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Abstract - o -
Abstract

" This thesis is concerned with a descriptian of the historic Beothuk .
using both ethnoh\stnmc and archaeoloqxcal data A summary of ‘ethno- =

bhistorwc descrwnons of Beothuk matema] cultur ;;rovided This .

cuns1sts of descnptwns of such things as canos, habitatlons, sturage
and smoke houses, deer fences etc.. most of wh1ch would not survive in
'the archaeological recard . As'such, it ccnﬂst\tutes an important part of
the exlstlng kncwedge of the Beothuks, and f‘urnishes a va1u5b1e source
—Ef 1nformar,10n for the 1nterpretat1on of the drchaeological remains..
Archaeulogwa] data censist of earlier work doné on Beothuk bur1a'|s
_.and more recent work on a number of habxtat\on sites on the Island * The
forn{er‘ \s reana\yzed in Tight of new information on the prehlstory of .
Newfound'land The Tatter consists of a summary of the results uf. exca-
vatlon\prekus\i_cdnducted at two Beothug habitation sites and.a descrip:
tion .of the results of archaeo!og1ca1 f1e1d wark carried’ nut for this thesls
" .at_the | wlgwam Bmok (DfAw-1) site, a late h|stor1c Beothuk cumpnnent %
Tocated near Grand FaHs in central Newfoundland. -

The work at Irhgwam Brook furnished the data for a, éetaﬂed d1scus- B

’ sion af the characterlshcs of. such thmqs as features and artifacts at

Mte h1star1c Beothuk encampment Ana'lys1s of recovered

‘an mter’1

‘fauna'l rla] 1nd1cate an unexpected year ‘round occupancy, a fact whu:h

may be' impor‘tant ‘in the understandmg nf the posslb'le causes fgr:the

eventua'l extmchon of the Beothuks:in the early nineteenth centyu» FTI
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mmonumoN‘ P 15

. © This thesis deals prlmam'ly wth a, descmptwn of: archaeulog1ca1
L ' work'carried out on the historic Eeothuk Nigwam Brook site (Dwa-I),
\ locatea in the Exploits Vaﬂey in centka] Newfoundland. ' The purpose ‘of >
B N .. this field reseﬁrch was to cuHect sufficient data to attempt to formulate

an archaeu'logica] *identi ty of the h1stvr|c Beothuk. However, it, was . o

’ thought at the-outs t that a carefu] cons1deratxon of ethnohistoric des*
cnptmns of Beothuk mater'la‘l culture’ v{ould resu]t in a more.cogent~p|c—'

ture of the cutture of these people in h\stnnc times. - We sha]]'therefure “

-summarize the available ethnahlsturlc data o such obJel:ts as canoes.
== & ” halntarmns weapons, etc. This wm not only provtde an idea.of cu'ltural
: 1tems which ‘would not normally be preserved in archaec]oglcal contexts, =

but. alsq serve as a source for compansons and"mterpretanons of features, 3

in the archaeu'lug1ca1 records.

£

x He shaH also consider what former a‘rchaeu]og‘i‘ca]‘wnrk has been-

" done on the Beothuk prublem. This summary will consist of descrigtions: %
of early 1nvestigat1cns of Beothuk buria'ls. These <interments were examined, O
: before the development of contrul'led archaeo‘loqical techniques‘ and the™

$ descrfptfnns are therefore brief and 1\ncomp1ete. However theybda con- . :

stitute an 1mportant part of what is now the present status of Beothuk § S
_archueology.v Cognizante alst’ sha‘l'l be taken of . the work of such schohrs

»as ‘hG B. Lioyd and James P. How'ley although much<of what they cun:'lude d

& p J ; with respect to the archaeology of these Indians is 1arge1y erruneous
in terms of what we now understand ,about the preh(story ‘of the 1s1and 0 5
'Newfoundland. Lastly, the mure_recent archaeological wov;k‘af Helen  =x "_v"
’ P X Devereux sha]l be described for it constitutes the on1 ?&Elﬁmj_or deta}’_’led,
: 2% contr;g]]ed ana‘lysis of Beoﬂ;huk habi‘tétion sites.‘ i Y 3 ,




3

The majnr part of th!s repnrt sha'l’l focus on excavat{ons cnnducted

the sn:e of Wigwam Brook,

f seven weeks and duv‘mg this period a total of 5000 square feet or’ a

Field work at' this component spanned. a period .

Tittleless than 10% of ‘the ‘presuned occupation area-was excavated.

/ Analysis of thls work will include a cons'dev‘étian of env‘lr‘onmenta'l

aspects of the general location of the site, followed by descriptions and

mterpretaﬂons of - the features and{(arufacts which were discovered. g

A chapter will also ‘be devoted’ t& the subs{steuce ‘practices of tbe

at the Slte‘

and ethnohistory to provide-a—picture f historic Beothuk cultire. *

< Finallys in_thé conclusions we.shall syithesize the‘ar'chaenlogy 3

N
Beuthnk at Wigwam Brook as elucidated by the’faunal material retovéred




LS. -CHAPTER! o N

ETHNDHISTORIC DESCRlPTIONS OF BEOTHUK HATERML CULTHRE"
P R K
The Benthuks of Newfoundland have received considerahle attention b

during the past 400~year‘€pnd despite James P. Hawley 5 maqnum ‘opus "The _

Becthucks s whiéh is a chronologlga'l summary of tlie contempcrary accounts .

cancermng these Indlar@\ they o
“ous race " This § tuation exists even though chere was ‘a comparatlve’ly

'Icng permd of contact between the natives and Europuns which began in

- the 1ate lSth century with Juhn Cabot and supposed]y terminated in-1829
. with the death of Shanawdithn. the last known Beothuk It appears that

an\mosit!es betneen the Europeans and Red Men probably sparked by such

and destruction of forests and game p\us uccupatien of favuured camping-:
areas along the coast by the {uropeans,, were likely respcnsﬂﬂe for-*h'e -
small amount of IrJtensive umeractwn between the two groups ﬁm@huut

t_hq historic period.” -Consequently, we:now have qnly a minor collection. of -

& descriptiogsl of Beotin‘tk ma;eria] culture and vlr_tually nothing concernin i

Jtheir social structure _religious practices, etc. Me owe the bulk pf:\iu’r

know'ledge of these peop]e to observations made by the ?or\:uguese ami ]

in the last 50 years of cogtacf, to the detailed reports of Lieqteqant N

1 inue to remain the so- :a’(led "mysteri- 3

'ﬂungs as repeated kidnapping by, the Portuguese (Hoffman 1961:29, 31, 200),

R ‘Bntish (notah'ly vihitbourne pnd/John Guy) ear'1y in the historic per!cd and ‘




. -would be of value £o an 'ana1ysi_s such as this one, David Baerreis (1961:

59) has_pointed-out-that, !...much nf*ethnohis;oric data pertain to per-
* . ) ‘Ishab]e materials so that they in‘effe:t comprise a very va"luah'le addition

.' ‘to the archaeo}rliﬁ‘cé] v‘ecop{" This is ce’r"‘t’ainly true with the Bethuks

since the sources have descnp—ptwns of such tmngs as canoes wigwams,

| storage houses and sevgra'l other. items, all of which are not Tikely to be,

preserved in the archaeological recard. . : .
[ Thi_s chapter, therefg;—e, Wil be devu,ted.tn a p‘resent_ation of =~
available ethnnhisturic descriptionsvof Beothuk material culture. - Where

poss1b’le attempts have been made to - 1ocate ang‘dgcument the primary source

i . of the déschiptions, since very often papers presented w\th a similar theme

in mind, F_él_] to do $0. Furthemor‘e we have also’ tried to synthesize all -

available deser ons concerning each particular object under d1scussion

k § .in order fo i11 ate the var1ah1'|1ty whlch often ex1sts. Last'ly, com-

= : ments on a numbér of reports are 1nc1uded 1n the text. The following then, R

will consist of descﬂptions of cannes, habjtations, storage houses, srrroke

' huuses, deer fences and sewe'Ts, vapour baths, burial methods, weapons,

B snowshoes, bark=utensils, use of iron pyrites, use of red ochre, di“éss,

“'mythological-emblems", food, fogd pr’ecessing and storage.
= .. v E R Eanoes :
. M . The earhest reference to the Beothuk canoe s contained in a short
o ¢ descrlp;wn concermng these natives by Henri Esﬂlenne about 1509. He

, ' . notes, "...theii barque is made from the bark of a tree. Mith a smgle

handTman (can) place (one) on his shoulders" (Huffman 1961 31 from
sse 1900: 152 163)
)

Later, Jdcques, Cartier abserved- the usg of boats, "
hich (s

172 din Harris

s) - Eusebju} 151

.made of the

th: th

) they fish and take great store of seals..."




Ano?hé?”éarJy though brief ‘description of Beothuk canoes was con-
-tained in a

port by Whitbourne who visited.Newfoundlayd in 1582 and
pubTished an account in 1622, He describes them as similar,to, " L .the -

wherries on the river fhpmes," made of birch bark, which was sewn together

and then sealed with turpenting' (Ibid:22; Howley 1915:21).

Thewgaﬂiest detaﬁed' description of the canoe s c‘;ntained in John
" Guy's Narrative (Howley 1915:15-18), Guy relates thaf the canoes were -
. a‘pprnvximate]‘y tyenty feet long and, "...foure foot and é half broad in'the
’ middle.aloft.". The keel and other frame parts wﬂere of "dry fire:" B1rch
bark was used as the cover and was sewn together w1th quartered roots. A
thin pule wrapped w\th roots and about 3 feet in length was secured

vertically -tp the bow and sterd. * The cance was supposed to have we1ghed

B 23 Tess than-one hundred pﬁunds and was capable of carrying fn

3 Lieutenant Jahn Cartwright of the 'Royal Navy who trave]'led up the
g . Explmts River to L1eutenant s Lake (now Red Indian Lake) in 1768-on a

re:onna|ssance missmn to 'Iocate and bring about frieddly rela\twns with

. _the »Benthuks prnwdes us w1th the most deta\'led speuficatmns of their”
. candés: He describes the"canoe s ‘one with:

the SldES heglmnng at the very keel and from thence
running up in.a stra1ght Tine to the edge or gunwale.
traverse section of it, at any part whatever, makes an acute
angle; only that it is not sharpened to a perfect angular .
. point, but ‘is somewhat rounded to take in .the slight rod } ®
i . that serves by way of keel. This rod is thickest in the .
. . middle, (being in .that part-about the size of the handle of 2
/ a_common hatchet,) tapering each way and terminating with
d 1 slender curved extremtles of the canoe. The form of this
' keel will then, it is evident be-the same with the outline’
of .the long sectmn which when represented on paper is .
N nearly, if not exagt\y, the half of an ellipse 'Iong1tud1- .
. : nally divided. The coat or shell of the canoe is made of

. o e .largest and fairest sheets of birch rind that can be 7
# ¢ ™ pracured. Its form being nothmg more than two sides -
T/ e Jjoined together where the keel is to be introduced, it/ lis
/ very easily sewed together entire. The sewing is perf ctly

neat, and 'pegformed with spruce roots, split to the proper - ¥
size. -That ‘along the gunwhale is like our neatest basket




work._ Thessesms are payed over vnth a sort of gum, appearing
“to. bé%a preparatian of turpentine, oil and ochre, and which -
effectivély resists all the efforts of the water. The sides
are Eepupart and their proper distance preserved by means,
of a thwart of about two' fingers substance,, whose ends are

Todged on the rising points above mentioned, in the middle of .~ -

~... the gunwhale. The giinwhales are made with tapering sticks, two
on each side; the thick ends of which neet on the rising
points with.the ends of the main thwart, and being moulded o
* to theshape o “the canoe, their small ends terminate with
those of the keel-rod, in—the-extremiti€s of each stem. On,
the outside of the proper gunwhales with which they exact'ly
- correspond, and connected with them for as by a few thongs,
are also false gunwhales, ﬂxed there for the same purpose
. as we use fenders. The inside ‘is lined irely with sticks

- two or three inches broad, cut flat and thMn, and placed R )

lengthways, over which again others are Crossed. A short®,

thwart hear each end to preserve the canoe from -twisting, Dr
8 being Eu'lged makes it complete” (Howley 1915:32- 33).
\ Cartwright 111uscrates an examp1e 6f ,a:mode canae whwch Howley has dupli=
cated (ngiey 1915:Plate 11(1, opposite p. 3. y

Ca'rtwright also points out that s1nce- these canoeg: have, in a’sense,

no bottom with the swdes meetmg at a po{nt Which'is also the keel, they
had to be ba]‘lasted wvth stones su they wau'ld float upr\ght ,The stones,

«in turn, were apparent1y~cavered with moss, “Canoes were usually paddled

but-he also notes that sails we'_re occasioﬁelly used, though, "‘...this is ¢
a.practice for which these deHca!:e and unsteady barks are by no means
calcu1ated"(Cartwr1qht 1826: 312).‘ . : «
A length of M feet and a beam of four feet #is suggested by Cart— Y
“wright (Ibid.). Cormack hoviever, states that lengths vary from 16 to
22 feet (How’ley 1915:213).. o ' Cf \
An 1nterest1ng remark. in Comack s short descrvptwn of the~ canoe
is his observah(mwthat the cuvermg or "she]l" vas Cartwrlght caHs 1t,
was "...deer sk‘lns sewed together and fastened by stitching the edge‘s

round the gunm'fe"(lbid ). Except for a veny early (1501) remark to .

this effect ‘by one of the Cortereals Who also-noted the use of deer skin

for garments and houses (Cantmo, October 17, 1501; in Biggar 1911:64

. ® ; B




ed }i;_;iszfman 1961:29) ; Comack‘seemsﬁ&'be alone in this bélief since, ~ ~

nley points out in a footnote to’this comment on- skin coverings, L *

bid.) anl other observers (Cartwright 1826¥311;- Whitbourne (Lloyd 1878:

22), and’ Bucﬁan (How'ley 1915:85- ?6) are very specific about the use o\f)
P = birch r1nd as canoe covering. However, How’ley concedes the possibility
L., o that canbou hides may have been used in the event of a scarcity of a
suimb’le supp'ly of birch rind (Ibid.:footnote #2, p 213).
The odd shape of the Beothuk canoe, that'is the elevated midsection,*
g a ls peW‘haps peculiar but it L
i Micmac canoesvoﬂ Newfound'land and "...throughout the Micmac ran‘qe as! far

certam’ly not unique in the northeast. The

as.‘?nhem Nova “Scotia" (Speck 1922: 32). have a similar profile which,

accusﬂmg to Ha’l11s and Wallis (1955: 48) i$to increase the sea-worthiness
the craft A similar. notion may have prompted the Beothuks into usmg

t)uis feature of elevated gunwale; In this respec;, Lloydnotes the obser-

.-Vatmn of a certad John Evans who states that,

1 > he greater height of the gunwale and the curvmg up

2 f he emgqof the canoe, as compared with the ordinary - 3

= canoe of Cagada, would render it less liable to ship a - -
i sed; whilst its V-shaped section would, increase 1ts ¥

g - .caﬂhbxﬁ)ty asa saﬂ{ng craft in lnoderate weather" (L1oyd-

187 \ %
Lloyd (Ibld ) suggests tmt\finds of canne padd]es and arrowheads on the

~Ffunk Islands, over thirty mﬂes' off the, cpast of Newfoundland seem to arque

Ep- - for ‘sea, trave] by the Beothuks <Whexher or not the artifacts:on the Funks
- .',j“;_} are in fact Beothul; j$:a moot quest(on but given the des\gn advantages
L3N for rougher Water and the fact that sea travel in canoes is reported for

the Micmac (Speck’ 1922:119) between Cape North of Cape Breton and Cape’
L Ray._Nzwfu[‘undhnd 1 see no reasonto. v'oubt th_e _poss[bﬂity that the

i | . b3 . 8
Beothuk canoe was very probably well adopted to short distance sea“travel

among the|Islands off the coast of Mewfoundland-. In fact, the summer



.part of the year]y cyc'le wnuld d-lctate the necessﬂ:y of scme sort of sed
travel between the coast and Islands to obtam -sea b1rds and eggs -- foods

which are noted as mpurtant dur‘\ng the” coastal nccupatwn in the ethn

historic Sourcés. . : i &

. As might be expected no ev1dence of any kmd which would have

sques‘ted the presence of canoes was found at Wigwam Brook. However, at
.the Indian Point site a rgd ochre, stain some 22 feet by five _feét»was
encountered® ih the Lower Occupation or prehistoric component (Devéreux

-1970:41), which H.E; Devereux suggests

would be congruent with the

‘p'(‘an of .an upturned canoe. This"had erhaps been. Teft to disintegrate so

P
il
that the ochre staining in thz subsml today is the only visible remaining

l

evldence of its ex1stence." Ethnoéraph\c evidence, which Devgr‘eux cites
[whutl:ourne (H\Awley :1915:21); am/Cormack (How\ey 1915: 190 192)]suggest
"dimensions of canoes as being 22 feet and also that they were stafned with I
red’ ochre. - One would wonder ’t;wev'er, if the amount of red ochre used in - -

:u'louring a canoe+would be sufficient to leave its mark in the ground for

e

- several hundred years. Nevev‘the'less, the stain is suggestwe, and the

mterpretaﬁnn \nterestmg. \
- ’ Habi tations ’ ‘ i

John Guy (1612) br‘leﬂy descr1bes a Beothuk vngwam in his Narrative,

-H1s descr‘lptlﬂn 1nd1cates a conical structure with a circular ground p'lan

of* aboqt 10 feet. (The cover|ng was of caribou hide and a'fireplace :

‘bccup‘ie}d the centre of  the dwelling (Howley 15]5:15). C ¥
“In morg, defaﬂed analysis by John Eariw;‘ight also suggests a conical

structure whose size was, determmed by "the number of falmly memhers

0b1ang ho'l'lows s1tuqted around a central hearth formed the s'leepmg areas.




The framewnrk cons1sted of stra1ght pples With a cov’ering of birch bark. S
A smoke hole was mcurpurated 1m:o the top lof the structure. The\b\ark'

cover‘mg was “held in place by ‘3. series of pples which were leanéd up

v.aga»]nst ‘the exterior of “the wvgvgam.(Cartwm ht 1826:308; How]ey 1915:

" Captain George Cartwright states “that the friamework of po’ies was cuvered

i prohably greater than 70 feet in height on‘which was mounted alcomca'l— -

29-30). - I !

\ Regarding the birch bark 'coven'ng there sgems to be some . dispute

with skins (nS mention is i

£ouhat “type and, ".. often with saﬂs, )
whu:h they contmve to-steal from the :fishing rooms"- (Howley 1915: 49)
Others (Jukes 1842 126 and’jizc

cnougaH 1891 100) also mention the use of 7 " by

skin cuvermgs. As with cannes perhaps use pf skins depended. on.the .1

.of suntaMe birch bark. ’ ' R R .

'

In'1822, Cormack (Howley 1915: 211) who refers tc the Beothuk wigwam~

as-a Mamateek gave a’detaﬂed’descriptmn in which he notes the use of

stra1ght poles, -0 B ! = BN

..of hr' about twelve feet high, f]attened at'the sides,
and driven dn the earthclose to each other} the' corners
being manTe strunger than the other parts.". § B2

<An interesting add1t|un to John Ca‘rtwmght s account is the use of moss -

resumah'l to chink the| revi:es and line the insideé. Continuing, Cormack
P! y Mol 9, Co

states, . - -

"...the roof was|raised so as to stand from all parts - §
and meet in a pojint in the centre, where a hole was .
left’ for the smoke to escape. The remainder of ther -° .
roof was covergd with a treble cost of bfrch bark, g .
and between the [first-and second Tlayers of bark was'

placed about $iX inches of moss, about the chimney |
clay was substituted for. the moss" (Ibid‘ . 5 : o .

Nhat Cormack appears th be descnbmg xs a structure with sub-walls .

On’ly the roof appears to have beEn covered

1ike roof with.smoKe hnIe 4

With bark. 5w :
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Besides.the conical typé of wigwam w)n‘ch.\we have been discussing

and ‘the presumably aberrant type described by Cnv‘rmack there are references .

1t multi-sided wigwams. (Perhaps Connack s mention of- corners in the ™
\‘ .4 X it ) “above, descmptvon may be taken as an indication of a mu'lt1 sided structure )

. : Buchak is the first to make a statement concerning the multitsided dweTI-

\ . j,ug. T)ns‘ he descmbes as a uctaguna] structure which was sup'ﬁusedly .

used on\y in winter. Constructional detaﬂs suggesf sub walls of ahout

' fnur feet from which pu1es were attached to form

onical roof wi th \

smoke-hcle. The covering was again birch bark and a hearth occup\ed the’

central portion of the floor (How‘ley 1915: 85) Buchan a'lso makes a brief

ct that the round wiqwam was used 2in sumer “...whﬂst

(1bid. ).

. reference ‘th~the

- ,. e ployed on the ponds and rivers in procurmq Food for wvh
. 2

) .How'ley has reproduced sketches of two types of mamateeks (How’ley

1915:Sketch VI opposite p.. 246). The first is an octagnnal_ dwelling, . i

accordi"ng to the'accompanying descript'lon and appears to be similar to the

multi- s)ﬂed lodge wh1ch Buchan dESCNhES There are snme add1t1ona1 *

details, however, wh\ch might be” added here. “These include the heaping

oy L up of a circular mound of earth ‘around the“walls, and the placement of two
octagonal hoops on éhe upper framework to presumably act as braces
(Howley 1915:245). ) i 8w

The ‘second mamateek 1I1ustrated by Shanawd1th1t is a s1mple comcal

structure without vertical walls. This exampTe was regarded as a tempdr-

- ary or sumer structure (Ibid.). Though referred to as g mimateek by

” . Shanawdnmt Patterson (1891 34) presented }_he term mechck fnr the sm—

- . ple conical summer wigwam. His snurce for the term is Georde Cartwright

¢ _but mo other reference to this name was found in the ethnohis!:oric records.
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. dweﬂing. John Guy mentiorts this type in his rarrat

L s . \
sut \ : : . \ 9
: AN
¢ in 1612 but gives

no details. John Cartwright, however, is much more %mphcn and describes
the square house as, - - :
.-.a reatangle framed-nearly in-the fashion-of the Enqhsh -
fishing houses, only that the studs were scmeth\hg apart from . '
- which'it was eyident that they alone could not, in that T
% state, form the shell, as in the English buildings where .
© they are closely. joined together. But about eighteen
inches within this, and parallel to it, there was another
frame of slighter workmanshvp rising to the - roof.. ., From
the hair-which adhered to the studs, the vnterva]"appeared
r to have been filled with deer skins... This was the’ con-
struction of only three sldes, the fourth being raised by
trees wel] squared and placed horizontally one upon
3 ‘another » having their seams caulked with moss. ...The
lodgements of the rafters on the beams, and the necessary
joints; were as neatly executed as in the “houses commonly s
inhabited by our £isher. _Th,e roof was a low pyramid being
encompassed at the distance' of three féat from its vertex
by a hoop.tied to .the rafters with thongs....t le space 3
above the hoop had.been left apen‘..for a passage to-the . -
smoke, the fireplace, according to qustom, having been in e
the centre’ (Cartwright 1826:309; How’ley 1915:30).

As wiﬂ be seen 1in more detaﬂ later on in this chaptgr thé square dwening.'
based on.its description by Cartwright, is most probably a type of habi- ~

tation which is due to contact with Europeans and t erefare a phenomenon

- of the historic period.

