwaters to Lake Erie to the Haudenosaunee (the Six Nations of 
Iroquois) as compensation for their alliance with the British during the American 
Revolution; that same year, the Mississauga at the western end of Lake Ontario ceded 
a large tract of land that “included the Niagara Peninsula, lands close to the head of 
Lake Ontario, and the north shore of Lake Erie as far west as Cat Fish Creek” (Surtees, 
1994, p.103); the British purchased this land for £1,180 worth of trade goods, and it 
became known as the Between the Lakes Purchase, or Treaty No. 3 (Surtees, 1994, 
p.103); a track of land nearly 12 miles (or 19 kilometres) wide on either side of the 
Grand River was awarded to the Six Nations of Iroquois; a document from 1792 
confirmed this transaction; the tract was surveyed by Augustus Jones from 1788 to 
1791, and a second survey, commissioned by the Six Nations of Iroquois, occurred in 
1796 (Department of Indian Affairs, 1891, p.v; Bricker, 1935a, p.82; Bourgeois, 1986, 
p.11; Surtees, 1994, pp.103-104; Bloomfield, 1995, p.19; Government of Ontario, 
2014) 

 
1.3.3 Euro-Canadian Settlement Period (1800s to present) 
Joseph Brant, a Mohawk war chief, interpreter and Indian Department officer, managed the 
Grand River tract on behalf of the Six Nations. Joseph Brant realized the land grant exceeded the 
needs of the Six Nations and Brant began to sell parcels along the Grand River to Euro-Canadians. 
However, by 1791, Lieutenant Governor John Graves Simcoe refused the Six Nations the right to 
sell land or lease any part of their reserve. Joseph Brant argued the Six Nations could not survive 
on hunting alone and required experienced farmers to lay the foundations of a stable community. 
In 1796, Joseph Brant obtained the Power of Attorney from the other chiefs of the Six Nations, 
allowing him the right to sell and lease Six Nations lands within the Grand River tract. By 1798, 



STAGE 1 AA FOR THE WATERLOO LRT TRANSIT PROJECT ASSESSMENT PROCESS 
CITIES OF KITCHENER AND CAMBRIDGE, R.M. WATERLOO, ONTARIO 

 

ARCHEOWORKS INC.   7 

Brant’s sale of six large blocks, totaling 350,000 acres of land, had been approved by the Crown 
and the proceeds from the sale of those lands would be invested for the benefit of the Six Nations 
(Bricker, 1935a, p.83; Bloomfield, 1995, p.20; Graymont, 2014; Johnston, 1964, pp.xlii-liv; 
Johnston, 1967, pp.12-14).  
 

Geographic Township of Waterloo 
The Township of Waterloo, originally named ‘Block No.2,’ consisted of 94,012 acres of land 
(Sutherland, 1864, p.27). Richard Beasley, James Wilson and John Baptiste Rosseau, owned the 
entire township after purchasing Block No. 2 from Joseph Brant for £9,497 in 1796 (Hayes, 1997, 
p.2; Sutherland, 1864, p.27). These men owned Waterloo Township until 1798 (Sutherland, 1864, 
p.27). In 1800, Richard Beasley became the sole owner of the Township of Waterloo, having 
obtained a quit claim deed from Joseph Brant (Bricker, 1935a, p.82). Provisions within the deed 
prevented Richard Beasley from selling parcels of land within the Block until the full payment for 
the block was received (Bloomfield, 1995, p.20) Survey of the township was conducted by Richard 
Cockrell, who divided it into three parts; Upper Block, Middle Block, and Lower Block (Bloomfield, 
1995, p.20). The Lower Block, or James Wilson’s Lower Block, was “subdivided into smaller blocks 
known as Beasley’s Old Survey, Beasley’s Broken Front, Beasley’s Lower Block, Horning’s Tract, 
Bean’s Tract, Bechtel’s Tract, and Heistand’s Tract” (Bricker, 1935a, p.83). Despite not having 
ownership of Waterloo Township, Beasley had sold nearly 14,200 acres of land within Waterloo 
Township. However, since Beasley had only the mortgage rights to the land, those individuals 
who purchased land from Beasley did not own the title (Bloomfield, 1995, p.21).  
 
Additionally, Beasley failed to make regular payments on the mortgage of the lands and 
completely ignored the trustees, the Six Nations. However, at the time the Six Nations allowed 
this as Beasley often made direct payments to the Mohawk chief (Johnston, 1964, p.lviii). The 
Executive Council of Upper Canada acknowledged the land title but were still reviewing and 
monitoring the purchase. That same year, German Mennonites Joseph Shorg and Samuel Betzner 
arrived in Waterloo Township, found the land desirable for their needs, and obtained land deeds 
from Beasley. Unfortunately, the deeds were considered worthless, as Beasley had not paid for 
a large portion of the mortgage (Johnston, 1964, p.lix). As a result, the Executive Council of Upper 
Canada forced Beasley to sell 60,000 acres to a group, consisting of Joseph Shorg, Samuel Betzner 
and 25 additional German Mennonites stockholders from Pennsylvania and became known as 
the German Company Tract (Johnston, 1964, p.lix). The money owing to Beasley, in excess of 
£10,000, was paid and title to German Company Tract was given to Daniel Erb and Jacob Erb, sole 
agents for the Company, in 1805 (Bricker, 1934, p.65).  
 
In lieu of the initial pitfalls of Beasley’s settlement scheme, settlement in the Waterloo Township 
increased slowly, with most settlers primarily from Pennsylvania who were principally of 
Mennonite religion and of Swiss extraction (Bricker, 1934, p.65). Traveling in their large 
conestogas, drawn by horses or oxen, the settlers arrived in Waterloo after four to eight weeks 
of travel from Pennsylvania (Bricker, 1935b, p.123). Only the War of 1812 slowed the arrival of 
Mennonites to Waterloo County and by 1818, 860 individuals resided within Waterloo Township 
(Leibbrandt, 1980, p.12). In 1820, Germans and other Europeans arrived in Waterloo Township; 
by 1825, the Townships of Waterloo and Wilmont were the most densely populated townships 
in Upper Canada, with the exception of York (Leibbrandt, 1980, pp.13, 26). Subsequently, Amish 