L To sunmarlze then, hab1tat\onLof the Beothuks appear to mc]ude

two. types of mgwam and the square house. Of the wigwams , the mamateék

. or wmter wvgwam, is an octagonal. structure which appears ‘o consist
basma'l'ly of a tonica] roof muunted on low vertical walls of 2 to 4 feet.’
The roof was covered with birch bark and insulated with moss. The second

type of wiﬁwan&, the meotick, was a simple conical structure w1ph a circu-

lér floor plan. Th’1s type was purported to have been used 'in’ summer orﬂy,.
“and was mich 1ike that used by the Micmacs an/fhe Island (Pattersun 1891
134)\ The square dwe'l'lmg was a square walled bul'ldmg With three walls

made of small up

ight poles and the fourth of horizontally placed squared

logs. The roof’was ‘pyramidal in shape. _ . T
v . %y . :
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N, B Brief description‘s'af f'uu'rvdifferent types of .stnrage‘hquses can

be found 1n the' ethnoh]stomc records. The first of these is iﬂepnrted

by William Cuﬂ who descr\bes a hqu\nq some furt_y to f1fty feet square

“Tocated approximately ‘60 wiles ap the Exploits River (Howley 1915:69).

& The structure which-was discovered in the winter of 1810, was of wood

and covered with skms and bark.. No mention is made of what type of bark

‘was used, éhough one might reasonakﬂy assume birch rind, The roof 1s not
’ descr\bed L\eutenant Buchan, however, states that the'store house seen 3
by Cu]l was “...buﬂ\‘. with a r1dge pole, and has qab'le ends" (How'ley 1915:
85). Cull a_1so observed a similar though chh larger store House on the
- oppasite bank of the river but no examinat!ori of this one was made °
" (Houley 1915:69). ) '// : U
- Eontenbs of the descrlbed hnu#e 1nc1uded near’ly 100 deer (caribou), .

/
some of which Has fatty and, . / L s 4

...in junks entirely divested of bone and stowed in boxes

. nf birch and 'spruce rinds, each box containing about 2 cwt.

3 w The tongues and hearts ojthe deer vere stowed in the middle
of each package. The ledn vénison, or thit more recentl/y/{

" Kkilled was’ in quarters... ;\d stowed 1n bulk, some part of
3 with the skin on" (Humey 1915:69).

- P Mgntwn is leo made of skins jof marten, beaver-and deer. .. "

7 1In 1811 Lieutenant Bu;han discovered a c1rcu1ar storage huuse,

::overed with deer skins’ (an/ley 1915:75), and "...not so Iarge as, their.

. wxgwam“ (Ibld ). Though ng details are given on this structure it my ¢ (
t 'they resembled the smaller conical wigwal

perhaps be speculated f:

“or M used in-summer-..
A third type of store house is reported by Cormack who states that
they. 'found,'»"..,a small Tog hou“se, in a dilapedatedcondition, which we
‘ g y’ 1915:192). . No .,

“ took to nave;ﬁ”e‘en, once a (sic) sforehouse" (How
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information. other than this brief note was g!ven by Cormack and 11: my 3

be debatable if this® struozure was in fact used for storage.
- =The fourth- type 1s desr.rihed by J.P. Howley-and 1s based on a
sketch by Shanauﬁthit (leey 1915 248 and sketch VHI upposlte p. 248).
§ The stmcmf is also called a drymg house: and was apparenﬂy 10 feet
[ wide and 4% feet high at the wall. The roof was peaked and had a "...'Ioﬂ

to two rows of

a lgnf stope.” Inside‘, the bui'lding't;as div!ded; .
large squares, one above ‘the other, §ix squares in each rov, “and ;avery

/ alternate square crnssbarred as though representing lattice work.

Th,!s was probab'ly to n1'|ow fbr the,free circu!ation of a1r"'([hid 248)

W To sunlnarué, four. types of storage houses have been pecordgd in

the fitera_ture. These include:” very large types appro;éning 50 feet.to"

Smoke Houses . /‘ i

Cormack m'entions a wooden mﬂ&ing. ..constructed for drying and

sn;lmnison“\ Howley 1915 192), but gives no descriptwn
\ . Shanawdithit sketched 2 venison smoke house for Connack which

Héwley interprets as .an ob1ong structure consisting of upright Ricks
forming the walls orbaﬂ sides mth ‘gabled roof simﬂar to 'the flsher-
's tilt or storehouse" Howley 1915:245, H'Iustration VI apposlte p: 286).
\ “The descnpﬂa'n of the waHed storage houses by CuH HowIey, and
Eonnack the square duel'ling mentioned by Cartwright; and the sketch and

desc\'xptlon of the smoking house ‘suggest the possibﬂity that contar.t

betuTn the fghemen and the Beothuks, ‘such as it was, y=have fostered -

| S 3




X Connack mentions the association o

the abcve 1m1tations of the-‘ ngu'sh buﬂdings of the types described
=4 above thtbeﬁ similar buihﬁng exizted 1n prehistoric times wou'ld de-
.-pend on whether or not it is possib] to_recognize structural remains:

of _these b'uﬂd'ings There is snme indication that they did exist in'?

“garly historic t1nes as sﬁvm by Guy's reference to thun :1»]612‘ However,

. “evén by “this t1me Europeans had been in sporadic contact with the Beo-
thuks for at 1east a century. and it is erly that this was sufﬁclent
time for these Indians to learn how to duplicate square structures using

3 aboriginal mater‘la'ls He.themjore believe that square structuras,
whether they be habitat1ons store huuses or smoke houses, are 3 phenomenon
of the historic perfoed. This must however, remain a hypothesis unt‘ﬂ
. future excavation. can be done' to determme the presence or ahsence of these

% buﬂdﬂ\gs on prehiw:ric sites. If they are characterishc of .the historic”

period then perhaps the one skin covered conica'( store house noted txy

B,

Buchan may " be the aboriginal type. ;LO

a smokehouse, wigwams, and a

\ store house"st an interior encanpment which suggests tneir presence on a. " i

historic period site (Howley 19]5 ]92) However, no remains of anything
even resembling the.floor plan of\a squa.re or oblong structufe was encoun-
tered during the work at Wigwam Brook nor is any ‘such Féature- sug‘gested
at the Indian Point site (Deve,reux 1970 and personal communication 1972)
Moreover, Lhe lack of any mfomatlon on poss(lﬂe ground mod1ficwon in
the construcﬂon of such “buildings and the fact that the upright poles which :
may have been mere1y sticks thrust into- the ground and therefore’ not likely
to Teave: any traces due to the highly acidic nature of the soils in the

1nter|or, suggests that these structures may be vel\-y lﬂfﬁcult if got.

impossible to recognize. However, the vagaries of preservat' n may .

A . \‘\ o




ngators to make a lnbre exphcn stacament regard!ng square walled s

buﬂd':nqs .

by "'. E " Deer Fences and Sewels

John Cartwright |s aqam the most, rehab]e source for a descnptlon
6F th1s parhcular feature of Benthuk materxa] cu]ture which, 1nterest1ngly”’ i
¥ enough, survived until the. late mneteenth or ear1y twenheth centuﬂgs

,-(LToyd 1875a:255" 1975b 224 Speck 1922:19-20). Accurdinq to Cartwnght

,the Indiaqs\‘s Tected areas along the Exp1n1ts Rwer which uo\nd be ~su1tah]e E

P fnr lnterceg‘?hg lﬁe mjgratmn of carlbou The most favuurab!e 'Iccales 5

occured where<there was a beach of approxmate]y twenty feet, and a hIghv ¥

v ver bank (Cartwr

t 1826: 309- 310 How'ley 1915: 305, The Indians

apparent]y felled trees on ‘the. river bankso that. the trunk was not com-

;ﬂeter severed frnm the stump and dmecte esch to fa'll parallel to the 7.
v‘1ver and upon-its’ nelghbour Weak veas in the fence were strengthened

with branches which were 1nterwoven into. the matr]x in some 1nstances,

,and'\ﬁshed/m others Hz:ghts ranged from s1$< to ten fe' epending on” _A
W % . )
‘r 5 '
In areas devoid of. vegetation sufficient for fence buﬂd'ing the >
§ N Beothuks supnfsed1y used sewe'ls These were made,r by ying a tassel 2 .
S of bm:h rind, fotmed .14 k the wing of a. paper k!te, to the smaH end“df,, /

- ar slight st1ck, ‘about: s1x feet 1n ]ength" (Cartwnght 1826 3]0) Sewels

we:e‘ placed, ) ahout tsn o\* a dozen yards apart [and mchned S0,

r.hat any wind wou]d cause a movement of the ‘tasse ) d],. "Thus it is sure

) ; to catch the eye of €he deer, and to make them sh he p'lace where it
!




s :
‘ext aordmar\ly tong deer fentes. Cnmack for example reports one | h1c'h§ )

traces .

certam convement/tg jons.. :;he'v:e "‘n\mw
breast works half thl?.r he\qht of a man (by the . ",
‘furrxe /ca'ITed gazes), over which 1t“may be presumed they shoot the deer;‘ .
passing hetween the Vaterside and the bank x." (Cartwrlght 1826:. 310) ‘,/ LT _" ;
Comack*{m: k1111ng of the caribou in Ater usmq spears and LR
canoes (Howley 1&15 194..an ) 95) whu:h certanﬂy seems to be a-far more e -

ly restrictéd 1n water. & i &

Reports from’ contemporanenus gnd more recent observers 1nd1cate

was Tocated an the Exp1o1ts River as bemq ".. at least tlnrty miles" - oo-

(Howley 1916:195),, 1ong. T G. B. L1oyd mentmns one examp\e ‘which was fi

mer]y about 35 miles 1ong and had been part\a]'ly rebuﬂt for {se by the
€

- mcm cs of the T$7and (L1oyd 18752 224) o . ~ - ]

Menhon has a'Iready been.made of the fact that some of these fences i

were still in ex1stence n the ear'ly twentw\th century (Speck 1922:19- 20) .

As - far as we knuw _there have been o* recent ?eports of such fences and it is .

hkely that 1ntens1ve logging, operations which have been carried on in the T

Exp1o1ts vaI'Iey over the past sevem:y-odd years have ehmmated a11 traces

uf them. - No recnnnalssance was carried out in. the v1cimty of N1qwam .

/ -

beok ‘to ascertam the pﬂsS]bﬂlty of-a, 1ucal deer FeqceA I, there “vas:
one ‘a major forest f1re whkch swept down the vaﬂey in MROW . ‘

'Squwes, Chief Forester, Pr‘lce
'1972) .and laggmg uperations in. the area have prohably e]lminate/al

Cormack describes a vapour bath in some detaﬂ He ohserv'e; that




by pouring water. on hm;e stones made very

. hot .for the purpose, in the open air by burhing a quantwy

> ; - of.yood.around then; after this process, the ashes were’

5 . Vs removed‘ and a hemispherical framework closely covered with
ins, tun;xcmde the external air,.was fixed over the .

“The patient” then creptnn undey the skins taking

th 1

- dish.to-dip' it out, which.by pouring on the stones,
.en(a]b]ed)him 6 ralse the steam-at pleasur‘e" (Howley 1915.
190-191

baths were used ma1 ¥ by old.peop'le

and for rheumatic’ éffectwns

F (sxc)" (ch]ey 1915 19])

i’ birch ring, bucket of water, and‘a small bark * - . o

In a footnote, Cnrmack says that Shanawdvthit Jater to1d hllll that vapour"

AJ‘

The on]y fenture which may be 1nd1cat1ve of these vapour baths or -

sweat huuses at H1gwam Brook aré ﬁve-cracked rock concentrations. ThIS

. " |nterpretatwn wﬂl “be dealt with 1n more detal'l Jn the section on features.

g . e s Buria] Methods R Lo

oot & , .
L) . % v
B 'fn' . Faur methods nf interment are reported in. the sources by wﬂham <
«Cormack s gt - :
o

" The flrst mode of burial is desémbed as

. poles, the roof covered with rmds of trees M (Howley 1915: 192 ]93)

or nine and fcur or f1ve feet h1gh in the centre floored mth squared

"...hut. ten Feet by e1ght

Twe hodies were found in the extended position by.Cormack, one of which

was cunc'luded to, have beert M_ary March who had been captured by Eurupeans

3 And held for Some ‘length of

2 Curmack f.herefore rassumed that the:body had beenlmoved to. the afmve

S . sepulture which had been built for her husband follovnng his death at’ the

LAY

hands of the English.

ine’, ‘but d‘md before she CDU‘]dy be returned

to the mtermr and left it ihere the, Tndmns wey’ wkely to ieet it."

: ‘ " to here "crﬂ)e" by Captain"Buchan. Buchan apparent!y gfturned the body i




N N

Grave*goods ipcluded wooden figurinesf'se_veral mode"l canoés, two

s * j )
boat models, an iron axe, a<bow and quiver of arrows, two "fire stones
...from which they producefire by~striking *

o i o8, radiated. iron pyrites
%= T ™

- them tagether... .,

the hady be'mg wr‘apped in bn‘fh bark THDw]ey 1915 194) . .

i “The.scafﬂﬂd was fomed of four posts abnut seven feet
high, fixed perpendiculan in the ground, to sustain
a kind of ;rvh five feet and.d half in length by four *
. in breath, with 2 floor made of small squared beams; laid
Foge tagecher h nta’ny, and on Whlch the body and- o
* prapsrty rested" (Ibid.)
The "crib was apparently about 4% f feet 3 ove the ground (Ib1d )

In the third type, it seems from ‘the descnption that the budy

d 1n birch bark and deposited on its nght side in a

as f'Iexed W
5 (cbntam-sr» wnicn was s1mp1y Teft on the qround surface. The box ,
’ four feet‘long, three feet w1de and.two and one-half feet deep. It

_# v s .W£ made of ‘small squared sticks which were hcriz‘antaﬂy 1atd dnd notched
t " Birch bark was, used to hne the container. v

o I - ~‘_"at the corners.
The fourth mode of bumaI and the one which Cormack acknow]edges

to be the most common, entailed wrapp'lnq the’body in birch rind and then
heapmg stonEs over the bundle._ .Dccasmnaﬂy the bodies were placed
fool{ or 50.beneath the gmund and the place was covered

oy 5 th stones.. In sandy areas the corpse was apparently buried a littte
“ deeper‘ no stones were placed over the graves in these. instances (Ibid.)

. As.will be pointed out and d\scussed later, most -known archaeo-

’Iogma] ‘ugcurences of Beothuk burials are found.in caves along the :uast‘

K'gwever t,here is no reference to the use of caves as a type of sepulchr
1

' in the ethnthstomc referentes. ' . :




" Except for, §

- Arrows

Cemeter{es were supposed'ly Tocated on _;he sea coast and the

Ind1ans apparent]y carried their dead tn the§e partwcular Tocations (Ib1d ).

& L Heapons

B r e
Bows % 5 ’

" Cartwright reports that bows were made of sycamore (maple). Despite

- what he considers poor selection of mte}'ia'l, workmanship was guite fine, -

@ @
“the grasp, the insdde of them is cut flat but so obliquely

and with so much art that the string will vibrate in a

direction cmnc1d1ng exactly with the thicker edge of the
bow...The bow is full five feet and, a half long" (Cartwright
1826:312-313), .

Miniature bows were reported by Howley (1915: 33L) for a burbel found on

Burnt IsIand in Piiley's Tickle, Notre Dame" Bay s
. 4

John Cartwmght (1826 313) also briefly deSCNbes arrows as made
of, ‘...well seasaned pine, slender, light, and perfec‘]y stralght. LIts
head is a two edged 'lance, about six mches '(ong, and the stock is almost
three feet more." Lieutenant Buchan also mentwns arrows- and notes the
presence of feathers and the fact the blade was shouldered but not barbed-
(Howley 1915 86, ©

Arrows and fragments have been reported from a number of coastal

"burfal sites. These 1nc‘|ude one on Burnt Island in Pﬂ]ey s Tickle, Notre

\Dame Bay (Howley 1915:331; Patterson 1891 155 157), a burial in- scuthern
Newfound'land “(Dawson 1915:332-333); and on Swan Island, Bay of Exploits
(Hnwley 1915 288-291). However, no details are avi lpsﬂle. . -

Hargunns and Deersgears

Shanawdnhn illustrates a seal harpoon and a deer sLear (Huyfley




191535ketch VIIT, opposite p. 248). The seal harpoon is purported to
have been 12 feet long and had a bone_ socket with a triangular shaped iron

Vendblade * The socket seems to have a 11ne ‘hole and Shanawdithit -depicts

‘ a- 'hne attached to the hole and the shaft. Howley's description of it sug-
gests a toggling type harpoon a»nd‘he believes it was borrowed from ;he .

" Eskimb (Ibid.:248). The possibility of Dorset Eskimo - Beothuk contact
wﬁ'l be considered in the chapter dealing 'with the archaen’logy (of the
‘Island. Suffice it to say here, that the prob]eyﬁ is stﬂl not completely

3 resolved. %

" The deer spear is, as How’ley points out,‘qtnte d1'¥f9:ren't f_rom the
seal harpoon. No shaft length is giv'En for the deer spear but ;ince the
sketches are the same size it'may be reasonable to assdme that it was
a'lso 12 feet in 1éngth. The poindis a Tong tapering specimen with obtuse
angle shuu'lders " The blade also has a long tang, a portion of which seems
to be embedded in the shaft for.hafting parposes. Since no line is . )
attached to the shaft or point. one might safely assume that this_ example

fulfilled a different function than éhe above mentioned seal harpooﬁ

N ~
Snowbhoes

Lieutehant Buchan describes the Beothuk snowshoe as Jhe being 15

inches wide and 3% feet long with ’an additional one foot tail. Webbing
was of skin thnﬁgs (wa1ey‘ 1915:87). “An (Hlustrathm which seems. to ‘havg‘
i:een ;zrud‘uced by How)ey u§ing'Buch§n's descriptﬁnn is pictured on pageﬁaﬁ o
oF that book. ’ i

. A second short descriphon and 111ustrat|on by L'ond (1875 225 and
pl. VII fig. 2) suggestsf a d1fferent type ahout 5% feet Iong and resem-
bling rather c]use'ly, as Lloyd paints out. a tergnv; racket. The webbed

. Webbing was supposed

o

=

% g
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" to have been o? "...seal'skin or of cord..." but Lloyd suggests babiche

of fdeer or seal skin (I5id.:225). §he harness consisted of'a board into
which the,user ‘p]aceiﬁ the ‘toes. No source.is given by Lloyd for his
description. l11: may :l_:e]-:ossiblg,. however, that Mr. John Peyton of Twil-*
Tingate Is]a_nd, Notre Dame ?ay an informant wh‘nm Lloyd 'mentionas freqhently

An conﬁectiqn’witﬁ descriptions of otheé items, was the original source.
[ b ¢ Barkdlitensils . ‘ .
The earh’est reference to Beothuk bark vessels was by whi&buurne
(1622) who states, ! °
"...they sew the rinds of spruce trees, round and deep ip
proportion, 1ike a brass kettle, to boil their meat in... i &
('L‘loyd 18753 22).

In the same descripnon of the Beothuks, Nh1tbuurne also mennonshsevera]

bark, "...pots... standlng each of them on three stems, hm'lmd with
fowls in each off them..." (Ibid.). Buchan adds some corroboration to J
wmtbourne 5 repnrt by notmg the use of both spruce and birch bark for,
"Their household vegse]s..." (Howley 1915:86). . * ;S

N Shanavfdithit sketched a numl;er of! t‘»ark ve\ssels for bli'lHal’n Cormack
duri}\g her captivity in St. John's (Hovley 1915:sketch VIII) whlch may ‘be

divided mto three categories. The first category 1nc1udes two examples,

" which are ‘called drinking cups, or Shoe-wan-yessh. These resemble, as

* Howley (1915:249) pointed out, small bowls.

The second category has t representat'lves which are similar to
but slightly !arger--than the drmkmg cup54 These are 'Iabe'l]ed Shoe-wan.

P
- . The. thwrd groumre referred to as water buckets. There are three

examp1es in th\s category, two are 'Iabe]led Guin-ya-butt and the third %
Sun—ongaguln—za-butt. Fach of the three examples is distinct. The first -

resembles an +nverted isosceles triangle,” the dpex being squared off to

o




form Lhé‘base. The second #s essentially. rectangular th height bemg

shghth/ greater than the width. The last is again a’ trianguﬂar slhaped
specmen with the apex cut off to form thf.- top. (See also Huwley's‘
description-p. 249) How'ley sugqests the f1rst two are appraxmately

a foot in he1ght and \‘.he third 1s s'hqhﬂy shorter.

a

. Use f Iron er%tes

Comack viho- repor‘ted the, ﬁreseﬁte of two firestones or'rédiated‘

°1ron pyrnes in what was theughc to have been Mary, March s tomb, beHeved s

Beothuks used iron pyr\tes for ‘fire makinq (How'ley 1915:193-194) . L]oyd '
also mentions usebof )ron pyrites for the same purpose and further states
that thr\. Peyton told himlblue Jjay down was used as tinder (L}o’yd 18“75b:
226). No iron pyrites were found.at Wigwam Brook but several pieces are.

r‘epnrted fmm a hearth.ip an historic_ housepit at*the Indian Point’ site

near Mﬂ]ertown Newfcund\and (Devereux 1970: 30)

Use of Red Ochre
N % -

The ethnohistoric sources contain frequent reférences to the Beo-

“thuks using red ochre. In 1634, for example, Jacques Cartier describes. the ,

"Indians as painting, "...themselves with certain road colours" (Iv.”'loyd.'ISM:

21). The next mention of Beothuk use of ochre is by Whitbourne in 1622

He “‘é’tatesl, "They have great store of red ochre, which they usé to colour

their bodies, bows and art;ows and canoes..." (1bid.:22). John Guy"

(Howley 1915:17); Patriek Gordon (Ibid. 27) and others have also observed
this trait of Benthuk culture In-fact, Jchn Cartwmqht has stated that,

"The epithet of "red".is.given ‘to. thes’e Indians, from
their universal practice of colouring then‘[ garments,
their canoes, bows, arrows, and every othen utensil

beloning to them with red ncﬁre" (Cartwnght 1826: 307)
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HowTey (1915:262) mentions two .sources qf red ochre which were reputedly .
used by the Beothuks. These are Ochre Island in the Bay of Exploits and

Ochre Pit.cove in Conception Bay. . Oddly enoug}l; recent ‘investigation ofi.

the former did not reéu?t in Tocation nf'an; red ochre_y‘ieposl‘_t on the
1sland (Paul Carlgnan persena1 :omumcatwn 1973) . -

There has been some conjecture on thé reasons why the Beathuks‘
used red‘ochv‘e. B Lloyd for examp'le. was told by his mfunnant John
Peyton, that the Indians used a mixture of red ochre and deev‘ s fat,

..which dunng the sumer season must have fdrmed a good protection

agamst the flies which infest the Island,” and rendered them:less sensi-

tive to ';he effects of heat and co]d" (L]oyd 1874:23). The former”state-
ment seems reasonable in view of- the fact that pvesent day woodsmen often
.use motor oil as an 1nsect repellent. Caribou “fat may perhaps have per--
formed. a similar fum:ti_an. The question of cuurée_ '15 whecher or not the
red cch‘r‘éi‘xe]ped in any.way. I suppose if it was apphed in sufficieng
quantity it would mdeed act as somewhat df-a shield- aqamst insect pests.-
With regard to red nchre bemg useful fur protection agamst hent or co'ld
it s douhtfu'l if it cou]d itself servgd such apurpose However, in *
\pursuing the 'topic:of weather” protectmn further David Buchan states that
a ixture of ‘011 and ochre was applIEd to the autside of ‘the Clothing and

this rmxture was, .
By

‘admirably adapted to repel the severity of the
weather" (How‘(eyJQYS:BS). Again it would seem obvious that the oil1-"

(caribou fat?) was.a“form of. waterpraofing, perhaps something like.the .
modern day - neat s foot ai : -

Another. suggestion on the use of-ved ochre is contained in a foot-
. note by Howley (1915: ZEZ) who puts' forth the notion that covering the

’budy and” clothing with red ochre ma%s been a means of camouﬂage

% g .




; and apparenﬂy did not stalk the cambou on the barrens.: Th1s certain'ly i

. ever, it is probably unlikely. that graves were revisited w1th the spec1f1c

against detegtion by enemies and prey. - He also adde that this procedure ; *

covermg the barrens where the canbou most resort assume mar;y tints of ’ 2
red and brown, corresponding c'Iosely mtg) the red ochye of the Indians."

The above 1nterpretatian is :ertam]y possible, but with respect to

hunnng on the barrens I think Howley is ignoring what has been stated

ch’ncermng Beothuk huntmg practmes in the lnte\')‘wr i.e., they seem tn

i ;ﬁave confined themselves to the rivers and lakes of the forested areas

§eems to the case, given the extensive deer fences “which are reported to
have existed a'lung the banks of the Exp]oits. Furthermore the, descrlp-
tmns of deer fences and how they were used suggests the !nd\ans vaited for
the anima'ls e{ther along the shore behind the fence or in canoes 1n the
river or ‘Iake and they they d1d not require any camouflage. In other
words the Indians do-not appear to have stalked caribou and therefare it
is doubtful if red ochre was used spec1f1cfa1‘]y for this purpose:-

Howley (1915:265) has also euggested lthat the use of'red ochre Tay '
have had snme\ connection with religwus belikfs. He bases this conclusion
. on burial fmﬂs a1ong the ‘sea coast in wh1ch 1t is evident, accordmg to

hlm, that- the graves were rev(s!ted and. ochre smeared on the hones. How-

- purpose of ‘covering the bones mthAoch_re. -A more p1aus1h1e exp‘anation

"for this is that sufficient ochre was spread over the corpse,at Véhe time.
of internment so that with time, the bones became imprednated with 't)_n“s

substance, Nevertheless the fact that ce¥ta'in df/the graves contaifi*

B i:acke;s of red ochre is certainly suggestive that its i_mportance was .

‘E'gﬁ}haps more than purely utilitarian (Ibid.). This certainly seems to be

thé most reasonable of.the alternatives offered: . - o




Perhaps we may also suggest the possﬂﬁ’hty that red ochre was

used-purely for cosmetic purposes. C

A few-pieces of red ochre were found at Wi gwam Eronk but none of
the large red ochre cunf\guratinns in the’ subsaﬂ wmch Devereux (1970 "
57 .59) reperted for the historic and p{efnstarn: compunents at the Indian ) =

Point site, were encountered In addition to the above archaeo]ng1ca1

, occurences. of this mad ria] nzar'ly all of the reported burials which are
discussed elsewhere in this report, contained red-ochre in one form or
anuther Thus . ‘there seens to be a fair1y qoad correlation becween the

archaeological evidence and the ethnomstomc accounts of red ochre use

even thuugh its functdon cannut satisfactor‘ﬂy be explained,

. o . | GhasE . ERC N

- In describing the clothés-worn by the Beothuks, Buchan states,.

. "Their dress consisted of a loose cossack, without sleeves,
‘but puckered at the collar to prevent it falling off the
shoulders, and made so long that when fastened up around
the haunches it becan\e‘ triple, ,ﬁmvnng a good security 3
against-accident Happening to ;he abdomen. This i is B

fringed round with cutting of the same substance.’ They ., ' . °
also had leggings, moccasins,| and cuffs, the vhole
made of the deer skin, and worn with the hair sidenext
the body, the outside lackered with oil.and red ochre..
. The only discernible_difference between the dress of
L the sexes, was the addition of a hood attached to the
tback of the cossack of the fefale for the reception of .
- their ch\ldren" (Havney 1915, (86) A

v,Cumack descr1bes essentially the same sort of garment but adds
i that it was made of two deer skins, "...sewed together so as to 'be- neaﬂy
square, [and o_ccaswna]]y it had] , ...ac01Tar also formed with sk!ns.. 3

Twhich] ...reached’along its whole breadéh" (Ibid.:212). The mantlé or

7 'COssack was cmched armmd the Toins to apparently keep the garment off

the ground He a1so states that, "The collar of the dress was “sometimes

made of elterﬁ’éte stripes of otter and deer skinsseved together, and w 4 \
ke R e s g ;

& ° i
7 2
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+  sufficiently broad to cover the head a’hd face. wheif turned up..." (Ibid.).
In addition to, the leggings and moccasins which Buchan ment1ons Cormack

adds “that arm covem ngs were also wo}n (Ibid.). -

"Mythological Emblems"

Howley has i1lustrated six totems (see Fig. 14). or‘,emb'lems which

were originally sketch‘ed by Shanawdithit (Howley 1915:sketch. IX opposite
p. 248). Each of the six_consists of a tapered shaft, six feet Tong with
. th‘e’ ‘emblem being.attached on the thicker en}i‘ ‘The first, as Howley (Ihid

<
p.:249) suggests, is rather remarkab'ly similar to'the two masted fishing.

- K boat commonly used by fl hermen at that time, 5 =
The secqnd ex{hple has the likeness nﬁa whale's tale, according |
W b to Howley, and was called_ Owas- bcsh -no-un.” A_small note accompayyin§
\ ) this sketch indicates the apparent importance of the wha]e to the Indians.
In fact.Mow]ey cites a note by Com\ack which states, "The Bottle ane
MWhale which- “they represented hy the fishes tail, frequents, in great num-
' ' befs»fhe Nov‘thern Bays, and creeps in at C1ode Sound and other places,
and the Red Indlan gons{der 1t ‘the greatest good Tuck tn ki1l one. They
are, 22 and 23 feet 1cmg" (Ih1d :249-250) . "
' The third: consists, of an ‘inverted sem—]un.ar shéi;ed object which
was apparently paintgd red. The a‘borig‘inal name is listed as Kuis.

The fourth-is a wood staff, "...wide at the top wigh -a pyramid

- end but tapermg‘graduaﬂy away towards the bottom”(lb1d 250) The
purported Eeothuk name is Buogh-waadje -bee-! shneck -‘, ’
The fifth which is ca]'led Ash-wa-meet, consists of four- square,
.or somewhat.obl ong pieces which appear to be ’Iet 1nte the upper_end
of the »staff, ‘and are separated fram each otﬁér by na:-rgy open spacgs" ' \‘ pd
(Ibid.). )
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The last, has four, - triangu]ar shaped piecés..."' éachfwith»the

apex cut off and supperimposed on oné another (Ilnd ). )
Apparent'ly Cormack dld not persue the tepvc of these ! emb'l ems' ,//

w1th Shanawditmt to any extent Howley cites a passage by Comack which -

stated that he had found the key to. the mytho1ogy of her (Shanaﬁdith!t 's)
tribe, but” elther Cormack neglected to recar‘d it or it has since been Tost.

Howley (1915.250)‘ in an attempt to interpret the above-mentinned
objects suggests they cou]d have been "...crests of famihes corresponding
with armorial bearings of c1v1’lized persons." Though a rather crude

. comparison yt may well be that £\hesé_ so called 'totems'.were representative i

of clans or pérhaps Tineages.~ Again this is pure speculation and a
definite conclusion co.ncermng them is probably impossible.

i Fobds, Food Processmg, and Storage -

The earliest known remark on types of foods used by the Beotl ‘uks[

©was byl Jacques Cartier in 1534 who mentions Fishing and sealing from

canoes (L'ond'lsn:z.]). A slightly latéj'report by Whitbourne (1622)
Jndi;:ates use o;'hirds "...as bigas a pigeon, and some so bigas a
duck” (Ib1d :22). Whitbourne '(Ibid ) also mentlons some buckets filled-
with, "...the yolks of eggs, that| they had, taken and bnﬂed hard, and so

dried sma'l], which the savages usLd in their broth." We m1ght also Jlﬂply

the use of deer, bettners (beavers?), bears, seals, and otters from

Nhithourne s statement that the Ind1ans had skins of these ammn'ls ‘in

* have, and ™., two or ';hree&i.rds of pl

"great stor/ ¥ " o J'

" In add1t1nn to the.above 1ist of anima\s John Cartwr\ght ‘indicates

use-of ptarmigan dq_ring wmtgr,‘thﬁrten or sable, beaver, wolf, fox,
ey..." (Cartwright 1826:322;323).

)




Patterson divides the food used into catégories o\‘"wimer and

summer, Eaﬂbnu were apparenf’ly ths primary source af meat in' the fa1'|

whiTe the summer take of game was far more varied. Patte\rson mentlons

p.tanmgan“’hares ," "deer", bears and"otters"taken on the/

Islahds off coast‘. Seahng ard sa]mon f1sh1ng were a’lso pursued - if

kthe sprikg and 'ummer(l”/ftte_tson\lem T3§) Eggs compmse?m)ther source . -
39). Pattersnn bel eves’

- of “Food taken on-the coast durfing summer (Ib1d.

that Supp’l'ies were built up* for the winter dumng the: summer stay on the /

f(caast . i e

Shanawd'lth\t a Uravides us with admhonal detaﬂs on foud N,

“Ina etch (Howley 1915; fketch VII opposite P 246) done by her for

Comaclrshe nntes dr1ed sa]mon. dned meats (type

s bl adde cm@m ng

;a sea'l stomach filled wigh- .-

atign -of Foods Genrge Cartwmgh tate nat the
Qn 0

@ Beothuks Jerked .venison, seal's flesh,; birds and f1sh ." and'made

Regardmg 1P

ausages" wh1ch ..consisted of flesh and fat of - sea'ls, eggs and a
? b
f sea?s, for want .of

variety. uf other ru:h matter, stuffed~1ﬁ‘to the g‘

salt and sp1ces” (How‘ley 1915:48).
mth spemhc reference to presertntmn .of caribou, Lloyd reports

that the nieaf, was cut into thin str1ps washed then packed with alterna—
ting layewg of melted tallow’ i hirch\wark, = wh1ch thw tight’ly,
thus forming ah hermet'lcaﬂy sea]ed ‘mass"’ (L]uyd 1875a: 227, see also
Patterson 1891.135). Birch' 'bark packets of carihou ‘were found, by Wﬂ'liam

/
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ot Ta 69) and p Hns&rt) L1eutenant Buchan a1sa notes bark packets such

" as these-and lists d1meﬁsmns of three feet hy 15 inches. s s

We have a’lready discussed in«detaﬂ (p 10 ) the ethnah'lstomc

Sources whi h deal with store houses and descrwtinns need not be- repeated

N storage pit by Nﬂham Cm‘mack which, he descrihes A Nevid sTnE'H square

their istores , ete. in.

: ,(How‘ley 1915:190)“. These p1ts were- aypﬁ

o T wigwams.
By \

‘To summarize!’the Beothuks eems to have made fu]'l use nf the

] T avaﬂab]e fauna of “the Island.-* EthnoMstcric seurces suggest use nf blrds

¥ eggs, ptarmigan, sea fcwl, otters, sea'ls hear} wlf, marten fux, sa'lmun, ’,
- Jobster and of course the car1bou or- deer. On the strength of Cormack's -

very brief reference’ to use oF the Bottle Nase Whale ‘we can"perﬁaps‘ m;lude

that spe;:les in" the 'Hst. Food _prucessing cons1smgr1nc1pa’l1y of dry'ing :
S i or jerﬁr’lq Tms was apparently- done w1th eggs venisan f{‘sh heaver. ‘

etc. Ven1son also seems to have been preserved in fat,. encmsed—fr

suppcsed'ly,,‘a;\_rtight birch bark packets 'Game was kept i

or fa1r1y Iarge p1ts Seal 0il_seems to have been reta)ned in car1bcu

"R and sea\ b!adﬁers ' The staraqe factlities whmh are men;

ture assoc“ ted mth th1s time of year may have also been rehed upon as

a means of preservmg game B
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PREVIOUS ARCHAE(]L(}GIGAL W ’K DEALING MITH THE BEDTHUKS . S

Befor-e d1scuss‘mg what archaeu’lag1ca’l work has been done on_ the

n Eeothuk prob]em 1t may be usefu'l tu give bnef ‘ans1derat|on to a surmlary

* of ‘the archaeology of Newfoundland 1n "order to gwg some idea: of the €hrono- .

1og|ca1 reIaHonshw 5f  the Benthuk nccupatmn to other preh!storvc and

hlstomc Intﬁan and EsKime qroups wh\ch have 1nhab1ted the Island.

4 g,al‘vpeszA. Tuck- (1971a, 1

dz} fias’ previously suumamzed the

Erchae‘ulugy qf the 1sland and Labrado__n > the purposes of this repm:t’ B

we shaﬂ confinet ourselves tu the prehistory of the’fl's]and itself.

.%o <7 As'Tuck has pomted out’ (197lh 7). a nhmber ‘of persons have con- "

tr\buted toward our present understandmg of the Xs\and s preh1story, and

"t is now evident from tms wnrk that thf‘ee‘dl inct. non-European’ cuH:ure§ <«
e i -

. inhabited. Newfound]and N

~Fhe earliest known group of people whith Tived on.the Island were‘ B

2. 1= iembérs iof what is called the Maritime Archaic Tradition, as' defined by

PR “Tuck (1970, 1977c). This is an early coastal-intenior adapted culture

which.is best hepresen’ted by the site of Back rarbou‘n,un Tw‘iﬂing'ate',
Not}e Dane Bay, and on the Great Northern Peninsyla at Port au Choix 3

(ch]éod 1967 Tuck 1971c:18). Faunal renains from Port au Choix suggest, ’

’ ut111zation of various sea mammals, species of fish; sea birds” an Eever-

.al terrestna'l mammal species as well (Tuck 1971!5 22) A two part . ; Ye

i " . seasonal round with 1iving sites on theu\sea‘ coast in Eumner and a wintevx 8

» 5 ¢ ¥y . “




A ye > . e, T i
sojourn in the ’interior is postuhted by Tuck. S

A ru:h matemal culture charactenzes thvs tradition, as 1nd|cated

fro‘m .the remains at Port au Choix. Ground slate bayonets and' pro;ectﬂe T

points are common and have been reported’ from other stations in-both the

—= Maritiges‘and New England. However, perhaps the most starthng find at ..

this s1tgwas a rich bone industry which was preserved by neutral soil candn- )

ions and brought tp hght by the excavations at'Rprt au Choix. ~This
i‘ndustry included toqg1e,‘and barbed .hav:pouns, bone duph‘ca_tes of 's'la;.e
bayonets and spéars',‘] and boné daggers etc.‘, all of excellent wqumgnship.
Decorative objécts were also well represented in the form pf’ éombs, ﬁen- -
ddnts, pins, etc. and, “seal's claws, caribdu incisors, fax, mérteq, and

wolf, teefh and jaws, Birdbi11s ‘and wifigs..." (Tuck 1971b: 22).

‘ woodworkmg tools such as gouges, adzes and axes, Jas weH as modi=

fied beaver incisors were a'lso present.in the collections from Port au . s

Choix (Tuck: 1971c 352) s
. Radmcarbon dates from Port, au Chmx and Ba:k Harbour as Well as
at other sites un the Island squest that Marltme Arch:ﬂc peo;ﬂes inhabi-

ted Newfound'land routhy MUDOvyears aqu (Tuck 1971c 353-354) Elsewhere ;

»

ere the next maaur grnup which 1nhab1ted t, sland after & 1000 - year

upation of the Island is mainly
. due fo the worK. ‘of ‘Elmer Harp Jr. _(¥964), W.J. Hlntember‘q (1939, 1940),

and more recently, He'len Devere; Urve L1nnmae and Jan|es A. Tuck.

o



The Darset economy was essent’laﬂy the same ‘as that of the fonner
Maritime Ar:hau: peoples However,, sty]listlc differences in tdol forms
and Tack of certain gategorles of tool types .such as Nowduurkmg 1mple-—'
ments in Dorset and absence of soapstune vaﬂs in Maritime Archaic would
argue for a profound difference between the two cultures (Tuck 1971b 23)
Skeletal evidence also suggests a profound differepce between these two
groups Runa!n's from the’Port-au-Chuix site exhibit Indian characterlst'l:s
whereas Dorset runams on the lsland suggest definite Eskimo characteris-

ncs (J.A. Tuck: parsonal communication).

Fo]luvling the Dorset occupation of the ls'land we seem to have had

" a return of Indian groups. These include Alqonkian wisitors such as the

Montagnais and Micmac, and of caurse .the resident Beothuk whn are also
most Tikely A'Igonkian .
The Micmacs are still present on the Island at settlements in Bay

d'Espoir, St Georges, Bay and at Badger, but have almost en‘tire]y abandoned

* the .aboriginal way of life. We do not know if the Micmacs had any settle-

ments on the _]s\ar]‘d in. pn—cn'ntact times. Although it is posslb'le they
did<c‘v‘uss thy t Strajts in preh\smnl times in birch bark canoes,
E'lmer mie'ﬁds ‘they di)ot ‘begin .to sett’le in Newfoundl;nd in
“any numbers until the French beqan “to permanently inhabit Nova Scotia and
“Cape Breton in 1604. Acquisition of f\rearms m) use of smhng ships
were very likely 1mpqrtant in this m1gration uhich prohab]y nccured in the
’ pid to Tate 17th ceﬁtury (Harp 1964.152). b

The Montagnais are known to have hurited on the Island in-historic
times and were also reported as be‘lng‘ fr'iénd’ly w].th the Beothuks (Ibid.).
Harp believes that the Vontaqnais did not begin to visit Newfuund'land un-
til about the end of ‘the 'l7th century and perhaps not until the ear'ly part
of the 18th (Ibid.:152). Jluuever despite the fact they seem to have
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= been fairly frequent visitors to.the Island they did fot settle there
=’ ' _ permanently.. 2
The Beothuks a]ipe‘a'r to have been a prehistoric-historic occupation

which ‘supposedy ended with the death of Shanawdithit in 1829, . As yet

& @ N @ .
it _is not entirely definite whether or'not the Eeothuks were recent

arrivals to the Island of Newfoundland or the resu'lt,uf‘é}i in situ develop-

ment. Present evidence would favour the former hypothesis. .James A~ Tuck

has .suggésted a probatﬂy date of about 1000 A.D. for the earhest appear-

ance of ‘Beothuk on the Island and further believes that they are part of o ¥
the larger proto-Mgonqum Sh\e\d Archaic Tradition (Tuck 1971¢;sn.d:) as

deﬁned by James V. Wright (1968) nguvstlc evidence also serves to

E 1nd1cate an Algonkian affiliation for the Beothuks (Hewson 195f, ’]968. 1971). ..

) Furfhérmore, ethné]ogical studies by Frank Speck (1922) % nd by Regina

Flannery (1939) also seem to point to the Algonkian affinites of these
" Indians. It is abkus, however, that exp'lanat'mnsmf Beothuk or1gms T
must for the moment remain ccruectura] Only future archaeu]ug'lca] research’
wi'l’l ver1fy Tuck's hyputhesis of Beothuk or1gms and ‘their.| prnhab]y A]gon- ’
kian relationsMps

As for their extlnctlon Tuck has also suggested that hecause the

Beothuks were cut off frcm the coast by European occupatwn of these regiqns

)v - they had 20 retreat .to, the Interwr and thus could not make use o the
\mportant faunal resources wfnch Were’ found by the seas Consequently,

s'low period of arvatwn probably ensued wh1ch culmlnated in thewr even-

" tual extinction sometime during the early 19th century (Tuck 1971b:25).

= /:\/_ The prehxstory of Newfoumﬂand is therefore characterized by three/

successive occupahons Spannjing a permd of some* 5000 years. The f1rst

of these wak presumahly an Indian occupatwn now called the’ Marihme

+ Archaic Trad1t1dn "‘This was fo'll'uwed by thé Dorset Eskimo cu’lt‘m'"e which .
s 8 B .

o . /
/



endured until-at 1éast 700 A.D. The must recent non-| Eurapean cultures
. mc'lude Indian groups represented by the Benthuk Micmac and Montagnais. T
The Beothuks thus comprise a relatively recent stage in «the continuum of

cultural groups inhabiting qhe;lgland.

Early Archaeological Work =

. : * ‘vBeforé‘procedMq further wi h a description of our archaeological

“work at yligwam Brook it will, e believe, Eé very useful to review what 2

has previously been done. This is néc‘ess‘ary since. some of the earlier

work is erroneous in t‘tlat artifacts which are attributed to the Beothuks

are in fact actually charac‘ter\'stic of ei)ther» the Maritime Archaic Tra-

diiipn or of th§ Dorset culture. JThis 7is.panticularly true of T.G.B.

Lloyd's puhH;:atin‘gs-and al;o of J.P. Howley's book which-is so often taken

‘as 'the ultimate “truth with respect‘ to the -Beothuks. The foﬂbwiy{g short

. : ana]ysis.,g‘ﬁ these‘ early works will 'attgmpt to clarify their conclusions in
_terms of ou present. knowledge' of the prehistory of Newfoundland. o

“In-a pa’per'tiﬂed "On" the Stone Img]ey_nents of Newfoug‘dlan " T.6.B.

5 © Lloyd (1875[7.) discusses two sites and .descrif)es and illustrates a number

‘ nf-a.rﬂfaccs which he believes ‘ake Beothuk. His conclusions concerning .

the stone artifacts ;re_thai, i, '

P’ "In default of any-existing knowledge of the occupation of

L Newfoundland by the Eskimo, ... I think that the balance

of the evidence is in favour of the Beothucs as the abori-
\ © ginal stonefolk of Newfoundland" (Lloyd 1875b:245).

However, upon c'loser analysis both of the sites which he discusses and

t)\e artifacts which are described it is ohvvizous that more often than not

the conclusion. that ‘the site or artifact in question is Beothuk, is incor-
4 - - p

rect. " a

. B
For “instance, the first site mentioned was Tocated on Sops Island
. v - .




in White Bay, and here LY¥byd recovered "...two or three fﬁnel,y work'ed

3 'arrowheads... from the surface as well as”...a good number of small arrow-

heads, fragments of\stone pots, and numerous chips and flakes" (Lloyd
r ‘1875!: 234). The mentwn of stone pot fragments suggests the site as a
possible Dorset component, since Dorset is the only culture on ‘the Island
which is presently known to -have used stone pots. The only reference to
: the Beothuks having stone pots was by Howley who mentions a stone dish in p b
. a burial (Howley 1915.331—332). Harp:(]964:169), however ,- belig that
' since this was the only shired -of e;/ider;ce t.here are no firm grﬁ:‘:‘fﬁr
. iaf,erring that the Beothuks- used stone vessels. Further support to the
suggestion that the Sops Island site ‘l.s not Beothuk comes from the recent
work of Helen Devereux (1969) whose ‘excavations at that site have demon-.,
strated by‘the presence of a small.Archaic component overlain hy a 1av~ge;r ” ,
Rl

/Dorset one. . ' " E A

-, In the second site which is located at Conche harbour on the eastern

& , shore of the Great Northern Peninsula, L16yd reported that a fi"’s,heh'nan

had fuui\&, "Human ‘skeletons arranged in natural position, the bones of

: Pl ;
= which crumbled to pieces on being touched (Lloyd 1875b:235)... bones of

al and whale, and ...measures, stone pots, ‘dri(\kih

some whole and others in fragments, and a stone, 'knife', abo\ft eighteen T
inclies’long." Lloyd surface collected a'few flakes and points as we'l‘l
‘as a stone pn‘t from the fisherman's potato, qarden ! He also excavated a

*

. small area on a lower.terrace and recovered stone pot fragments, "

" smooth oval-shaped pebbles. .. [ind] ...pieces of c!‘garcoa'{ and chips.uig® - FUE B
Additionally, he notes the presence of, "...émali l()mps of a black, car- -

flakes and smalT pebb es',, together with— -

bonized substance, confaini

pieces of charcoal.. &




35

. Again as‘with Sops Island, the presenvce of stone pots at Conche
{. s Harbwr \s martam]y sugqeshve of a Dorset m:cupatmn _The burials, on

the; other hand may be attrlbutable to either Dorset of to Maritime Archaic, ° '
although ﬂ.lé presence of the 18 inch stone 'knife' which may w]eH be a :
Maritime Archaic ground slate bayonet suggests the Tatter interpretation.
Harp (1964:169) thinks the site at Conche Harbour'is both Dorset.and Beo-~
't_h!‘k and adds that the, "...site is apparently another of those which may
be. syspected as stratified, altl\puqh there is not enough evidence for .

&;pr‘qof of this. ' ’

ey e . To sumarize: the Sops Island site ‘épﬁears to be definitely not

Beothik. Thera is a passibifity however, that-the Conche Harbour site

may have a Beothuk componenc but nn'ly future field work w111 c'lar1fy this

prob'lem a7 Se =

The /implements described by Lloyd ::nje from several focalities but

no precis!pruveniences are.noted. He-groups the artifacts.into pine

hich include:

classes,

xe and chisel-shaped tools.
‘Gouge-shaped tools. E .
l;roken stone pots r -
inkers.
Spear and arrowheads U
Scrapers or planes.
- Fish-hooks.
Objects in the coufse of manufacture, cores, flakes. J
Whetstones ; rubbing stones, and other misce'l'laneous articles.
“(L1oyd 1875b 236) ..

" The f1rst\¢ategory is, from what we. now knew, characteristic :/the

Archa!c occupation of the Island and not known in Eeothuk contexts. [ Toyd

‘iuustrates (1875b:P1ate X, figs 4) an example which'is clearly an

- axe or adze. He also figure’g’ausecond example of -this class (Ihid\..Plat}a

X, fig. 5) which is also considered a member 5{ the secgnd category. Tt;(.s
. . arr g
particular example appears to be'a typical Archaic gouge.' - 1
- . g

T



As pointed out e'ar?jer stone p«éts ‘(';éategory 2) are characteristic
. of the Dorset occupation of the IsTand. )

The fourth category - sinkers - are, judging from-‘the' U,]ustra‘ted'
example (Ibid.: Plate, fig. A4), plummets ‘and therefore:an Archaic trait.’
Smith (1948:32, 33, ﬁg 5 and fig. 6) figures a number nf different
types of plummets from the Maine Cemetery Complex, which, according to
Tuck (1971c) is a local expression of the Maritime “Archaic Tradition.

- With respect to projectile points, L_Toyd subdivides the-class
into three §ubc?asées which include: )

(a) "Stenmed -arrowheads;

5!1; Double-barbed :.riangu'[ar ditto (sic). :
c) Abnormal forms (L1oyd 1875b:238).

“The illustrated examp1e of the class (a) type is, accarding o e
L1oyd of ground red slate Ground slate as far.as we now know dnes not’

pertain to Beothuk contexts and the pictured example is clearly a stemmed °

Maritime Archaic ground slate projectile point s*lmﬂar_go‘typesji’ﬂuétﬁted

by Smith (1948:48, fig.! 17d; p.-45, fig. 18b, c, d, e, i, k) and Tuck
' (1971c:346, fig.'2c) for the Maritime Archaic. Lloyd's first class of
projectile po1nts are therefore de'ﬁ’ni‘te]y not Beothuk.

‘Class (b) arrnwheads (L'loyd IBZ.Sb Plate XI, .fig, 9,10, 1N ‘and 12) '
vary 1n 1ength from 3 1nches to 5/16 of an 'Im:h Basas are described as’
belng "hul'lowed out " The 1'I'Iustrat1ons of these class (b) points seem
to be.duplicates of typ1ca] Dorset end-blades .'simi'lar to t’hg ty\pes vi’l'h}xs,-
trated by Elmer Harp (1964: 37 Plate 1) fnr Newfoundland. =

- The last sub class, abnormaJ forms, cons'ls'ts of two H'Iustm‘ted
"“e!am;ﬂes (L]oyd 1875b:Plate X, flg 3 and Plate XX, fig. 1‘ ). Both appear
" to.fall within, the range of what are caHed Dorset assymetrlc blades simi-
" Tar to, five examples from NewfoundTand Dorset contexts wjﬂch are illus-

trated by Harp (1964: 44 ‘Plate V).

S BN

A



. triangular end scrapers and reminiscent’ of the Durser., types 11!ustrated

s Category

. c e E 37;
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.Sc%apers constitute the sixth class of Lloyd's typology. Four
examples are figured (1875b Plate XI, figs. 4, 5, 6, 7), all of vm(ch_av;e

by Harp (1964 55, Plate XII). Triangular end scrapers are rather non-
diagnostic however, and it is of course almost impossible if not dangerous
to.make deﬁmte statements simply on the basis of illustrations. It is

therefore concewab]e or ev?l probable, that some of the scrapers discussed

2%

by Lluyd are in.fact Beothuk. Agam, the fragmentary\state of our archaeo-

. '|og1cal knowledge of these people frnstrates any deﬂmtwe statements

‘We can make concerni ng their implements. Only future research aimed at

" identxfymg such tmngs as the rénge of too'ls used can alleviate the

\present state of affa'lrs . 7

gests are either used fur scraping arrow shafts or as f1sh hooks (1875b:
P]ate‘xl f1gs

.2, 3). The spec{mens pictured by L'(uyd seem to be..

ured by Tay"lor (1968:fig. 26 i, s) for the Tyara Dorset site in the
eastern Canad1an Arctic.

£ ght, "...consists of cores of hornstone, a numb’er.of

flakes and chips, with a quantity of the raw materia’l of quﬁrtz hornstoné,
" (Lloyd 1875b: :240). " No' ﬂlustratmns of cnres are. reproduced by
Lloyd and no comment can ‘therefore be made -concerning r;u'ltural affiliations.

,The last class considered by:Lloyd xnﬂudes, whetstnnes. rub-"
bing stones and other miscellaneous articles" (1875h 236). No descrlpnnns
nor illustrations are affered for the whetstones and rubbing stones Ty
may be noted, however, that abraders do occur in Bgothuk compop\ents and

have been*ﬁﬁnrted by Devereux (1970:58, 60), for both” the prehistoric
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_and- historic components @t the Indian vonint site'and they were also present'

at Wigwam Brook’.’ Rubbing stones are alsu‘ known for Dorset and ‘Maritime

Archaic componenets. Under the misce'llaneous category Lloyd “describes a
piece of "...micacdous s1ét_e, about four inches long and 5/8 -of an inch.
broad near the middle..." (1875b:240)" The object was apparently covered

with red ochre and upon removal of this substance, L10yd found four qmups

o(/"?mal'l"nbtches", a’Inng une de (1875b:Plate X, fig.'2): Agam it is

not . qgfmite]y known what the cultural affiliation of this may have heen
29

aAd it wouﬁd\he of no real use to hazard a guess. Additwna'l'ly, Lloyd

menhons‘aw] shaped tools made of chipped stone. These may “be very hke'ly

. perfprators, or drills and may be prehistoric Beuthuk or poss‘thly Archaic. :

Devereux (1970) does not repnrt any drills for the prehistoric component
at. Indian Point but the present lack of any drills in, known Beothuk com-

ponenets may simple be a questio‘r{ of the lack of a su'fﬁ&mvnt sample fv;om, .
: I

“ prehigtoric Beothuk contexts. LN

In s{mnm:y: except for the QossibI’!i‘:y-that the Conche Harbour -
site, Jgéy have a Beojhuk component and that the endscrapers, abré/ders ’a‘nd'
drils may’also be’ Beothuk, the majority of What is discussed by.Lloyd

is /not Be‘othuk In fact, givén our present stat;' of “our knomedge regar-:

ding t earchaeology of these pEop'le |t 1s perhaps pure specu1anon to |

cpnclude that anything in Lloyd's paper 15 of any use. to Beothuk research.
»In carrying our :analysis further with a consideratmn of early
jarchaeological work on the Beothuks we must consider J.P. Howley's (1915)
work. In particular, Howley 1nc'|udes a number of p]ates in his book of
artgycts whu:h have been ‘attributed solely to the Beuthuk occupation 'of
the Is’land" However, as with L'ond s work upon: reanalysis it is nhkus

that all thre tradltions of Mar\t\me Archaic, Dorset and Beothuk are

represented. Indeed, if we conS\der the appendix in which we have attempted s

a




{to attribute the figured artifacts to the appropriate tradition ‘(see s
Appendixll, p. 46) we can see that thf majority are not in fact ‘Beuthuk.

We must therefore use extreme cautwn “in utilizing these plates f‘?
comparatWe purposes. * E
In a more recent publication dealing with Beothuks, Jenness (1929'
37) mentions 'Iang adze-blades, and ground slate tanged points as being
Beothuk. . Again, these apgear to he.characteristic of the Maritime Archaic
uccupatmn of Newfoundland. ’ 7
Jenness also suggests that ﬁ?e ahave ment1oned artifacts as we]'l
V as the canoe and wigwam 1mp1y a re]ationsh‘lp to A'Igonkian groups in Canada
“and the U S., an interpretation which, of course, agrees with clrrent
thought an the subJect, We can, ljowever, ignore the implied s‘lmﬂarjty
on the basis of the artifacts since they are not, as indicated ‘aho\}e,
Beothuk. Jennéss also believes that there ‘is some”evidence to imply con-
‘tact betwéen Eskino and Beothuk. > He notes records which reporti‘i!eothuk
use of retmevmg harpbons for sealing, and suggests thts is 1nd|catwe
of contact vm:h what was thén being deffhed as Dorset. by “Jefiness (1923
N 37-28). The postu]ated per1od of contact was 'sometime prior to 1500_A.D.
'Harp (1964:166-171) has re:onsidered Lhe problem of Dors’et !nd\‘an E

(Beothuk) relationships in some detail and after ana]yzmg the evidence
then available concludes that, "The only positive grounds for the dlf-
fusion of culture between the two peop'les seems to be the ‘use of the
sealing harpoon by the Beothuk- 1f we can’ beHeve ‘the accuracy of the
reports that-have come down to us, the bone hgad of this narponn was
typically Dorset in .that it had & bi%urcated base, a.rectangular shaft’
vsoqkét and incised 1ine holes. T{his'asame type has been suggestgd by &

Collins to be the Tatest or most'recent variant in the Dorset series.
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Bt is also possible that éhe’fﬁ'ﬁians may h;ve used this harpoon Wi thout
benefit oFQa foreshaft." As Harp observes, (Ibid.:169), to base a.‘con-

. clusmn of cantact‘between the two groups on’ this amcunc of ewdence sy
indeed tenuous and even though it is suggest’ié of a relationship it is
certa/fn]y ot indicative of any long term assoclatmn. It therefore seems

“that contact was either non-existent or very minimal, but we would agree

withHarp's (1964:170) proviso that more research may be needed to fully .

c]ariw problem. Y - s . P g & s U
- - d b o B

Beothuk Burials

Before Devereux's work’ at 2 number of different stahons on the,
I 'Iand (eg. Indian Point; Beaches etc.) and our e avation of Wigwam
Brbok the-only type of Beothuk sites which had been,d1scovered and "inves-
ﬁgatad‘ , were hur}a]s‘ Though on'ly bmef]y reported on 1t may be of )
valie to sumnarue what information is available to us. M1chae] Spence

= (1954) has recent]y dope a brief survey of Beothuk archaea]ogy whxch

g

udes a. sumary of the burials. Houever, due to the genera] unavaila- =

ty of tms m1meogv‘aphed paper, xt was thuught useful to include a

" modified resun€ of this information. j & B . v %

‘ %

 Lacations of Burdals 5 .
Except, for th; Red Lake burials reported by Co;‘m_ack*(see pg.15) *
in 1822 all of the repdrted bu;‘ials have been“féund on’the Vsea coast.

These’leeastal Tocales, nc]ud 3 Burnt Is]and in Bi1'|ey s Tickle, Notre

Dae bay (Homa\ms 33f 332, pl. XXKI; Fatterson 1891:156-167); oné in

’sou.tﬁern Newfgundland (Dawson 1860:462); Rencontre Island, Lower‘»Burgec

-_grm’i\i (Patterson 1891".]57-159); Comfort Islard ~.Béy of Exp'luits (Howley

1915: 33% -333; MacDougaH 1891:102); Syan. IsTand, Bay of Exp]oits (Howley® 1915‘ E

288-291)3 Hangman s Island, Placentia Bay IHnw]ey 1915:293); Bonavista .

. > K -
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Bay burial in Charles HamiTtons' Sound~{Howley.1915:334-335; Lloyd 1875a:
° \J

227); 'North China's Head burial on Long isIand Notre Dame Bay (ﬁyan 1948) ;5

qnd a number of bur1a.1s examned hy Diamond Jenness in the Bay of Exp'loiEs ,"‘

Ge! haracteristids of Record ;geéthuk Burials

The Red Lake buria'ls _have been discussed in detaﬂ elsedihy re '2
this report and need not be Yeconsvdered here. (See pg.15 ). /
The burial on Burm. Is]am{,m_ P1ﬂey s Tickle wa; fuund in a rock-
< ~ -4/// £ :
shelter. .Skeletal remains included the skull and leg bopes. 'of an adult
: v ¥ e " L

and a-fléxed skeleton of a young male of 10 to '12 years, lying on its

’ -left side. " The two‘ﬂwer’e found 14 feet apayl,t under a,birch‘cqnopy_wh!ch,

. vas' supported by arched poles and covered with rocks and gravel.

The adu]t 'emains were assgciated with grave §o<§ds which iné!‘uded '

polnts The \atter Soufid very- susplcwousry Tike Dorset of perhaus Mari-

t1me Archaic 1teyr|s but no detailed descnptians were ngen pence‘lt is -
vmpossﬂﬂe to conc‘lude def1n1te1y one way or the other. i N

The uther skeIetnn was apparent]y dressed in moccasins and skin
Pant: ,uand was. wrapped in a deerskm robe which was decorated wyth bird

feef and carved bane ornaments Othgr qrave offermgs included a wood

f\gun{e two hlrch Jbark mode canoes, mode1 padd]es, bows and ° arrows, e
and also- hirch bark packages uﬂ r-ed ochre and smnked or dried'salmon.. . |
“The huria] in*"southern Newfaundland" was faund m a.cave. .The

“—body-was-wrapped in birch-bark. « Murtuary offermgs mc]uded sqch,’thiqgsr_:_.

* as an iron knife and hatchet, an arrow with a.rather crude stone poit,

perforated Univalve s"h:élls. as well as ,three.‘w'élrus,_i;nrﬁe“pendantspand




a fragment of cut walrus tusk " =

. The* Rencontre buma‘l which Patterson descrﬂaes was found abuut mid-

_way uﬁ a’steep: h\H in a small hn‘l'lgw which had been filled wvth smaH

rocks. The ske1eta'| renﬁams were wrapped m birch b_ark.

mentary b]a le. qther items qgnsuted of flat circu'lar stunes, a bone

* of.walrus vory, ‘a carved d1amlﬂ1 haped obJect of hnne,‘and bone combs

AT grava‘“ﬂ(c]es were, wrapp’ed 1n b1rch rind along wn:hJ the sku]'l and the

-whole was coverédtwith grave] and red ochre. From the _dbove list of grave

= goods it would appear‘that the Rencontre hur1a'| contafns an admixtire

"-.df both historic and preh1stur1c articles, It fs tﬂerefore p’sslh‘le that

th1s particu!ar buriq'l was early historic, perhaps‘datmg

]550 to abnut _the mfd 17th century Anuther possﬂnl ty. s that the pres-

ence o;prelnstomc materu'ls may:smple 1nd1cate tha T co'l]eo-t{dt

_‘during the 11fet|me.of the individual an'ﬂ deposited with the body on death.

In this case the grove may range 1n age from the early\to the late blstuﬂc

perlod ‘ L‘ \\ o
The Cumfort Is'land hur1a1 was found: in. a cave. The bodywas in T

flexed positwn and on vts r1ght sides The bones were smeared mth red

o'hre The post- cramal skeleton was wrapped 1n hlrch bavfk the skull®

’ w1th deerskin. Grave affermgs whu:h were found lnside the bark covermg
lnc]uded arrows, a bag contaminq a'string of: shen beads carved bone

. pendants, a piece of»1ron _pyrites and severa'l bird skuHs Spence (1964 5) ;

has puinted out’ that s1nce this burial 'Iacks hvstoric art1facts‘ lt may A

be preh1storic in aqe e
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- The Swan ls'land buria’l was found under a rock overhang, and ? o
- < . - beneath 2 birch bark canopy umcn had been we\ghted down with rocks and.

vgrave‘l.. Assucu;ed grave goods. mc'luded bone pendants, carved square
1vcry blocks, bone. combs., carved diamond shaped Iﬂo‘cks,vvarinus carved
bone ob.jects pieces of .ion, q’lass frawents charred sncks Bow and *

.. g arrw p1eces necklaces of deer thongs with clay -pipe stem fragnents,

sheet 'lead rmgs pieces of birch bark and perforated shells, ‘lulms of.

Imn pyrites; fragments nf sneﬂﬁsn and lohster c'laws perforated seal s

and, walrus teetn and pig tusks 2 : ¥

: N | ' The Hangman s Is'land bur1al was Tocated |n a cave,. the remams

' be1ng covered w!th a birch hark car\opy weiqh;ed down with rocks and gi

goods.
. Thé Bonavista Bay find consisted of a grave cont ining a skull,

elvis and seme miscel]aneous small hones The skull‘was partially

: ‘damaged nd~1t was presumed to have been the result, of a buldet” nmmd

4 » R Beneath the skeletal rana‘lns was a ¢i cuhr storage pit fnout 30 lnches B

in digmeter wtnch was lined. mth b\rch bark. lt contained two p\eces of

—‘{ i ° iron pyrites. The _grave also yielded a spear shaft stamed vnth red ochre
~ ’ The North China‘-s Head. burial on Long lsland was - situa!ed man .
E & 'cave The Floor of the cave prqduced 30’ bone pendants, ‘two pieces of per-
-

forated birch bark, as well-as a trlangular Piece of wood-1 mzh a burrrt»on

fy @ groove anﬂ a piece of crescent snaped nood smeurbd with ¥ed ochre 5 - \

3 "Jenness has reported on unz und‘lsturbed burial fuundJ in the Bay of
o

Exp'laits area 1t contained the remains of an adult female(?) a ch1l s

.o cranium, the 'Iower ‘jaw of another individual, and a few .other’ m|sce'|'|aneous o

e % ‘. bones..". The adutt crnnium and &ne metal spoon were )found al‘out tvo feet 2
< ot away from the other remains in a crevices ‘Gplg*qoggs\accnmpanylng the
% e g . ol e &

7




““alsq)...that they exhibited ...some resemblances tu"knuw‘n Beothuk‘rema!ns L

P Ce Carignan :personal _communication).

" biscussion
Discussion

bone ornaments plus a nmber of -pleces of sewn birch bark andvpart of

a b\rch bérk dish. A1 of the abo[}v{e{re_ﬁund beneath a birth bark
canopy: * ) 5, ’

Mqre recent'ly a nunbes of bunals have been found: by Helen
Devereux (personal coﬁnunicntion) hut no |nfonnatwn is avaﬂah’le at this
* time. Hughes (’(959) has reported on “some: fragmentary human remains found
near Manuels Rivpr, Concephun Bay. A. comparison of thése with other .

human vem

ns suggests the pussﬂnhty that these osteological materials

are, "...more 1ikely to Mave been Indian than Eskino or Euvopean. .. [and

Two other burials, one in Notre Dame Bay. -the other in Bonavista p

Bay have been recently-salvaged; the fonner in 1971 by Mr. Paul Carignan

. and’ this writer; me later in 1972 by.Mr. Carignan.

The Notre Dalne burial was located in Devﬂ s cove near Robert's
Arm. It was found beneath a rock overhang and had been heavﬂy disturbed
. by the local ‘people who apparently belleve some t,\@ of treasure nad been

buyp the area. No- grave goods were recovered. nor was. there any red

ochre present, Fragmentary remains ‘of tvn(’) 1nd|v1duals were retrae/ed

The- second burial was situated near the Beaches site off Moudy

" "Reach, in Bonavista Bay. It also contalneq fragmentary remains of more

than one individual. Pieces of b1r§ch bark; and a number of bone pendants

" plus a great deal.of red.ochre accompanied the osteological remains.
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< ¥
> dde. On the infornation available, Hangman's Island may be either historic

of preh1storic since the diagnosnc artlfacts present were bone pendants

and it.is not as yet known if these are restricted tn the histomc period.

b

A number'of recurring traits occur in the abovementioned burials.

6ence (1964:8) has‘s'ing]ed out the following exa‘mp]és of these traits: 5 3

birch bark c’am‘:pies; birch bérk br;dy cnverings‘; the inclusion of mortuary
goods within the bark shrouds- 1ocat'inn of burials in caves or under rock

nverhangs, wooden images or do‘l]s' vessels of -birch bark; h1rd skulls; ‘\

model canoes; avrnws, iron pyrltes, perforated boar's tusks and perforated Kl
shetts. . ’ ) .
‘o “r The ethnohistoric Titerature qonta\ns references to Beuthuk burials

0 contalning grave goods (Howley 1915: 193- 194) which have beén used as a

\
/ basis to infer Beothuk affiliation of -the burials described above: Traits
mentioned in the sources include Dbirch bark shrouds, iron pyrites, arrows,

- bows, model ca oes, iron axes, wnoden 1mages, and cu'hnary utensﬂs of

. b1rch bark." The only obvidus dvscrepanc between the Hterature and the
& e . archaéoTogy is the fact that all the bur(aw wi ich have been found in the
A 5 . 'Iast 100 years oF so were located near the "codst and almost without excep-
tion (the une exceptvun being the- Bunavistaéay bur1a1 in which the remams
were found m a grave) the remains were m céves or beneath rock -overhangs. Ve

The h1stonc account nf ‘Cormack points to an. 1ntmor Tocation for Beothuk "~ - - :

bug‘ a'ls with depositories which include a hut, a box Tike Sepulchre a ' 234
scaff«r}d and burial beneath a pile of .rocks. It must be nated however,
that Comackfs descriptior}‘s represent Very late historic Beothuk Burial ) e
"methods and may not in fact, be representative of ‘methods employed in the!
early historic or the prehistoric periods. Perhaps future archaeological
* research may resolve the differences ‘between the archaéological fir!d_s ;nd
5 3 i
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. 5 : .
the ethnohistoric record.  One further feature which is recurrent in the
archae'ul_ogical finds and not mentioned in the sources 1§'the~use of birch
bark mnopies; ) v g

s far as we:now know there have been no archaeological finds of

_ burials in the ihterior of the Island.- This discordance between the:

historic refnrds and archaeology may occur for one of two reas_ons.. On

the orie hand there has been-litt’le extensive archaeological ré&\onnaissance
in the interior so it may be that we sm\ply have not found any interior
huria " because of the infancy of f’lew work in this area Then aga‘in,
slnce a]'l of the ethnnhistorka]ly recurded buri3] methods are above

ground or shallow subﬂlrface types, the ‘rather harsh climate of the interjor
region would have very probably e]immated any above-ground structures
nm'le the very acidic so|l wou1d more 'I\Re\y than fot, have quu;k]y des-
troyed the ‘skejetal remams.

On the other hand, Cormack stated that the "burying p'laces". of

m‘é Becthuks were on the sea-coast, "...and it is well known that they
have been in the habit of bringing their dead from a distante to them"

(Huw!ey 1915:194). If we cap accept this statement then it is Quite pos-

sible that the burial types qbserved by. Cnmuck in the ‘interior were
merely temporary,(excep; perhaps the hut examplé which seems to have been _
rather special in view of lts app’arent association with Mary MArch) designed
to accomodate the dead until. the spring move tu t"t coast when presumahly

the wrapped corpses would be transferred to the “hurylng plat s\ on the

coast, which of course may have been the caves and nverhengs of known
finds~ 'Perhaps the frequent Bccurence of fragmentary rema'lns in Chesev

caves, etc. ‘occasionally with more than one individual being répresented,

“may be due to the vagaries of transportation of remains to the coast from

“the_ interior. _It is also possible that _the fragmentary nature of the
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‘Tpema'lns mé,v have been due to rockfaﬂs,q\r distur_bance‘by rodents or .
,,_/NE\rhaps fishermen. Further archaeological work may 'hos'sib]j'c‘lav:ify o
this problem. L 3,

Recent Archaeolvg‘ica'l Work T

: R ¢
* . Beothuk Living Sites [

The above has dealt with only one aspect of Bedthuk archaeohgv -

buri’\a1s - and‘.‘for a good number of years this has remained the_only type
of éééthuk site that had been inve“%t\‘gate in something of an archaeologi- ,-
cal sense. L'ivin'g“ §ites, though known, were not investigated nor r‘eporte‘d
upon in any g‘reat détail (see Sgeck‘-].922; LToyd 1875a). It is an)y in the -
last decade that any attempt has been m;ade to carry out ‘careful archaeo-
1ogiéa] work on a Bg;;huk habitation site, and it is pmmarﬂy the work of
', H.E. Devereux at a ‘number of stations throughout the Island (notably Indian
. Pomt the Beaches ‘and Popes Point) that has contributed substantia'ﬂy to
our knowledge of the archaenloglca1 ”1dent1cy". as Devereux puts it, nf the

& Beothuks. Devereux s work is as yet unpubHshed hyt two reports, a pr‘e<

Timinary one on the Indian Point Slte and a sécond final report on the .

Beaches s|te are available for consmeratmn and will be 31ven a brief

n Point Site (DeBd-1) w

The Indian Point:sits

e, s<located on the southeast shore of Red
* ) Indian Lake one and one-half mﬂes from the village of Mlﬂertown in cen-
tral Newfoundland. The site_had been visited by Frank Speck in the early
part of this century (Speck 1922); and he reparted the ;)resence of ;t
lea'st'seven pj'ﬁ: features. A1l of these were, "Either circular Sr some-
-wi\at quadr|1éteral in form,... and .‘appear excavated about a foot" .




48

F . " 5
.
(Speck 1922:21). The presence.of a central f'ire_place was apparently evi-

dent due to remains of fire-cracked rock and charred soil (Ibid.). .Speck
recovered remains of implements and animal bone !.n the vicinity of the
'hea_rths. 4Na extensive excavation was carried out Sy\him‘ .
Hr!en Devereux began initial reconnaissance of the s1t’e she was
informed by local residents tha[cha site had been v(s|t£d and "examined"
B several times over the years since Speck's time‘ This had resulted in ~
slight .d'lsturbance. However, much more inten;ive “potting" ‘of ‘the site

. was éanried out in the 1960's by an artifact collector residing in Grand

Fa]'ls This Tatter artifact collector bruught the site to the att,ent'lan
of Devereux in 1965\ ho curried out excavation in 1969 and 1970. ’

As a result of Ype ‘two summers work at Indian Point, Devereux was
able to distinguish two tomponents at the site. The first or Lower
Occupation is described as pi‘eh\‘stnric;";ﬁe second or .Upper Occupation as

- historic. : ’ -

General featural characteristics of the prehistoric component in-
C]I‘lded such }:hings as large red ::chre stains in the subsoil; shallow hearths
with fire-cracked rock, carbnn and flaked stone tools; ‘shallow midden
deposits of fire-cracked rock, cal:med bone spicules “and the udd stone

tool in a black humic matrik; “intensive crust-Tike flire»cracked rock con-

, Ccentrations. 'nne to-ten feet in s1ze ubv\erlyh\q ;’ shallow black lens
containingnore “fire-cracked rock, c?lcmed bone fragments, stone flakes
and a few flal;ed stone tools, chert cores, and occasionally fragments of
unburned bonq" (Devereux 1970:59). L

Artifacts attr{Buted to the prehistoric‘perind included sma‘l"l cor-

“ ner notched chert po(nts small and large stemed var1eties triangular
‘and leaf-shaped knives and assymetnc bifaces, larqe flake knives, snub-
nosed _end-gcrapers, chert cores, planers or smoothers, abraders, cobble

Ry

cet



choppe'r"s; "r.et'oug)he‘d cher; flakes afid a number of possible

59-60), '

b : " The historic Acc?ﬂticq. which is" of more direct inteFést to this‘
study, yielded features sovﬁewhat'akiﬁ to thg prehistoric component, but
was itself still fairly distinctive.

Historic featural characteristics \ncluded a,,

"Housepit with hexagonal® plan 25 feet by 20 Feet.,~shaﬂnw
insloping walls, enlarged angle where two wall sections
. meet as.though a large post had been driven into the ground ~
/ at that point; central mounded hearth; platform around the
. interfor periphery except for the entrance area; an ‘interior,
hollow between the mounded central hearthiand platform con-
centric with these; single ‘entrance in the northeast wall; .
two exterior adJacen;J'lankmg cobble concentrations of
- unknown function; very thin, almost sterile black.occu-
47 2 pation layer in the 1nter1or" (1bid.:57).

.Other- features consxsted of fimi’ted red oc/hhe stains;hearths containi:g» .
irdn tools, fire-cracl}ed rock and bone fragments; shallow k’itchen middens
consisting entirely of bbne; concentrations ;f bone mash; and shallow
concentrations of bone containing some’ fire-cracked rock and the occasional
iron tool (Ibid.:57-58). ! T
Arcifacts associated with the historic cumpunent_ 1r}c1uded such

" things-as, iron "deer spears iron toggling harpoon heads for seal; “two-.

pronged cmnpnund iron f1sh spear heads;" iron knife b'lades; unmodified

iron spikes; fragments of iron roddMg and sheet iron; iron pyrlte spheres,
abraders; hammerstones; anvil stones; "some f'lre—cracked rock;" and a
great deal of caribou bone (Ibid.:58). . )
. ’ . . Devereux makes good use of the ethnohistoric sources and demon-
strates rather well, several parallels between the archaéo'lpgical record
and the sources and 15 thus confident in concluding that. Tssthe historic
component at Ind'lan Polnt a'lmost certainly consists of the remains of a

L
Beothuk occupat1on" (Ibid.:65) . :Similarly, with ‘the prehistoric component,
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comparisons with" thé‘"hf’stomc component ng the site- and a]so with the

" Beaches sit

, a tr,ghs'nq@ﬂ Beothuk component in Bonavista.Bay, enabled

Devereux to conclude that the Lower océupation is” indeed Beothuk.

The Beaches Site (DeAk- 1

" This site represents the only coastal Beothuk 1|v|ng\s1te wh\ch<
has been excavated and reported upon (Devereux 1969; no pagipation). The
site is Tocated on a gravel bar near the end of Blocdy4 Reach in Bonav1sta
Bay, northeastern Newfoundland. It had b_een previously repor_ted as a
Beothuk cmnponent by T.6.B. Lloyd (1875a). He noted the presence of 16
housepits, averaging 12 feet in dia‘meterdr Depth; ranged from two feet

down to six u‘)\’severi iﬁches and the pits were flat bottomed.

‘f Due to the effects of erosion over the 100 or so years since Lloyd's
time, Devereux found only four pits remaining.=These fddr were all roughly
‘circular depressions with peripheral embankments. The diameters varied

With exteriors rangmg from 12 to 23 feet and \nteriors from 7 to 12 feet.

The depths of two pits (Nos. 3 and 4) are 1. 2 and 2 0 feet respective'ly.
Dévereug,“(TQSB) has speculated that the pits were made by, " ‘..scrapmg
Toose gravels away from a central circular area to form a ‘depression with u %
v a 'slight ridge around the perdphery.“' e , . %

Two housepits (Nos. 3 and 4) were selected for more careful exami- s

/'/n'aftionA The first (No..3) was' tested in 1965 and contamed a probable,

central hearth near the approximate centre of the p\ . “Artifactual remains

. Were quite meagre with only one’ flint chip and thewrhead of an iron spike

being found. A test pit outside the limit of the pit resulted in the

recovery of an additiona:f‘ flint chip. The sparse remain andvthe lack of
a deﬁmte cultural zone within the pit lead Devereux (1969) to conclude
that 1t had ‘been flushed out by h‘lgh seas which are a common phenomenon

in the area. » Yo WY
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In 1966 -‘DéVerenx returned to the site and partially excavated house-
pit number fcur which fortunately turned out to be consxderably more
pmductwe than the former.. Three features were d’lstingulshed from exca-
vation of the southeast quadrant of the housepit. These included: a
:entralvhearth; a-thin occupation z;ne; and a small middén.

The occupation zone delimited what Devereux thinks l'-s the nv:lgl‘nal
"topography" of the housepit which was described as a saucer—shaped depres-
sion. The average depth of this deposit was about one Inch Thls level
Jjoined the central hearth in the middle nf the depression.

The supposed central hearth was represented by '...a qreater pro=

. portion of charcoal..." and a thickened occupation zone., No artifacts

“were encountered in the excavated portion of the hearth. This feature

is though fo have been about three feet in diameter.

’ jfhe midden was found exten:ii'ng over the edge of the pit. Itl was
five inches in depth and .consis:'_ed' of 3 mixed cbncent;ation of bone and’
shelTs Analysis of the bone, which as carried gut by Dr. Howard Savage, *
Department of Ornithology, Royal Ontario Museum, indicated the presence
of immature harbour seal (Phoca vitulina), harp seal (Phoca groenlandica),

caribou (Rangdfér tarandus), black bear (Ursus americanus), polar bear

(Thalarctos maritimus), canadgygoose (Branta canadensis), northern double-

Ccrested cormorant (Phalacrocorax auritus), common cormorant (Phalacrocorax

carbe carbo), and sea duck (Aythyinae sp.).. The shell remajns were mainly

" softshell clams although one seanop shell was present (Devereux, 1969).

© The faunal remains seem to indicate ‘an‘occupat’ion in March or April,”
i ¥
and June or July., This, Devereux (1969) points out, is in agreement with
ethnohistoric records which set a spring to late fall period of ppcupa‘tlcn'
at goastal Tocations.
. 3 A
The artifacts recovered, which were mainly from zone III of the




sepit, cf ns1sted of a mixture of iron and stone.. Stoné artifacts

. included onp stemmed projectile point; d trianguhr“stemed flake tool;

*a trlanqula quartz tool; a concave edged flake tool; one cun1ca1 core;

one blade f] agment~ seven ‘used and s1x unused flakes; one pnss1b1e abrader; .
one nﬂatura‘ stone block" and two pieces of shqttgred rock. Fire-cracked
rock was &1so present. ot E

Iron artifacts included: one iron”spearhead; seven square nail

fragments; g'leven sheet iron fragments; and one. bolt fragment.

"One piecé of an undecorated clay pipestem was also recovered.

, Devereux (Ib(d ) has concluded on the basis of an admixture of
stune tools and historic.items that the Beaches was probably accupled
k_:efure the late histﬁomc period “...smce the last occupied sites.of the
Beothuks contained no stone tmﬂ.s.;" She has suggested thé periog of 1600
t0°1800 A.D. for possible occupatiunvof the site. The pr‘esence of stone.

tools would Tead one to thmk thé occupation would probably have been |

towards the earlier end of the range suggested by Devereux. Though not

noted by her the rz'l_ativel_y ’Iarge‘ dia?m;ter of the hole of the pipestem
(2.3 mm or c. 6/64") would indicate a probable date-range of 1680 to 1710
according to the "Harrington Chart" (Hume 1969:298, fig. 96). Obviously,

only one pipeséem]s:‘meagre evidence for making a definite statement

regarding the date of the site, but it is, nevertheless, suggestive and |
agrees with Devereux's intérpretation that the site is not a late his- . .
toric one: B = . . e

Mention should perhaps also be made of the work of Mr. Dop-Locke
who has, for a number of-years been traversing the Exploits River ‘system

in search of Beothuk sites, a skill at which he is quite adept . Despite

the fact he is reported to have fouﬁd 'great number of s'ltes the bulk of

the 11tﬂe knowledge we have of his vankHs contained in a. short _paper
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Locke's paper deals with a comparison “of two interior prehistoric
sites and a prehistoric coastal component” in terms of re]ative percengges

éf fIve artifact classes. The sites are presun'ably Beothuk. . The artifact

classes include triangular knives; armnhgads spearheads ; snub-nosed

scraper 5

and tips of points (Locke: !972 24). ‘Locke illustrates examples

of each chss and concludes on the. basls of high percentages’ of snub~
nosed scrapersthat a priv;\ary activity at interior Beothuk encampments was
" skin processing. He ‘also n‘entinns a Tleaf-shaped knife which was found

at one ‘of the interior sites and conclides ‘Tt must have beén used for
butchering. g " 2

At the coastal s|te Locke observed ‘a Targe percentaqe of triangular
knives (45%) which he’ 1ntervrets as evidence that the pnmary actwity
was noodmrk(ng ie. construction and repairing of canoes and the fabricanon
of weapons. These same triangular knives.also apparently turn up at interi-

or 'Iocales and are again interpreted as evidence of woodworking.

Other vnterpretat1nns which are made by Locke appear to depend on
the ethnographic literature but no references are provided as to -the
;oume i ¢

I uuuld not violeymy dlsagree»with Locke's interpretation that

the Mgh percentage of scrapers is an indication of - hide prucessing as

an‘activity at. interior sites but I would argue with his contention that

w1t is a major activity. Certainly it is one which is connected withithe -

killiﬁgﬂbutchering-ﬁide process(ng pattern in caribou exploitation but I '. )
would 1ma§i‘ne that hide processir@ in itself occupied a relatively shm;t

spak of time and was certainly r‘m{t' the majur‘ oceupation whigch Locke - T o
proposes. The. interﬁretaﬂon that the triéngular knive‘s were purely e

-

P e . .



.
woodworking tools is also dubious. These would

-~ 1is an obvious- necessity for\bqtcheringxoo'ls' on interior sites - ther

utilization of caribou would dictate this. The mention ofa single”

leaf-shaped biface knife is” certainly 's'lend‘ev‘ evidence of tnis_,'activ_i{'_y

and I would ther:for"; suspect that the 12% and 14% figures fﬁr his two &
interior sites are more an 1nd|cat1un of hutcheﬂng activities than
woodworkmg, Possibly.the sane could be safe]y sa|d~mr the occurence .of

- these knives on the coast. Perhaps the on1y vay tu resc'lve this questinn

uf functional mterpretat(on would be by cuntm'lled excavations and by Y

: ) m|croscnpic ana'lysis of work{ng edges. & o s




“of Grand Fa]ls in"central Newfuundla g

CHAPTER H?l X

Introdiction 7‘ i b & Ve
In thi; chapter we shall consi‘del" fin detail;-the results éf field
Work cnnducted'in June and July of 1972 at_the Wigwam Brook site, (DfAw-1).

The work spanned a periud of seven weeks and was accmnp’lished using a

crew which ‘varied from five to seven persons. The\_chapter 1s broken down

into three sections. . Section one will be concerned with environmental
.asi‘nect_s énq site"description: The second section will deal with an anal-

ysis.of featural remains. The final part of .the chapter will centre

" around artif&cg description and analysis.
e s s an

_ Section I: Wigwam Brook and the Exploits Valley

. Location and History A " -

ng\am Brook (,Dwa-l) is 1ocated on a po!nt of land (Latltude l8°55'
Langitude 55044') at the confluence of the Exp’loits River and North Angle

. _Brnok (fnrmer)y Wigwam Brook), approximately three mlles west of the town

(see fig. 1)5 The point of Tand

on which the slt s found b 4 ahout 1000 feet long, fair'ly Tevel, and

covered with heavy nush The actua1 occupational area encnmPasses an.
area abqut 600 feet 10ng by 75 to '125 feet wide, and overlooks the Explnits
River. The area to the mﬂ'th— and east of the-site is nght'Iy Tower in

elevation and is characterixed by alde(thickets which are ﬂuoded during

. periods of high-water, and an area of nmskeg “The wskeg fonnat'hm

=is .

At







4 extends m a general north- easteﬂy directwn and comprlses what 1s To-

ca’l’ly referred to as’ Nine ﬂﬂe Bog. Further to the nurth is @ Hne of " .

‘M]ls whxch are about 60[) feet above -sea Tevel and mark the’ nurthern Timit
of _the Explo)ts Va'Hey in thvs area.} Across the, rwer, which near the

site-is abeut 1000 yards w1de there is’ anothar series of hills approxi- >

; mate]y 500 feet in elevatmn which form the su&hern rqarq1n of the vaHey,
- The site itself is; araund 250 feet above sea Tevel.: - o Ty

bhgwam Brook was initially d)eovered by Mr. Don Locke, mentioned ‘)
ahove who res1des in Grand Falls. "In 1968 Mr Locke pointed out the %
1ocat|on of the site to Helen Devereux who had been workmq in the area’ ...
' Coat that{tlme. Devereux spe»t a shm't time in 1968 clearing out bush and- iy

mappifig suspected housep\t depressmns and” rnck concentrations. ’Some pr

ﬂ\m\nary testing/'was alsg carmed out and a pem\anent bench mark, estab—

hshred. Mure T z:enﬂ?, 1oqgu\g operations in, the Vlcin1ty of the S\te
} threater\ed to destroy it, but {hmugh the for?smht of Fir. Nel son Williams

i of - the Woods Division of Price NF1d.) Pulp and Paper;- the wood cutters
‘ were :stopped appruxmate]y 100 yards from thg actual occupation area and

: the si’té was thus preservéd: for future invéstigation.

uGeograghz % ¥
daE Physmgraphicaﬂy speakmg “the sn.e is }ncated in the H1gh P'Iateau
i

physmgrapmc province’ of Newfound'land which accorﬂmg to 'GutseIT‘(1949
.. o G "- 9J; * ...refers to"the who!e of the 1s1and east of “the main fault zone which,

extends from the Codrny Vaney thmugh Grand Lake ‘to White Bay... ?ﬁe "5 5 B,

p’lateau trends i southeasterly direction to the Atlantic coast. The

Exp]mt& river which, cuts throu 'the area ﬂuws in a general southwest




" PLATE 1.

Photo of igwam Brook (DfAw-1) Site Area







Grand Falls-and up tu Red CUif£ which #snlocated approximately two miles

» commumcatmh) . S T,

P i
Geology < .
Geology of the Grand Fa]]s"".‘a.rea has been considered-by Chilton

. (1948), Hriskevitch (1948), and Williams (1962) ., In.general the-area to"
it : . 3

"“the east of Grand 'Faﬂs consists of sedimentary rock of Silurian age

(Williams 1962:8) and is part ‘of the o tiodd Group. This includes rocks
such as sandstones whlch rdnge 1n cu'lo from redcﬁsh-brnwn to grey1sh-

pmk, grey shales,, and various cung’lomerates The area to-the east of

viest of the site consists of volcanic rocks of the Morton-Breakhead for--
mation. ‘ This formation extends,‘in a northeast direction to the west of

/Grand Falls. It cunsists of .th‘c rhyolite, to darker andesitic flows

and agglomeratés" "(Chilton 1948:10). Most of the f']aw; are reddish in
colour.” . ¢y ) X - v
A short reconmﬂssance of the site was made by Mr. C Tucker, a

graduate student in Geomorphology at Memorial University. Accord{_ng to

"him the point of Tand on which the site is Tocated is pay)t of an islantt

compl.ex which has been altered by dam building:at Millertown and at Grand

Falls. The sﬁare]ine: as shown in plate 1 is truncated, possibly due to

° the mechanical action of pulp 10gs-w‘hich‘ are compacted and held in this

area by a log b'u;)rm about one-quarter mile-downstream from the site.

Tucker has‘ also speculated that truncation may have been the result of

_the abrupt angle of the original shoreline to the water: The' point.’itself

is composed of f1u\/ial maten'als made nf'san%water-washed materials

with, "sand Tenses and cut 3nd f1'|’| structures" {Tucker 1973:personal

Ch‘mate ’ i . . o 3 T
{ In general the climate. of Néwfound]and is marine in characfer. (Hare

&



¥ . 1952) and is profoundly affected by the Labrador current which almost
cnmplete'ly en"’?v]es the Is'land and bathes, "... the east, south and south-

_____wg;t_.omuﬁlh co'ld water thrnughaut the spring and summer"(Ibid.:38).

Thus spring and summers are relatively.cool and winter§ are moderated at
coastal locations. The interior experiences greater E’xf:reme_s of tempera-

tures. i
v . -Winters on the Tsland tend to be rather 1on§. fnt;eri’or 'Iucatiens
- experiente‘ greatey extremes of temperatures with January mean temperatures
- at Grand Falls,- for‘example being 16%F. However, a monthly.minimum
average of »15°F is not unheard‘of at this statwn (1952:84) .
s © Spring comes fairly late w\th the avergge Iast spring frost occuring
on June 7th at Grand, Falls. Ih1s may vary-'hny;pver, from as early as
:”May 15th to a:s late as June Shth, Mean femperatures in interior regions

“dufing May are"?h the 40's. { "% "

¢Interior areas experience rela-

4 Summers are "brief but p1easant .
. tively warm July averages in the 60 to 63 degree range (Grand Falls,. July
mean is 619F). Hot spells are known to occur and: Buchans, for p'le‘ has

recorded a July monthly max1m‘1m of 87°F. The frost free sea;qn var1es

a i cnns1derab]y fmm the nnrtﬁern to the southern part af the Is1and Some
areas along the south coast may have a frost=free permd averaging 140 to
~150 days while in certain 1n1and areas where ﬁcca\ landscape favours frost
dra'mage this perwd may ay be as short as 78 days, as it is'at. M11'IeFtown.

Grand Fal!s has an average frost free period of 1\3 days (Hare-1952).-

When autumn arrives temperatures dv-op rather rapid]y. September

, 28th marks the mean for th‘“ﬁ‘rst—mmﬁx frnsts at Grand Falls However,

initial frosts may occur as early as September Istoor as late as October i

17th.




In’ general all ovaevffoundlaiid'receives, ",...abundaﬂnt, \n;eH-"distri-
hutéd precipitaﬁoﬁ vihici; faHs chief]y frum' the fronts of numerous cy-
clones approaching frbm the southwest or west{ (Hare 1952:53). Grand
- Falls has Fecdrded a mean year1ytprec1p1tat1on of 40.1 inches. This f\g- “

ure represem:s 27.6 inches of rainfall and 125 inchés of: snow.

,To summarize: the' climate in the regijon of the site 1is a typical
inland Newfoundland type. 'S‘nmers are ‘short, with hot spells being quite o
o = o
common.. Winters on the other hand are fa'irly 1ong and ca)d with tempera-

tures averagmg 3s Tow as -15% in January at Grand Falls. Prec1p1tatwn

is fairly even]y d1stributed throlghnut ‘the year and amounts to some 40 3

inches.

Flora

The island of Newfoundland is Tocated in the Hudsonian éiotic Prov-

N ince (D;e- 1943),\3‘ transcontinental vegetation zone which stretches ‘from
'"Nevrfoundland to west’ern Alaska‘ The vegetation in this area is referred
t0"as boreal and is typlca1 .of sub-= arct1c environments. Spemes commion tn
borea1 forests include coniferous varlet!es such as black spruce (Picea
manana), white spruce (Picea glauca);. ha]sam flr (Abies balsamea); Tarch

na), and Jackpme (Pinus banksiana). Broad'leafed )

or tamarack (Larix
sper_1es include white birch (Betula paj gxmfera) ba1sam poplar . (Populus .

ba'lsam'ifera), aspen K Populus tremu'loides) as well as varww shrubs - and

bushes (Hare 1959 23) Additiena'l'ly sphagnum moss 15 characteristic of

the Hudsnman pruvu\ée is generally associated with wetter areas and " is

‘dommon on forest floors with spruce canop1es,¢ Associated with the sphagnum - -

in wetter areas are Qog plants such as ’Iabradar tea (Ledum groenlandicum) ard
blueberries (Vac m.spp.} {Dice 1943:13). ™" . %
@ The végétation in the Wigwam Brook area pertains to Rowe's (1959). .




"Grand-Falls' section" (B28a) ch covers a wide area,- occlpying ",..the
plateau of c'e'ntrh-northerrg Newfoundland. .. [ancﬂ ...contains the greatest
rea of productive forest land in the provihcé" (Rowe 1559-32)' Areas to

the south and west are char’aféerized by ". h|gh1and mqss harrens..., to

the east ...by the poorer forests« «of the Avalon -Peninsula, and on the nohh
by a narrow maritime strip differentiated by a contrasting prominence of

white sprucE"(Picea g]auca) Forests in this”ared are mainly céniferous

in‘character with a predummance of halsam fir an h1ack spruce: “White

birch "...is of genera‘l thnugh scattered d1stributwn thraughout" (Rowe

-regenerate in_cut over or burned out regions; balsam poplar i§ relatively

1959:32). The same is also t»ue for white spruce. Aspen 1¥Ften first to

rare. White pine (Pinus strobus) was fnrmér]y quite common but is now

absent from the area.. The only stands cf red pine (Pinus resinosa) left

on the Island are found in (:hls séction (1959:32).

Hare has grouped the d1fferent forest-types which occur if boreal

- forests 1nto several mmstuv‘e series following the work of Hustith (1951)

<1n Labrador (Hare 1959:26- 28, Tab'le II) The vegetation in the {mmediate"
~

vicinity of N1gwam<Brl_§k be]cngs to 'two of the moisture s‘eries'

cover types being represented 9 @ e )

The point of ’Iand on wh\ch the svte is Tocated has what is called
a m1xed\furest type of the moist series. This s1gmf1es a cTosed crown
of mixed can1fers and broad-leavéd deciduous trees. The forést ﬂoor‘L is
shaded and mosses are prevalent. As mentioned Earher (LeB’Iar\c n.d. )‘ tree
species on the site consist pr1mar11y of black -spruce arid balsam fm]wnh
both having appruximatew equa1 representation. !;Jh\te spruce is also |
present among the. comferaus t'ypes. Broadleaf trees inciude ‘white birch

'and aspan, Dther types include speckléd a'lder' (A]nus rugara) pincherry ’

A o BN
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(Prunnus genszlvavﬁa), and witch hazel (Hamamelis virginia) (Malcolm

Squires, 1972: persona'l communication).

Z . - The second zipver type in the area is part of the wet series .and

consists-of Alders (Alnus spp.). Thls vegetation lines both banks of

North Angle Brook and is composed of ‘dense thxckets of speck]ed a1de'rs'
up to 12 feet in he1))ht. During periads of thh water these area’s become
flooded. It m1ght be nnted here that these parhcu]a\r areas were the most
heav\'ly msect infested 1n the vxcimty of the site. 2

The third boreal forest subdivision in the Tocal vegetatmn of the

site cnnsists of another vet series cover type called fen (Hare 1959:28,

table II) This area is 1acatep to the rtheast of the Trans Canada
1H1ghway. Vegetatwn “in this hog\mcludes sedge-meadows with the occasional
stunted black spr\uce. Patches of open water are quite common in the area
‘and very characteristic nf fen, i ’

To sumarvze' vegetation ~in the' region of the site is typwa]]y
boreal, consisting oF the three sfnhdwuiuns of mixed forest, a1der thic-

kets, and fen. The actual site !ocus contains a mixed-forest cover type.

7L < ! Wigwam Brook: Excavapiéné. .
N _Techniques ’ @ . 8

e ' Excavatiun procedures ’t’bﬂowed closely tho‘se emvﬁoyéd by H.E.
’ ’ nevereux at the Indian Point site near Millertown, Newfound\and At the
Jutset it was necessar?tn clear large. areas of- the thlck bush which *
covered the site. :l'h was done so' that sighting 1ines could be made in’
ur,de.r‘ to establish a grid which w:;s based on a datum stak@ 'e‘stablished
previ’uus1y hy De’vereux. Glearing of bush wa's a150“mandatorf so that some
% b idea ol"’the genera] topography- of the s1te cou1d be obtained and also to

Iy reveal poss1b]e housep1t wal'ls, and_such obvious features as fxrecracked A
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rock concentrations. :When an area had been cleared and selected as-prom-
3

' ising for_ excavation a grid of 10° foat units was placed over the area,

usmg as reference pnints east-west and vmrth south base Tine

foot units were de: h;nated by upper casé letters dgnoting the a;{pmnriatb
100 foot unit and were numbered cunsecunve'ly fron'l“l to 100, - conmencing
from the east-west line. The southeast stake of each ten foot unit was

given the square desiqnation " When Rne concentrat

s became too heavy
to' mrrent mapping of 1nd|vidua] pieces or when it was obvious that the

square had been disturbed, -faunal material was coll

& ted by quadrants
Quad%ants were"—designated so that the northeast f1yejuot square became
‘ the north quadrant,.the southeast the east,‘the'southwest the ‘south, and
“the northwest the ést. Measurement was in feet and tenths of feet. (See
figure 2 of excavated area.) - R E o
After the grid had been estab’Hshed dver a se]ected area, the indi-
vidual. squares were raked to remove leaf-mold. TMs revealed the humus
which was then carefully trowled.. A1l cultural dehris such as artlfacts. i
faunal material and fire-cracked rock was left in situ in the hope that

patterns would be"visible and enable us to formulate problems and,draw‘

some initial conclusions. Since the cultural level was so\thin (0. Zfe‘et\
ot or less) a“fairly large area of 5000 square feet was excavated ln 1x

weeks. : v

Strat\gragh!/
Natura'l and cultural stratvgraphy were found to be qmte simple .
and bas1caf1y cnns1sted of fnur different horizons (see fig. 3). The- upper-

most of> these Jeafmold in various stages of decampositlon This Tevel
was seldom more f§Han 0. 1. feet in depth and contained no_cultural debris. e
% Beneath the lea mold was a dark—lbrom}o blact hu'nus layer abput 0.1 hj
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S 0. 2 feet 1n thickness. The humus stratum contamed the, cu'ltura'l debris
. ¢ and most of the features and it thus comprised the occupahon one. Under-‘
1ying this vias*an orange-yellow sm‘I of clayey cunsi{tency}éying in
g ; depth from 0.6 ‘Feet to slightly’over 1 0 feet. This 'Iagﬁe‘r- was designated
\. as the B-1 zone. Occasionally bones and/or artifacts were found. in this
" horizon. However, for the most part cultural debris ﬁiund in the.B-1
"zone wa; taken as an indication that some type of dwsturbance has occured
since abomgma] occupatian ‘of the site. Occasionally there was a yery E.
. ; : thin, (0.1 feet or-less) grayish white leached zone twﬂca] of coniferous
forest pudzuhc soils, which was 1ocated sporadically betyeen the B-1 zone
@ and the under'lymg subsoil. The subsuﬂ which we have called the C hnr1zun
was oi unknawn depth_and consisted uf waterworn pebbles and cobbles ina |
Tight-brown sandy matrix. No }:harcua} or cultural debris was incountered
in this level during dur worig on.the site. Despite the f‘act tha‘t ng ver-
tical stratification was encountered at wmwam Brook there was some
P indication of har1zonta'| separatiun of the compunents This, took the form *
i o -, .of a number of stone flakes"and 1mp1ements of Ramah chert Found in an
aréa shght]y to the west of the major area of excavav‘.mn. Th'lS material,
P ¥ whix:h will be d'iscus‘sed in deta'il Tater on in this .report, appears fo'be
‘goud ev1dence of a Maritime Archaic occupat1on on@ site's at least '3000
years, ago. W 2 -

: Sect\'un II: Features

A total of 19 features -were_ found at Wigwam Bruok Thes:e can-be
grouped hlto flve categor{es for the purposes of dlscussmn. ‘Thé first
Emtegnry which includes two types, coptams 10 f\re—cracked rock concen~ :
trations. The second comprises four hearths. Thes third category 1nc1udes
one .bone‘midden. The, fourth 1nc1udes one possﬂﬂe pit and the F1fth and

e
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Fire-cracked Rock Concentrations

Seven'features (nos.. 2 5' 8, -9 12, '19) are included in this

lad £
s e, type. Thesg features are sxmp'le ﬁre :racked rock concent;atmns which

In geneFa'I they

contain no.bone mash and little or no ev1dence of Five
“ are 1rregu'lar 1@ outhne and, vary consuderah'ly in-size. A’I'I were fuund

1n the humus and on top’of the B-1 horizon; occasmnaﬂy they were v1svb|e

Featur‘eZ' " . : . . * .)>

- 'Th'is examplewis Tocated in Uni

sl ;. i large cobbles of in‘e shattered rocks. ,D\men'slons were 9 4 feel: 'Iung by

6. 31feet w1de. Assacmted cu‘ftura] debris included seven unburned bone

; Feature 5. » z)

Th1s feature was a small, ‘dense concentration of ﬁre _shattered

. It ‘was rough1y~

b "5 cubh’les approxmate'ly 5 mches in depth (see Plate 2)

through “the 1eafm01d . T . T

fragments and two very small :}usters uf burned bone. Na arnfasts nor , :

: N . o S,
‘B square 44 and, contained‘smaﬂ to -

revm nce of. fife n the"form of charcoal- or px1dlvze_d sol] »was, encountered. k

o c1rcu1ar m outline, being about 3. 5 feet in dlameter. It was v|s1b1e dn

» . t‘he Teafmold One mece uf burnt bone was found w1thm the 1imits of  the

T % o 'fveaturé. No charcoal nor artlfacts were turned "up’ upon dvsmanthng this

juthe of rocks & %

5 )
PTate .3 ) It measured 7 2 fee by ‘6. 01 eet n










n

- Y .
fragments were found\1mn\ed1ate'ly outside bf 1t One fatrly coarse- -grained
4 o chertz. cobble was found on top of the Fire- cracked rock of this Feature.

Upon vemoval of the rock and’ m a nghﬂy depressed ‘area there was a

smally thin (1.5 feet-across, 0.5 dnches deep) deposit of charcoal under-

" lain by a d1mens1ona”y s'unﬂar layer‘ of red&'lsh oxidized soil.  No

cultura'l _debris of any descmphon was encountered in-this depos1t

FgatureQ T oo « s o
. 5 i

& Tbe main purtmn of this c'luster of fire- cracked rock was found in

" a shallow depressmn. The rock was Ioca'hzed ovel.an area 8. .0 feet w1de

by 9.4 feet Tong. -The on]y cultural desz found cons’lsted of three ' s
cu fragn\ents of unburned bone’ N .. B e el P
Featvre-l-a—‘_‘, Y ow ’ . % : a
. B ’ .= This was a dense c!uster of rack 4.5 feet wide and 6. 0 feet’ 1unq

‘A very small deposit vf burnt bune wasufuund near Lhec northern 11vrut 0f
the feature un,,top of the rock. It appearé\ﬁ that. th15 bone had been . "
deposited sumetlme after depasuwn of the rock. No. fcharcoa] or oxiqizwad

earth was encountered » 2 y . oo - S

: 'Feamre]a C e T SRS e T L g 2

This~.small diffusecl uste

£ smaﬂ hre cracked cobbles measured
3.5 feet wide and .3 feet. 'Iong. No bune nor charcna] was discovered. i

' One’ small Ramah chert f'lake was,ﬁqynd thh
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3, 2 also a very small (3 2 feet‘ by - Z 5 feet) diffuse cluster of small fire- -

e cracked rack There. uere no artvfacts bone, nor charcoal in the feature.
\

X

: d1stingu1shed from type A features by their considérably more cnnvlex i
nature as exemp'lified by the presence of bone mash, considerably more
unburnt and burnt bone. material as we]l as direct evidence of heat in the

form of charcoal and/or heat; dnsco!ourat\on of surrnqndmg sbil.~ . -

Feature 1 . . e A

. Th’ls feature 1oca€ed 1n area A was 8 o feet wide and 10:0 feet long

and was therefore read‘l'ly v1sib1e through the leafmold The d)sturbance,

however,‘\nas confined to a re'lahvely sna]l area (¢ square feet) near. the

appmxin\ate centre of the- feature. ™ ?

3 3 Flre-crar.ked rock’ aas defise vnth shattered pi es ranging in size

from-: smaﬂ chips to large,goblﬂe cwca 0 8 feet in diamet No artifacts

- were found uithm the confines of the featnre However‘ therg was a good

deal of faunal materm] (BZ plEceS)« as well as a- depnsat abnut 4. 0 hy
3,0 feet and 5.0 inches deep-of. what Helen Devbreu)\(wm :21) has ca\led )

bone mash. , This materla\ :unsists of bone particles l; to’ >z Im:h 1n s{ze, o
and m}one. When damp this substance ‘takes on a rather 1nteresc|ng
resémh'lance ‘to corn, Hake! The mash was Found amomnd—\
rock but for the most part was 'Iocated heneath the rntk

i, ~In prufﬂe (see fig. 4) Featurei1 had a lay&r of humus con-

"mMng fire-cracked mk,vunderlam by bone mash in”one area uf' the cross-

" sc{cﬂnn andq] '(ayer of B-l in an‘@her This latter harlzon sunnounted a 2
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Vo . _thin depuslt of himus contammg bits of charcua'l This' 'level which

appeared to have been- a burled humus Iayer was in—turn, overlain by a

greyish-white horizon which was must~hke'|y a leached. zone. No heat d‘ls-v

. ,coloured soil, Wa? in evidence.

Feature 6a &.b > > i '

& ., . rPreviously (Le B'Ianc n.d.), what We are now caH;nq Feature 6 was
cons1dered as twp fa1r‘|y dlscrete entmes. However, upon r.lospr ana!ysls B
- it was decidedthat Feature’ 6a whvch was found beneath 6 shouIJ be grouped

" L ) with 6 and considered as one e}ample'of a type 2 fire~cracked rock conce!

ol trqtion. As with Feature l Feature 6 was a rather large one being 15 feev.

Tong on the nnrth south ax1s and appruxmate]y 7 feet on the east-west *

mmd—been—d*sturhed but this was not' overﬂy

damaglng to it, since it amounted to me-re displacement of. the rock. Near -

the approximate centre of the feature was a bone mash deposit 8.0 feet by
. ; -’ 5.5.feet. - o v

~
2 Ar‘tlfacts found m the feature included, three sandstone abraders,

.“a-square nail. fr‘agment (wrough(:) three chunks of  chert; one partlany

finished 1ron projectﬂz point, one comp]ete square nnﬂ (wrought), ane

f'lake. and one small chert nodule. The nails, ‘'one abrader “the chert

. ', . nodule and “the’ proaectﬂe point were fnund in the mash ]ens beneath the’

A ©orock.

e (see fig." 5) Feature 6 had the/usua'f tﬁpmust Tayer of

4 " In prof:

fire- cra,cked: rock embedded 1n hunus.  THis was -underlain by a bone mish-

Tens varqu in depth from 0. ’I to D 5 in trnckness‘ This overlay a lens

of charnoa] and humus with a maximum thickness of 0,4 feet. Two snatl

pockets of B= 1xed with bumus were found JIJSt o

top of the humus-

charcoa1 and beneath the bone mash proqably as a fesu'lc m’ d\sturhance. B
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7 = Separating the charcoal lens was a thin (c_irca 0.1 feet or less) discon-

tinuous’_iens of white ash awhich was underain by the B-1 harizon&g; No

- g evide‘nce‘of thermally affected 501l vas found.

Feature, 17

. Feature 17 is z‘ééfnplex examplle'nf type two fire-cracked rock-concen-

8 trat’ ns.  The feature was 'IO i feet by 8. 5 feet.” Shaitered‘ rnck was not

: as obkusly dense as in the other examlﬂes but was in some areas qu{te

" thick (Le.,"l.ﬂ feet). .Bone mash vas scattered beneath and betwe_en rocks. v/’

. . The "bone mash did not cover any extepsive area. . The largest was 1.6 hf/ ’ g " :

1.3 feet in extent. “There was also a small pocket (1.6' x 0.8' "of burned

bone and charcoal” f8und among the Fire-cracked rack in the narth sectnr
©, oo . of:-the feature. . tem S \ : zﬂ % ¥

About 30 pieces of unburned. faunal matema'l were retrieved from

among tne rocks.‘ Additionally, there were three iron art1fact5' 3 pro-

,jectﬂe pumt a square nail (wrought), and one »piece of ‘strip”iron.

R east-west section (see fig. 67 throuqh the Feature revea'led ¢
re'latwely ccmplex/profﬂe. Beneath ‘the rock beanng humus on the éast
was @ B-1 fayer. In the centra'l ptytmn of the pruﬁ'le were 1sa]ated

lenses of B-1 and bone mash _ The humus 1ayer %n the west appears o extend .

“ to beneath the above mentioned Tenses'of B-1 and bone mash.; Under'lqu = ¢
the humus on the vest was a; 1ens of whitish ash, Eeneath the B-1 horizon
-

on. the east there yas a charcoa'l Ear‘ing 'layer varymg in thickness frﬂm“ -

@'1 tocirca 0.5 feet “This was under'la\n,hy a thin (lgss than 0.1 feet_)
'Iens of reddish therma]ly affected sm'l This same lens.extended through
e the centra] part uf bhe profi'le and mto about the f1rst % of ihe western L
Chaf, - : g g st ¥ 0 ’




features at the Indian Pnint site ahd has suggested that they are more” .

‘mash in particu]ar has ot disintegrated 15vcerta-i/1y suggestive of its . .

_ be'attributable to the historic perwd 8 ) e

. D1scuss1on v A A %, ;. ”
Dever x (1970:’665 noted: the?comnn—'bcc;irence of fire-cracked rock ., %

a .profuse in the prehlstnﬂc compgnent than in tKe h\sturu‘, one," and
in fact may a:tuany be a feature.of the preh1stor1c period This 15/;vat

entlrer born out by the e\ndence at N|gwam Brook. In three cases

(eg. Featurés 5, 18; 19)

t-is a'lmost impossible to. dgfm]te'ly cnnclude'

- that a particular. fe’atuv‘e beTongs’ to the prehist‘oric op f‘n‘stnric 1me period, -

usuaﬂy because no artifacts exlsk to give an’ indicag\bn *in this direction. .,
In mstances where it is possible to make a statement cuncermng age‘ Y

there appears :,o be a slight biag tuward the hxstorm period. . Features %" 3

8 adze fragment r_espachvely

8 and 12 whlch cuntam a chert cobhle ane

are the only d 1te1y preh-‘stonc examp'les‘ Other featues such as 6 and\
17 contain“historic iron goods and it wou'ld therefore seem reasonab!e to’ I

equate them with the historic pemod. Feature 1 dods not contain any

art1facts other than hm‘\e howeWr the fact that the bone and the hone 2

.bemg h1stor1cA Devereux has stated that bune does riot- 1ast more- than

about 4(]0 years h\ “the ac1d1c soﬁs of mter!or Newfoundland (1970: 22)

Sxm\larly features 2'and 9 whu:h bnth conta%n unbnrned bone may perhaps e
ff

To sunmarize.~ _he 10 fire- cracked rock concenératmns ‘it is.poss ¢ .




,Inall éxcept one 1nstance (Feature 8) there 1s no ev)dence. that

i fvre was d\rectly assocmted ﬁj’th these features ‘In o,thér “Words the {

f’rcm;near the area of charcoa'l and 'burned ear\th., It is therefm‘e q t'

probable_ that the charcoal and reddish saﬂ is not 'assaa\ated with Qhe N

rock, but perhaps the: result’ of a sma]‘ f\re at some,time previous to-th 3

hese_rock cancentrations is o

Vided by eg,‘nomstan}: descnpewns the Béﬁthuk vapour batli, K
: -

wh1ch we have a'lready cnnsxdar‘ed 1n the d1scuss1cn nf matemal :u]ture

o (seq p. 14 for descr1pt1on) a’mn]av‘ features have- been obséwved amcng

i) L “theMicmac, Munzagnaws‘ and Naskale (Wallis and m’ﬁs 1955—124) and seem

to be a common feature throughtout the eastern A!gonkl an ‘area (F'(annery

. I 1939142) EPTEE e o s

Hnwever, 'if some of the type 1 featun:

represenh the remains uf . 4 " N

sweat houses as des\:ribed for thd Beothuk in; thE 1‘terature than o‘ne




4hot>enuugh for a sweat house. Another possibility is that the‘rptks may

S et U i SR
; ;] o 8 -
have been heated e'lse’where then. removed to a specific, area after which the *
'hemisherical’ structure would be erected over. them Ethnographic data
deahng with the Malecite Indians- of’New Brunswick appear to indicate

that preparptlon of hot rocks to be redepus\ted elsewhere was not unhear\é

‘of amongst eastern A'luonkians (Wallis and Wallis 1957:4). Perhaps the

very compactness and 'den;énés? of Feature 5 at:Wigwam Brook is an examp’le\\

"Tof Béothuk.use of such a procedure, ¥ Lo

edeence.

%

1 -y 5
Additionally, ane might expect a series of post molds if a structure

‘No evidence of post molds was found

was erected over the heaIMMQ{ A
in assuc\atmn with any racked rock feature at w1gwam Brook. Huwever‘, g

-1t may we'H be that the structure described by Cunnack was a movable one
which was s1mply p'lacedvuver the .rocks thus e'lvmnatmg the need to embed
sticks in the groundr Moreover, even'if sticks from such l; structure 'wer"e
set in the ground it is probalﬂx that the acidic nature of the podzolic §
sm'ls m this arm&shave «ompletely ‘eliminated all traces of such 7
Type 1. fire cracked rock features then, may possibly be due to two."
things. :rhey may be simply the ‘result of redeposition of rock, f_rom hearth
areas in hous‘epits. Aﬁother poss‘ibﬂity, suggestea by the e_thnohi.{torfc
descﬁ&mns‘of vapour bath‘s is that some of the ‘features (F@ature 5 for

evxample) may represent the.remains of a sweat house.

ntergretation. Type B
\ As mentioned ahqve these three features (1, 6, and 17) are thstm-

;. quished from type A examp'les b] virtue of their ‘generally Jarger size, and

the add

thgs as bone mash and indications of fire in the

ed soils,and or 'charcaal. Features one and six do

form of béat disc\ﬂL]
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not exh1b1t any evidence of heat -disggloured soils but do have depnswts =
of charcoa1 and, ash in the 'Iower pohtion of the feature. This 1ack of any
ev1dence nf ox(d!zed soil beneath the ash and-charcoal suggests the pos-
sibility that the charcoal, ash, and definitely the unburned bone, and bone
mash as well, as the fire cracked rock were deposited in.natural depressions
in the fores;&‘ﬂoar possibly as a result of house-keeping activities. °
Thus, in respei?t to Pedepositinn of matérials, they r}asemble type A rock
concentratmns # = . = % B

Feature 1 is underlain by a’ thin zone of reddish oxidized soil

which obviously suggédsts the presence of; F1re and that this feature may

have been a hearth. But there.are prohlems mth this mtenﬂ'etation since -*

thgre are pgckets‘uf'unburned bone mash throughout the feature and there

is also a lense of B-1 soil se‘parating the charcoal.from:the fire-cracked 3
ruck‘ This suggests the possibility that the mash and rock may have been
dumped on top of what may have at one point in time, been a hearth

This would explain the Tack of definite association of ﬁre-shattered rock,

charcoal and tﬁermaﬂi affected soil,

Bone Mash ¥
“A conshtuent of the type B fire-cracked rock clusters whieh has
‘ been frequently mentwned but as yet undlscussed, is bone mash. As noted
earlier this substance consists of small parhc]es of bone and bone pcw-
Vder. Simﬂar material was faund at the Indian Pomt site, but was not
nearly as.common as at Wigwam Braok (Devereux :1972:personal communication):
Devereux did net offer any speculatigns on the origin of this debris and
a thorough search of ethnahistonc sources on the Beuém{(s also -failed
to, shed any\yght on what: the Indians were doing to create this residue
which appeat's ‘to have been disposed of along with the fire-cracked rock.

’




O “However, ethnographic descriptinns of Micmac material culture in Nova

y Scotia appear to provide us \wvth a possible explanation.

4 Wallis and WE]hs (1955) cite the remarks of Le Clercy who vbserved

“the Mlcmac making, Bl

M..a kind of grease which |s taken from the bnnes of the
Tegs and thighs of the moose. Af: they have eaten-all
the marrow, they pound and crush/these bones.until they
have reduced -them almost to ersy then the fragments are
placed in a huge kettle o
remaining trace of marrow or grease in these broken bones
floats upon the water... They then collect this grease, "
" and preserve it carefuﬂy, as something very choice and &
delicate. As to the Soup, it becomes, as white as milk;
and_according to their idea, they believe it as good for .
. the chest as a Jarge glass of brandy, or as_the best of i
» our meat broths" (Wallis and Wa1'l| 1955:65) .-

The residue - om 2 process such as the above, wou'(d probably be smaH chips

and particles of bone which wau]d probably be’ d]sposed of once all grease
had been procured. Though it may perhaps be -dangerous’ to emp'loy the

“above ¢ descriptmn as a model Wl wmch “theBeothuks-may- have fuﬂuwed 4: '(s

‘, the best: exp'lanatf these bong mash remains. =
To summarize: as far as can be determined from our observations of -
the type B fire-cracked rock features, the rock, bone mash, unburned bone, ¢ »
charcoal and ash seem to have been "removed from el sewhere Snd deposited '
in their present locations. Peatures one and six are pnme examples of "
s this. . Feature 17 has- ev1dence of fire in the form of oxidized soil at

the base of the feature, but the composition of the feature as.. shown lfy N

. _a profile wnu1d\argue for a, Tater depﬁsitwn of the abovementioned .

have been a hearth. - o

materia‘ls upon what

The Indian Point sité and the Beaches site aye the only other exca-

vated Beothuk habitation sites which ve can use for comparétive purposes ., i




However,” since no- extenswe excavat\ons were conducted outside the limit

" of the housepits at the Beaches s1te it is not krfown if ﬁre cracked

rgck features exist at that s1te. At tge_xndlan Point site a total Df"

7 fire-cracked rock feat’ures have been a\s'signed to the Lower or prehistoric_:

occupatmn and one to the Upper‘ or h histonc occupation. 'Tﬁe prehistoric

features range_m_uze.fj_om 1 _to_ 100 square feet and thus are considered

comparah'le in'size to those at wlgwam Brook. Their préhistoric'affih‘atiun

. s based on presence o\f stone debitgqe, and: implenents (Deveréux1970:41a).

The h1stcr1c example % considered as such on the ‘basis of Andirect evi-
dence, |.e. “the presence of unburned\bone (Ib1d.‘27)_ As noted earheh
Devereux (1Ibid, 68) has' concluded tha‘t f1re cracked rock concentratwns* i

are, most probab]y & prehistoric phenomenun a cunclusmn that sesms reaso

ab1e in view of the associated stone tuo]s but one which s not apphcalﬂe

7at Wigwam Brook L -

Devereu5 (Ibid.:41a), offers the tentativeconclusion that these'

features are mddens ,This agrees Wel1. with our observahon that these

| features appear to have been the result of redepns1twn of rock, bone,

\charcoa'l. ash and bone mash. _

Inter-areal Comgar'lsuns o .

Mart\,]n and Ragers (1959) report a smaH hre cracked rock cluster

'

aat the R-13 (Pointe du Camp) s1te on Tem-nscamxe Island in Centra] Quebec

. The feature yas 2 Oby 1.2 feet 1n size and was found in
.the hu’mus. “Pieces of chdrcoal were strewn. in amongst the 30 pieces of
rock whi‘ch :’formed th; cluster. MNo fauna’l’mater‘ia'l or artifacts vere N
associated. Martun and Rogers suggest. two posslble interpretations for

this partlcular feature. The first is that the rucks may have been heated

in nrder to roast meat on them. They suggest that such a procedure would




\

"as stone hearths, while others have been considered as puss\b]e vapaur

hot require-a great deal of rock (Ilng ‘180) Ho'wever,. ‘it w6u1;1 seem that -
one*wou'ld expect some remains of bones, perhaps burned, m and around the % ©
feature 1f suoh an ac‘b1v1-ty took place. The-second possibility is that- )
the feature may have been a vapour-bth. A description- bv Hamgman (1964 *
32-8) is cited gs the bas1s for such an. mterpreta',ﬁorr Apparent]y, stunes
i were heated. by the H\stassum bv bul]dmg 8, ﬁre around them, then a struc— .
ture waswnom after remova] of the ashes. " This is R
;e:y_;mlar to the rr-ethud of making a vapout. bﬁ‘ch which Comack descrubes ’
‘for ,the Beothuk . However with respect to the features at Temiscamie - !
Island Martiin and Rogers (1969:81) state that there was "‘.‘..no trace of ’
any depression of fire pyit vhich dccording to Hindk (18631v01 s Py 34)
is commonly associated with'sich a vapour bath,'™ C e
K William Ritchie (1969:25 and P1. 7, p. 21) has rePorted two fire-
* cracked rock features Fron‘v a late Susqueh}anna stra}uﬁq (ne, 2) at the -
;{ornb‘lower II site on Martha's Vineyard. The first (Feature i)}was exposed
for "an aréa‘ct" 18 by 24 inches. Mo ashes or éharena] 'were present‘: The '
second feature was 4.by 5 feet and vas found in vlhet eppeared:‘tg\l;?e a .
shallow basir‘\.- ”Th'e'i!ﬁ;naﬂl éffacté’: vere visible on the _surround%nq] s0il but &
no charcoa] vas fu;.md in as‘secimﬁe rock. Ritchie has‘»inter—
preted both of, these features as belnq hearths A
To summarize: fire- cracked rock features similar to the types— faund

at W|qwam -Brnok ‘and Indian Point have been reported in varmus archaeu— %

‘lngica] contexté in the northeast. Some examples have been" fnterpreted .,

baths or roastmq platforms., = . -
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" or fir‘-ep'i’ace’s:.‘ In_three instances (Features 7, 10,.and'11) they appeared

to have been the central hear{hs of housepits. Tne_ fc.inrtl\ (Feature 4) does

riot bear any relationship t.o anx‘nnuse feature and seéms to have been an %

open air fireplac.;. In every case.tne presence nvf the. hearth was signa'l]ed/
'byireddish soil nhinh had been oxidized by h_eat, large amounts of charcoal,

the tpresence of burn'ed bone, and by -Mts of fire-cracked rock. All of the

hearths were rather an\orpnous in out\hne and might be called simple samd

heartﬁi

Feature‘d ' . . . 4 .
S e ’
" This feature was 7.4 feet\o}ig (east-west) and 3.9 feét wide (north- 5
sauth) . It was observed in the humus-and B 1 level ds a deposit of burned

bbne fragments charcoal, sma'l'l fire-shattered rocks and streaks of gray!sh

ash. An’ east-west,pmfﬂe (see fvg 7 ) near the-approximate “Centre of

the _hearth revealed a“eTanve'ly cumple{ strat‘lqraphy. The humus was
underlain ty ash on the east and by oxidued soﬂ on the west half of the
profile. Beneath the ash on the west uas a layer of reddlsﬁ soﬂ about

0.25 feet' in thickness. . However, in the east, the cxhﬂzed suﬂ lay on .

top of a §nal] charcoal Tens about 0.3 feet thick. This was partially

.
undertain toward-ty centre by oxidized soil‘and towards the west by B-
sulisoﬂ <R lens On the east beneath the thermally affected soﬂs seemed

to exhibit a slight purpHsh tinge, perhaps as a result of leaching from™-

;?‘e nverﬁ'ing horizon. Several heat affected ;o‘hb‘1es vere distr\"butedf,‘y' .
throughout the profile The feature appears to have been built in a
nght natural’ depression The nature of the strat1graphy, the depth
(circa 1.0 feet), and the overall length of the hearth sugggst successive’
use of the area.

The only associated artifact was one small ummd'lﬂed piece-of sheet

iron. No unburned ‘bone was- encountered ¢ =
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(Feature 15) which was very h&eTy a huusep\t.v, %

The hearth was irregular in shape -and measured 3.7 fee: (north south)

by A 8 feet (southwest-i nnrcheast) By a'very fortunate accident the hearth

had been‘almost camp.‘letely cvrcumvented by whoever disturbed the housepit

and d1sturbance was therefnre minimal (See profile, fig.’s ). This was

Jindicated by che presence a.f ite strathraphy in the vicinity of
the'hearth whereas m\medm/eJywad]acent to the feature, the prufﬂe \nd1cated

mottled soffs composed of m‘lxed B-1 and humus.

Arhfacts thhin the hearth area included two 1ran fragment_, one

comp1ete wrought iron nail, two broken projectile puln_ts, and a lump of

L. y_ﬁmatite.

A crass—sech’on of the héarth revealed the following. The topmost

9 Y. Jayer ugns{sted of sod 0.25 feet thick, conta\mng pieces of unburned -

bone,' as well as pebbles and cobbles. This level is thouqht to have been

ick consi s"ted of

partiaﬁyudisturbed. The next layer which was 0.6 feet;

< ,humu's and ash a]on.g with burnt bone and charcoal. This section vas bounded
. |
on the easty and west by the previdusly dj“st_ur‘bed _motﬂed soils. Beneath‘)

* the ash and‘ charcoé]‘]eve] were lenses of c‘harcoa'l and' what'was pynbah'ly\

ash. These were about 0 1 feet in thickngss and lay on topof a thin R

(circa 0.15 feét) layer’ uf reddlsh oxidized soﬂ The Towermost hnnzon \
\
\

was undisturbed B-1 soil.

his- feamre was fuund within the Timits of another housepit

(Feature ‘4’)‘1 It was quite ]arge with a length (southwest-northeast) of
: . | - .
" 8.1 feet and a maximum width|of 4.0 feet (east-west). The fedture was




\
|
\
1

1o

mth the surrounding B-1 $611.. The main part of- the feature was 1ocated

on a slight mound.

! 3
Artifactual debris included one abrader whi\!‘h was fmmd in five
Erga fragments, 59 pieces of burned and unhurned.n]ass one sma!'l piece of.
polished ivory and one piece of sheet 1mn.

pieces of. burned and unburned bone.

Excéiyt for a' small area near the southern margin of the feature there

were no extensive deposits of charcoal. either in the humus or on top -of

. -

" the oxidized soil within the area delimited as the heap th. There'weﬁe,
however. two areas of:charcoal found after’ remova] of the humus flanking

the- hearth mound to the northwest and to the southwest. It is "suggested

that facturs uf erosion or perhaps flooding of the site during a year of

exceptionally mgh water may account for the Tack of charcoal on the mound.

This suggestion s her enhanced by lack of any evidence whatsuever of

thermally affectéd soil beneath the areas containing the charcoal

Al so,
.a profile taken near the s;uth border of the feature indicated. the presence

of charcoal and burnt bone in the hunus overlying the oxidized earth

' The featuuas recnqnized as a heat- stamed area in the s0il; burned

4 (east—w&t) Unfnrtunately the feature had,_been extens\ve'ly

's1ightly-more “than 0 1 feet in depth‘ Artifacts -

. \mtlaﬂy recugmzed s a redzhsh stain sxmﬂar to that describedfor the

nther hearth features, Wms case the reddish Earth contrasted markecﬂy

Other debris included several
v .

This
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. found-within the Timits of this presumed fiearth fricluded two iron projec-

tile points, seven bquare nails (wrought), e]even fragments of iron and

he disturhed nature of

three pieces of unmodified shell. However, due to_ 1

the hearth and huusepit it is duubtfu'l whether these artifacts have remained

unmoved since aboriginal times. . B . ) s

- Hearths Interpretations - < T o
S 0 R . .
As mentioned in the general observations on'the hearths at Wigwam ™

" Brook these features were considered as such on the basis of the dccurence

‘-a'f fire-reddened earth, large amounts of charcoal, the presence of burned

bone, and by bits of fire-broken rock. A1l of these features agp_e»ar/to'

be slmp'l/ sand hearths.' ~ B
" Features 7, 10, and-11-seen to. have been the centra]”hearths of

houéepi‘ts Th1s conclusion hinges on two pieces of ev1dencex a) their

o Tacation in what are | presumed to have been housepits; and b) the Fuct

that ethnohistoric records continually point oat the presence of. a centra]

hearth in Beothuk habitations: We have already noted the locations of

the hearths with res‘pect'to possisl; housepits. Both Dav1d Buchan (Howley *

1915:85) and John Cartwright (\1)326 :308) mention-hearths in the\r descrip-

" tions of Beothuk wigwams, Cartwright (Ibid.:309).. ohserved the presence

of ‘al hearth in a reputedly square dwe'l'hng It seems reasonable therefore

to" conclude that Features ¥ 10, .and 11 are most probably the cent;ral

hearths_of the “fousepit Features 15, 14 and 16 respechve'ly.

Feature 4 is more d:fﬁcu]t to exp‘lam. It is deﬂnitely distinct

» f;om the other three 1n1wo respects. Flrstly, it is not found ina.*

" depression which could be caﬂed a hou&ep]t "Secnndly, on] one metal

grtifact was found in association y_l{thfeature/, whareas

a_n contained a considerably grea'ter amoinﬁ/o/f arti?actua debrjs. The;e




i : tio points suggest a difference in function betweer Feature 4 and Features

7,.10, and-11.-If- this-is-in fact true then the oSt obvious and-perhaps

Teast specu]étive conclusion that can be offered regarding feature four is
that it was s1mp'|y some type of open air fxrep'lace. However, an.a more *
specmat\ve Tevel we might offer the suggestmn that this hearth.may have
been the smoking fire of a smokehouse: It must be admltted though,- that’

" , there is virtually.no evidence of any struc‘ture around Feature four.

" With regard to age each of the ﬂrep‘aces has iron godbds assuuated
/~\ wn:h it and 1t seems fahﬂy safe to assume that they belong to the histuric‘
/periud

f Inter-site COmEaI“ISﬂHS‘ Beothuk ‘ .
[ The hearths discussed above exhibit much the same characterist‘lcs -
r

¢ de., some fire-cracked rnck bone iragments and iron. toals as the h1stor\

component examples at the Indian Pomt site. The Indian Point hearths are

also quite large (Feature 33 A for example, is 7 feet by l feet) and- are
thus similar, in this respect, to the hearths at Wigwam Brnnk, For the

sake of contrast, the prehistoric hearths at Indian i;oint were generally X
sma'll [eg. Feature 47 is 2.5' x 1.0! (Devereux,\wu 32)] u and?low (Ibid.:

Iy .
‘)f).g Precisely what this change in hearth patterns reflects ¥ not knuwy

i
£ e aé‘ yet.and must awa1t futlre archaen\ogwal research.

: Bone Midden ‘ . . ~

There<was orﬂy one feature containing bone which was extensive o

enough to be labelled as a bone midden’ (Feature 13) _The- pre»'med extent

q ’tab'ly it has been

of this feature was seven fest.b six_feet: |

partially disturbed-up byfiéﬁébody searching for artifacts. However, ‘by'

Vi T
.-a fortunate accident, bone and humus from the disturbed area of the
. e % 3,
. X ’ .




« midden has been heaped to each side thus preservmg ahout(a tmrd of the

o - tata'l are@ In the undisturbed sechon, the ’humus contamed a very devfsz weme ¥R

Jjumble of bune fragments ranging in size f‘rom bits less than ‘an mch \n
size to Tlarge portmn of caribou lung hunes. A few flre—cracked rocks
were scattev‘eﬂ"*thrbughnut the feature,v but there was nd ;videnge of fifé. -

-No artifacts were discov;red within the Timits of the midden.. A total of i ¥

1742 pieces of ‘bone was recovered.from this feature (Appendix I, p. 14°)

' . Interpretation ' g+ & B 5 3 o Bib e Ty
It‘ would appear from the state of the bone recovered froméﬁs* * .

midden that the bone deposited here was broken up presumably to extract

the marrow anhuugh no evufeﬂce was discovered that would md-mate that "

-this %as done in the mnediate vicinity of the midden. A'lso, lt is not
known if *the bones were boﬂed to extract the bone qrease«— a process ’ "

whh:h is thoughi to have resilted in the bone mash by produ:t However,

Judgmq by the generany smaﬂ size of the bones it is quite pusslble that .

. such an activity taak

Point sﬂ: his examp]e (Feature 1) was 5 feet.by three ‘feet and was
e e

/dfscovered near an his; exagonal housepit (Devereux 1970 2017 Accurd» v
s L ing to Devereix the faunal material consisted of unbypned caribou bone

ranging from fragments one inch in size to sgmplqte bones.. No fire-cracked

z i rock occured in the featured Except for the lack of heat' affected rock, a5

thls particu]ar example is quite comparable to ‘the’ nndden@t Wigwam Brbok,

Mﬁ’ch is a'lso pmbab\y h1stnr1c in age a§ demnstrated hy the excellent - KL




i P With respeqt to thg prehistoric campunent two "dlffuge" middens ;
were d1scovered These conﬁsted Bt " a th‘lcker than ‘normal orgamc
deposit...' »-fdre-cracked rock and ca1c1ned bone spicules (Ibid. 41a)

Whether. or not the organic depos1t is the.result of dws1ntegrated faunal

3 mateﬂa'l not known. © z . ¢ e
2 . The'midden at the Beaches site has a'lready been _considered (se P9
“To br1af1y recap here, it was 5 inches thick and lo:ated Justh&/

g " housep\t No. 4. Midden material was more var1ed than at Imhan Point or

-e Wigwam Erook with _immature harhour seal carlbou duck, po1ar and black

bedr, and she]'l remains hqxng found (Devereux™1969). Except for the:*
;P .

expected djfferences.in faunal remains the ‘Beaches midden is quite similar

to those discussed above. T L.

T

-Only one small pit-Tike fegture was encountered (’Feature 3). This A%

was found partially’ coveréd by Feature 2 and excavated intg the B-1 horizon'
T beneath the humus. It was a rouqh]y c1rcu1ar basin’ shaped depression 1.7

feet in-diameter ang about 014 feetin deptlr A cross- sectmn indjcated

T “la very thin (0.1") topmcst layer- of humus... Th1s was underlam by a char-

‘coa'l rich humus 'Iayer which contaimed a few small pleces of hre-:racked

rock ‘An abradmg tablet of reddish” sandstone was fuund in this horizol

. Th! next Tens: consisted of a grayish—wmte soil, - Jperhaps ash cwtammg
flecks of charcoal. No ewdence of oxidized soi1 was .observed: % . "
lt is dxfﬁ:u'lt to cuncwde definitely whether G ur not.this feature F

5
.+is in fact an 1ntent|0na'|'|y dug pit. The small size suggests it was

c seurces

- "’_W . probabl_y unsultahle ag’a storage’ facﬂity, since ethno‘hi
R .
As -npted-in_. - e




" Southwest: Quadrant of. Feature 14 "
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the chapter dealing with material culture‘ storage pits were about ‘four
feet deep, and lined with birch bark. The feature may have been a small
Fire pit scraped into the subsoil. The presence of fire-cracked rock, .
charcoal, ar;d bosﬁi?]y ash‘certa’i;ﬂy suggests this but the lack of aﬁry:
oxidized.soil ﬂto‘i’ndicate intensive riéat is puzzling. Also, the abrader

whic@ was found in the feature-did nét exhil it any evidence of having been

depnsitory wmch w;g“s subsequently covered by :the fire-cracked rock cf Fea< ‘
ture 2. i .

No similar features were reported for either the Indian Point or the
Beaches sites. ' N

Housepit Featiires

Three featurées (14, 15, 16) are considered to be housepits. Two, of

these (15, 16) wefe quite badly disturbed by unauthorized persons. As

a result it was impossible to discern the definite outline of the walls

and-the general internal characteristics. The third (Feature 14) however,
was untouched and appears to have been a multi-sided example similar to

a hexagar‘ial housepit, discovered at the Indian Point site {Devereux 1970).
Feature 14 which with the others will be discussed in detail. Below, has

paraﬂels with multi-sided habitations descﬂhed in the ethnuhlstonc

1i tera tur‘e

Feature 14 (P'lates 5,6, 7, B)

This housep1t was completely undisturbed and Jo}teh}p roximately

23 feet north of the riverbank. :T_he-featuv'e measured 24 feet wide
west) by 21 feet deep (’nnrth—south). Several surface profiles were
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_taken before excavation to -indicate surfaceconfiguration (see fig. 9 ).

= mnera1‘ outline of the structure along

with associated cultural debris. 7

were five corners, two of which uém- definite (A-B and C-D). Corner B-C

was~obscured by the reugls “of ‘a stump and a tr 6g; corners D E and E-A were

Té Ty 1nAistinct. “probably as a result of the great number of stumps
the. two areas. The two definite cornefs were of the expanded type
slml\'ar to those described fm- the hexagona\ depression at Indian Point

(Deygreux 1_970.16). A small hollow located at these corners was- vaguely

’ V‘E‘m"‘\:‘i’scvent of the. post-hole but no aef(nite' evidence of such was found' =

__._7‘ ' Side A, which was 12 .feet long was, the most obvious wall and slop@d
5 pproximately 7 inches to the interior uf the feature. Side B was almost

7)\S)‘K)n--existem: and for reasons to be stated later. this particular side ¥
appears to have been the must advgntageous a‘f tbe entrance area. Side C
(c. 15 feet) was again quite obvious and v:as qu‘l_te higﬁer thi"l A, being
approximately 0,9 ';‘eet abiove the hobr. it appears that a natural ur@:‘-

_’Iation of thg forest floor, perhaps caused by a log fall was used as a't?

" wall on this side of the feature Side D was about 9 feet Tong and uas =

.also quite visible but became less and less,sa as it appmached cornev“ .
D-E. Wall 'E'was probably 11 feet long but was difficult to define due to .
the high concentration of stumps in this_section of - the feature.

As mentioned ab‘ove, side B may have been the entrance area of the

'hoysepit. The southeast. aspect of sid_e C.1is believed to have been ideal

" if the house had been inhabited in winter since it faced away from.pre-

o

vailing southwesterlies and provided an.;

the river, a.factor which may have-been of 1m1;ortance for protection
against enemies. - .

As can be seen-from the floor plan, there

quate view of the approaches on ..
i b

H



Interwr charactervstms of the fea,ture 1nc1uded a rq]aﬂvely flat

floor in \‘.he eastern half of the: feature. Stht'ly to the southeast of

e the centre was a tow mound “about 0.3 feet high which had Feature 10 the
prabab]y uentral hearth, Tocated on 1t Flankmg the muund to the nortﬁ-
east and southeast were s'light depressions possibly as a resulc uF the1r =

Tocation between the central: mound and the™walls at these points. ot‘her

character1st'lcs Jncluded several large cobbles 1ncated as wdmated on the

map, ‘as well as a small cluster of fire-cracked rock approxmatély three

feet to the northwes‘t‘of the Centra

€arth. In general, except for ché'

N southeast sector of the housepit andv, he hearth which contained a\great

deal of cu\tura! debns th 'feature was relaﬂvely "clean."

¥ iCulturdl debr—is recovered from the ayea outside ‘the Timit of the

: centra1 hearth- (see pg.89for 1ist of aﬂa,cts T Feature 10) mcluded

=

two wh‘lte g]ass buttons, one p1ece of decorated china, bne abrader, one

flake, one square pail (cut), one piece of - 1ron and, appv‘oximately 96 p1e-
ces of faunal nateriaicas well as the odd scattered piece of fire-x:ra:ked i

mck‘ 3 No evudence of post—molds which would 1nd|cate any super structure

was epcountered in. xcavahon of the fea[:ure.

Feature 15 -

This feature Was, as noted abnve, heavily d1sturbed " This was 1 in

cated by the presence ef‘muttled earth consishng af m1xed B-1 and humw

« plus frequent ple:es of buried sud throughout the ennre area except for .
the cgnta‘l hearth- (FeetureJ) The feature was a depression s'((gh:]y oval

in outtine bemg_about 20 feet Tong (north-south), 17 feet wide (east-west),

and l 5 feet deep. The. snuthem margm of: the depression ahutte;iiﬁﬂy

- onto. the Pr sent riverbank. A hearth (F,eg\ture 7) whh:h has already/been

described, ncgumed the approxma,te centre of Lhe depresswn Disturbance
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" or multi-sided and the square type.” No evidence of the latter type was

= ° 106

ektended to oy_tside the 1imits of the depression so it was imposs’;ble~tu
v 1 . . 4 .
distinguish the original shape of the housepit. Surface profiles taken on
nurth south and east-west axes (see fig. 11 ) indicate the gener/1 ‘sur-

face configuration of the depression

B
In addition to a great deal of caribou bone there were a number of

arnfacts which included 16 pieces of won, seven. square nails or nail

. fragments, (wrought), four p1eces of ‘haematite, one clasp knife blade, two

p1eces of greenish, unburned glass, th_re@ abraders, two abrader blanks and

one tflake of grayish chert. (See figuv:e 12)

" Feature 16 o . .

* This feature was indicated by the presence of a roughly circular wa"l1
wh\ch dehmlted a depression about one fuot in depth. Feature 11, a"
hearth was centra’l’ly Tlocated within the depressmn and has been discussed
elsewhere. Disturbance was very extensive and it was t‘aerefnre in\possib]e
to determme the original configi atwn or anythmg concerning interna]
characteristics of the depression./'A rough estimate of the d\a‘neter would

be about 14 feet. (See Figure 1

Artifactual debris besides that already noted for’ Feature 1Jnc1uded s

six square nails, (wrought), 13 fragments of 1rnn one piece of plate glass,
and one :h1p of gray chert. As well there was a great deal of unburnt

faunaI matenaL g

Housepits: Interpretations

. - B

A) Comparisons with the Ethnohistoric Evidence

In our discussion of ethnohistoric descriptions of Beothuk habitations

ue noted that there'are three basic types: the circular, the octagonal
: w

v w
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FEATURE 16 -

. Fire- Cracked Rock
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9-Glass Fragment
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" encountered at Wigwam Brook. Featuré 14 may possibly ‘be representative

of a mul@i-sided dwelling. The sources specifically indicate an eight-
sided structure ?:ut our example at Nig'wa.m Brook is most likely five sidad
or an irregular pentagonal in outline. 'This discrepancy between thé ethno-
historic reports and the archaeoloéica1 evidence is not regarded as serious
however, since 1t m suspected that one wou]d expect considerable varialnhty
in such a dwe]hng. It may well be that the numher of sides of a mult\-
sided lodge is a function of the number of major structural pales which
were erected, each of which would form a distinct corner., Thus, depéﬂding
on the number of major poles used theluﬂber' of sides could pussﬂ?ly vary
from as little as three, for ex;mp1e, up until sides become indef'inite,

the floor plan of the house circh'lar, and the structurd simple cmn'vca'l

one. Whether this explanation could account for the observed types 1,e

ci rcular and multi- siﬂed, is debatable and only fiiture excavatmn af

Beothuk sites wﬂ!jmpe?u y furnish the data necessary to subs_tanhate

or disprove such an hypothesis.. As 1t stands. now the two excavated mat:

sided housepits (Feature 14 aywiqwam Brook and the hexagnna1 depressw
at Indian Point) are themselves dlstincﬁ' and differ with respect to the
source descriptions thus perhaps mdlcatmg at least some form of varia-
B1‘hty TN p ~ : 3 .,

Nith regard to the cwcu'lar type of habi tatw\n reported by contem-
pnrary ubservers r}ere is no deﬂnite evidence of this type at Nigwam
Brook. Features 15 ahd 16 which may have been examples of such Todges
are disturl?ed to such an\\exteny: that it is impossible to be.definite as
to what typé‘ of wall cnnf\ig\uratiun they once had.

Housepit walls are dchribed in the ethnohis‘_tturic sources on the

. Beothuks. Buchan, for examp1e\,\ notes that the Indians heaped up a mound

N



" of earth ar.u'uf(& the perime‘ter of the above ground structure, thus Forv;ling
a wall-1ike outline (Howley 1915:85). However, no record of housepit P .
ekcavation was indicated in the literature. The valls of Feature 14 did
not appear to have been the result of mounding}"‘)\ profﬂ‘e of wall C
U

o s i
indicated a seemingly natural soi afﬂe and as mentioned earlier in-the

descrlptmn of this feature thls wall may have a natura'l undulatwn of the —

forest ﬂnu_r, perhaps caused by an ancient log fall. ynfortunacp.]y time
'+ did not penmt cross sectwmnq of the other walls. However, on, the ‘h@si‘s

of simple observatmn, side A appears to “have been formed by extavation

rather than heaping up of earth. ‘Simi]ar!y with Features 15 and 16 des--

pite the disturbance which has el mnnated traces of wall outline the fact

. -, that they aré depressions wou]d suggest sub-surface excavation.
. . P
& B) Internal Features T
P Ingernal features ‘mentioned in the sources.include central hearths, . .

and s]eepmg hoHuws Tocated around the centra! fireplace. Central hearths
are’ mentfoned by John Guy (Howley 1915:15), Juhn Cartwright (Howley 1915:
% 29 30) and by G.C. P l'lmq (mss. p. 12). 0b1ong‘hol1ows are given part1cu-

Tar notice by John fart‘wnghg (1826:308) who states they formed the sleeping ™ *

areas, and by G.C. Pulling who reports a wigwam with, "...seven or eight

ruund the centey/which they make their fireplace"

holes or berths form
(mss.:12). A hearth was fo\md in each of the presumed housepits at -
Wigwam Brooks Ip one case (Featurg 14) the hearth vas on a central mound,
as it was at thg Indian Point hexa‘gona] depression. Sleeping hollows vere
not definitely fevident in Featuv“e 14 at wigwasz:ﬂcok, However, it may be
possible that the slight de‘pressiwns flanking the central mounded hearth

on the northeast, and the southwest represent such S]Eep'i\ng depressions,

though they do not appear to have been excavated into the floor of the



hou?epif. o ’ - . E =
‘, C. Comparisons Throughout the Hortheast .
. . In comparing Beothuk hous'epits“tu other eéhnographicaﬂy known
.Algonkian habitations in the Nor;heast, Speck*points put a distinctive
difference between thevBeathuk‘and the Micn}ac and Montagnais whose'rénge i
7 “on the 1sland of Newfoundland. was at one_point contiguous w1th the . s "

Beothuk though perhaps later in, hme‘ The difference was that no suhsur-

face excavation is known for the Micmac or Montagnais. ' As Speck, puts it,.
"...they ueneraﬂy erect the wigwams upon flat gruund" (1922 31). Pit
% excavation has, however been renorted on the Penohscot River in Maine, '

mtmboth rectangular and circular conhguratmns hé\mq mentinned (Ibid.).

It may bé useful to takg a brief Took at copstruchonal:detaﬂs ofeTe

_a.number. of wigwam types in the northeast ﬁ;r-the sake of ét;mparisun with

the Beothuk -examples described in an'earh'er part of this report. bia]]is *

and Wallis (1955:57) have described 'a Micmac' summer conical wigwam whose

con}truct‘nn resembles the descriptions for the Beathuk examples. This

parncular example consvsted*oﬁ fuur main po]es 14 feet in 1enqth These

were lashed approximate1y three feet from ‘their smaller ends, theﬂ’thex

were erectéd and the butt ends were placed .in holes in the ground. Smaller

po\gs were arranged and tied to‘{he Targer ones with spruce roots or cedar

+bark. Birch bark was used to cover the entire structure and a further series '

* of poles was placed on top of the bark to hold it in place.  The entra}\ce J
was oriented to face the sun at midday. The floor was covered with fir
branches; a hearth.occupied the centre of the floor (Naﬂis‘and»waﬂis

- [ 1085:57-59). . . ) ,
RN With regard to the Malecite Indians of New Brunstick no detaﬂs‘

} are available-for their dwellings. However Wallis and Wallis (1957) cite



g ) ' m
a brie'f( description h_\; Levinge which mentions a central hea_:rth‘,v'ﬂoor 4
coverings of fir and also seems -to indicate some sort of partit'lon:lnq, ie.
"...four laths-accurateT‘y‘ determine the finish of the divan and the e s
_commencement of the kitche}x department“ (1957:2). :
For the central Quebec area there are fai r1y detailed defcriptwns
of Mistasslm dwellings. ‘Rogers (1967) mentions seven types of shelter. :

v 7 These mclnde‘ 1) a conical Todge; 2) a dome-shaped lodge; 3) an earth- ,,

77" covered-conical -lodge; 4).the communal Todge; 5) tents; 6) Tog cabinsy ¢
and 7) te"\PO‘“ﬂl"y shelters. Two ‘of these - the conical lodge’ and the earth- 7

S coveredr fcal Todge -* bear some resemMance to Beothuk habitations. '

The Mistassini conical 'lodge has a c!rcu]ar floor- p1an with an above- NG

. -ground-structure cons1sting of four mam_pules. Two were 1ashed together

£ near the narrow ends, or if one had a’ crotch near its top the other s

simply placed in it. In any event, two poles were erected and .?e"nher'

. two were: Teaned agairys’t these. Additional poles were ‘placed against the

main four-pole framewo&m%hte the foundatinn‘. Cm‘/er‘ing was of '
hides or bark. This’/hype of dwdlling was also used in winter (Ibid.:13)."

o The earth-covered conical Todge was elliptical in fléor plan, being

18 feet by 14 feet. nterestingly enough the ground was excavated to a

_ depth of a;;[;ro;lrr.lra; Jru'ne fbot, and the resulting back dirt was heapéd -

around ‘the perimgter of the pit to a height of about a foot. The_foun-
d of poles which were "...fitted t1ght'|y to one another...' . i
" their ends being embedded in the loose earth around the pit. Accmjd;ng

:to‘an informant interviewed by Rogers, the.first f‘lve feet of “the Todge . "

was ch'inked with moss and covered with earth.




,observed throughout the Northeast

détails of this lodge which are

There are a number of constructio

similar to Beothuk pracnees*‘ﬁrsﬂy, sub—surface excavacmn was used
along.with extermr moundu\g of earth around the permeter of the pit.
Secondly, moss was used to chink the walls. This prucedure is a]so repor-
ted for the Beothuk by Cumack (see pg.7 ). Lastly, Cormack (Howley 1915»
211) in:his description of the multi-sided wigwam mentions walls, ";;.

buiTt of straight pieces of fir about 12 feet high, flattened at the sides,

and driven in the ‘earth close to each other;..." thus suggesting a soméwﬁa’i’

similar pa:‘,tern use§ Sy the r{lis_tassinﬂ It must ‘be_'ngteti‘ hgwever that the
Beothuk walls seem to have been the base for a-conical roof whereas the
Mistassini- earth-covered iodge appears to have been entirely conical in
shape. .° . %

The above demonstratés rather well the affinities in constructional

detaﬂs of the Beuthuk wigwam o other Algonkian 'lodges which have been

D) Comparisons with Indfan Po!nt and the Beaches o
Despite Speck's statemeﬁt that }:here were severa“l hu;ts'épjts -at the
Indian Point site only one definite p}'_t was located and ‘excavated l?y
Devereux. Th;s was a hexagonal depression which has been described else-
where in this report and it is comparable in some respects to Feature 14
at Wigwam Bruuk !
Both depressions are mutti-sided. Feature 14, as mentioned above,

is pentagonal in outline whiﬁhe,depres;inn at Indiﬂ Point is six-sided.

~“HoWever, for. reasons stated earlier this difference is perhaps not

critical and the fact that both are multi-sided may be the most important
similarity. =

. A central mound of earth upon whi&h’there was a hearth was foundyin
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the hexagonal depression at Indian/Pointb. Similarly, Feat:xre 14 had a
é]ight moun& near the centre coni:aining the remains of a hearth. The
central hnarth at the Indian Point housevit was not excavated due to lack
of timé but had it been we vould- suspect it too wuld be similar.to
Feature 10 at bhgwam Broak.

An q-nteﬁ"r p]a orm was found in the Indian Point pit wh\ch exgen- - .,

- ded “around the periphery of the depressions at the base of the waHs. No

2 : such platform vas encountered in Feature 14 at Wigwam Brook.
A "series _Df conjoined hollows" was.found between the central hearth
- - and the platform mentioned-above 1in the Indian Point depression. These"
i .have béen interpreted as sleeping hollows. Two depressions.which may be
simi?av to the ones at Indian Point, w;re found to the nor:thea§t and
~ southweét of thé central mound of {eature 4. %
’_*jt With regard to the location of “Cultural debris, at the Indian Point
depression it was found between the hearth-and the presumed entranceway
vhich faced'north./ﬂ\e remainder of the housepit was relatively “clean."~
This compares favourably with Feature 14 Here, the biﬂk of the arti-
factual debris was found between the hearth and the presumed entranceway
whi§h was oriented towards the southeast. N\
Lastly, 1n oVerall dimensions bcth are roughly slmﬂar (Indian Point.
\ example 20! x'25'; Feature 14 at wigwam Bruuk 277 x 24" )
At the Beaches site Lloyd (18_75a) recorded the presencé of 16 circu=
lar pits. Devereux's wor; in the 1960's revealed the remains of four, two

of which were tested. These are described as roughly circxlnar‘depressiuns

e

(Devereux 1969) but since they weiredlot completely excavated—it is diffi-
cult to make any detailed comparisons with respect to configurations-with

those at bﬁgwarﬁ Brook. We might note however that thev}&’w}'s evidence of
3 X




na

FLI Section III: Artifacts

- sy T B T~
s 5 T In splte of the fact that a re]ative'ly large area of 5000 square

feet of the site vas excavated the number of artlfacts recoveréd was some-
what di sappmnting, with only 308.being discovered. This figye may at
first glance seem to" répresent a samp'le 1arge enough to be a useful repre-

'_sentahve sample of historic Beothuk artifacts but as ve shall see later

on this is not so0 since very few of the recovered materials are actua'l'ly

aboriginally made.
The total art'lfact lnventury can be divided 1nto the six major ca&
gdries of 1) "metal, 2) glass, 3) ivory; 4) ceranncs 5) lithics, and

E o 6) bone. Table one below, represents a detaﬂed hst of the artifacts fron

the site.

1) Metal

Projectile poin
Nails
Strip 0f flat iron.

Sheét iron..,

Miscellaneous iron frag\l:encs. B— cervemsanenas FRTI T,



§ g s

2) glass . 7 o i ' ’ i
" White glass buttons......uusnn.s 0 . ............ 2
Green bott]é (?) gl;;s ..... AR o ....... SRR 2

Platé glass (window-pane.glass).. 3
ﬁéttle sections (fop-ne‘ck and one side).. 2
o Unburned bottle (?) glass fragmenvts 3 :
3 Burned bottle (?) glass fragments.........ooevvines WS o o o
i E : X SR S
3) " Ivory i o -
\‘ o .Dne(frangnt;.A : 1
4) Ceramics i
5 ; Clay pipe bowl fragmt;nts..v. ..... y 2 ’
: Decorated porcelain....... ey S 1
Undecorated parce’l’aih....,...’.......... . 8 ;
_.5) Lithics' ' w3 & . ¥ z
Abraders. e ) . ‘
Polishing stones.......... T o
Abrader blanks.......eeeeuuiiiaaans T S Saiend 2
St = Hamr;e‘rstonesl........._‘. ........ , ..... 3 %
) . Bifaces Ja & 3,
Complete (Ramah):
Broken %Ramah)..
5 Broken (Chert)..

IR . Chert core. /r\) :

Adze.......



Haematite nodules

[ " Chert _cobbles..

Quartz pebbles...
» i

. —mh -
Ce there appear to be two cumponent‘s - Archaic and Benthuk - represented
in the artifactural debris ve shan Separate the two at the outset and deal
e ,,ﬂrst with the Archaic material, then with the Beothuk artifacts.
‘ 2 Archaic Component

R "® A presumed Archaic occupation of Wigwam Brook is.represented by a % -

| number.:6f Flakes (16) of Ramah chalcedony, by one coriplete biface, and two ™

| B broken ‘m‘races of Ranmaii’chalcedony and by one ddze fragmént. The flakes and

| .+ bifaces were found in one area about ZD feet west of Feature 14.- The solé

‘ . adze fragment wa: ound in Feature 12, ‘ s ~ J i g

Bifaces: ] .

N Comp'lete (P1ate9 fig. d)

This single examp'le of a2 cbmp'lete b‘)fal:e 15 of Ramah c‘nalcednny.
It is"1 nm.]nng, 52 mm. wide and hasa

13 kimurt thlckness uf f4 mm. _ It is 2

|- ) 'Ieaf—s\'\aped has convex sides, % rounded By and Hariga on an expanding

flake; \str1k1ng p‘atﬂ)m is on tl\e 1@1:%!‘&1 s(d“ the darsal surface anpears .
. to have renains of ‘cortex still"gn;it; % veritral side hes wide shallow -~ o

:)um renoved. - g o . N




YL PLATE'9: -

o <. Figures: - . )

. L a;  Biface fragment (Ramah ch’a'lg:edov}y)

¥ B b " Twt " ot
. 7 et - . e e
. i c " T (Chert) .o =
. g ’. R
) T 4 .Biface (Ramah chalcedony) ! é
it = e Core (Chert) -« ~. - Ve S
} £ Adee fragnent . T . L % : ¥







¢ Broken,(Plate 9, fig. a, b) ) Fat L

The second is a tip (?) fragment 44

thinning f'lakes, were found. i

Pro;ectl le Points

There are two examples of these both of. which are of Ramah chaiéedony
The fi’gst is 64 vm. long, 29 mm, wide and 7 mm. thick. Thmnmg flakes are
long- andtsha'l'low; specimen may be basal fragment of a bipointed biface.

1apg,'23 mm, wide and 6 mm, thicks;

left lateral edge is retouched on &surface only; other side is bifacially

worked. 3 2 . ) §

Flakes
- A total of 'IE Ramah cha]cedony flakes,iaﬂ of which appear o be

Adze Fragment (Plate 9, fig. f)

This spe:imen wh1ch consists of the Im‘. end nf an adze is of weathered

greengsh argillite. .l’hmenswns are: length 55 mn, wldth 59 mm; th1ckness
1? mm.
Discusston e ' ol T

Ramah ghalcedony s not known to have been used by the prehystor\c
Beothuk, and is enly rarely found in Dorset co1,'l»ect10ns on the Island

(J.A.. Tuck: personal communication). 'ﬁur\:hermnre, ground stone tools such

_as Jlarge adzes do not pertain tq eithér of the above named cultures but

are, however, commonly known in .the Maritime Archaic Tradition as is the

- "use of Ramah chalcedony. Thus it would seem that the artifacts described’,

above and. the 16 flakes ‘may represent the remains of )a small interior Mari- |

time Archaic encampment at Wivgwa'm Brook. : . {
i s - . .

Beothuk Component P = . : }

¢ Metal AT ‘/

N
A tota'l of eleven iron pro;ecﬂle pmnts were recovered This wy ¥ ’J

/
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5 v . PLATE 10, !
" Figures: - -l TS ' R
a Camp'l‘gt&p(u?i‘eccﬂ‘e po;ni . \ .
: b Unfinished 0 7
. c “Cnmp'letve( S

N B W & % ' ““ d " "

e Unfinished "

f  Broken L

g. Unfinished = " b,
o )

Projectile point blank

€ P su "
. 3 Broken projectile point ¥
-« . 8 e g
. . Wl » " [
P ’(‘?; A
. f
4 (
.







includes three complqte two bmkﬁn four unfimshed and two blanks¥.

- .o .

Comp'lete (Plate 10, f1<:‘1 d) (
A very we'l'l‘maf point\oj iron, this. specimen is unfor’tunat‘e]y very'

heavily corroded; the tang was axgu broken 1n approximate middle. Total

Tength iswbout 85 s blade 1ength)s 28 rrm.;‘ maxmum width of blade s 7 mm;
X, /

maximum thickness of bl Tm; maximum th1ckness of tang is 3 mm.
Blade has obtuse angle shoulders and tapers to a point -whose thickness .is
greater than immediately above ‘tang. Tané is,square in cross-section and

- . pointed-on “distal end: , 5

(Plate 10, fig. ¢)

Th1s specimen is not nearly as well made as, {hé‘ above examp'le. The

blade is thinned near the shoulders whlch are themselves only slightly

perceptible; tang is square in cross section and may originally have been
Tonger.. Tbis point may have been made using a square nail as raw material.

, _/D"Imensions' Length 79 rm|., b'lade length 19.mm- b1ade width-Semmyy=bbade

thickness .3'mm.

(P1ate 10; 19, ) ,
This point ha‘s a rounded blade wh1_g: in its present tondition is

slightly split and folded up and over’;ﬁ'to the rest of the blade; blade

is th‘lnneg from tang down length of blade. The tang is square in cross- [

section and tapers to a point on its distal‘ end. Dimensions: Tength

110 mm.; width of blade 7 mm.-,'thickness of blade 2 mm.; thickness of tang
4 mm. ; length of blade 20 mm.

~Broken Projectile Points {
. (Plate 10, fig. f) .
. The blade of this example is brdken off 14 mm abave the tang; blade

“ s thinned above tang. The tang‘'is square in croés-sectwh and has a
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;;ointed distal end. Dimensions: total Tength 117 mm.; width of blade
18 mm. ; thickness of blade 2 nm.;,‘]ength of tang 102 mm.; thickness of
\_ tang 4 mm.

(Plate 10, fig. k) _ B
The blade of this speéimen is broken off below the shoulders. The
tang is.square in cross -section and pointed on the distal end. There is
a very shallow groove v'hqning almost the entire length of the fragment on
one side. Traces of a simﬂar groove are also visible on the opposite

side. Dimensions: total length 70 .3 width 5 mm.; thickness 4 mn.

(Plate 10, fig. j) .
The blade of this example is also broken off below the shoulders.
What remains of the blade is approximately 8 mm. long and thinned to, about

4 : 1 mm. The tang is round in cross-: section and has. a maxmum d1ameter of -4

. Overal’l Tength is 94 vrm s
Unfinished Projectile Pox'nts

(Plate 10, fig. g) , =

This point has a broad blade with shoulders which are obtuse and
rounded; blade appears to have been thinned, probably hy “hammering, from
the beginning of the tang to apprcnmate'ly the midd’le of the blade; remainder
of the blade‘is unmodifiedi ' The tang is square in cross-section. This
point seems to have beep fab;‘icated frw! a piece of flat iron with sections
being rgmovéd to from can_;'and blade. D1men;ions are: total length 110 mm.;
width of.blade éﬁ mn.; thickness of blade 3 mm.; length of tang 10 mm.;

. thickness of tang 3 mm.

(Plate 10, fig. e) ’ : . : .
o o ]'hi.s point is’a lon’g bladed example‘which is symmetrical in outline,

& ™ g -
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- and has very obtuse angle shoulders which are slightly rounded. What

remains‘vcf tHe tang indicates it' had a sq(la're cross-section. A 19 mm.
section’above tﬁe -ta;ig.has been thinned; the remainder of the blade is
pv‘obaiﬂe thickness'df"i;'on used in its fabrication. Dimensions are: total
Tength is 103 m.;‘b]ade:width is 16 mm.; maximum blade thickness‘ is 3 mm.;

tang remnai}t/ivf mm. i S
7 ) o
(Plate 10, fig. b) B & & i ¢
" This example consists of a pigce’nf”s‘qﬁare.,shank iron which is flat-
tened at éach end and’almosf; separAted‘ in the app‘roxin'\ate middle. This
specimen may represent two pg‘o"y;ect'i'le points in the process of manufacture.
Dimensions are: total length 169 mm.; thickness is circa‘ 4 mm.

’

Projectile Point Blanks
(P1ate 10, fig. h)

4
This example is'an assymmetrical piece of iron which exhibits a small
area of thinning on one side near the ruuqde& base. There appears to have
been a tang which was presumably broken off during fabrication.. Rema inder

of the'blank is unmodified. Dimensions are: total length 77 mm.; width

10 mm.; thjckness 4 mm. * 3 \—) .

(P1ate 10, fig. ) e 5.
'Thvi_sAb_\_ank is bipointed and exhibits evidence of “thinning near one
end. Other evidence of modification occurs near the midsection where there
are’score marks. Dimensions are: total length 95.mm.; width 15 mn.;
thickness 3 mm.’ G
* & -
European Articles - ) "
This particular class consists of metal items which are obvious

A
European derivation. In some instances these articles have beelmud_ified,'

¢
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PLATE 11. .
Figuges:- T
:a - Tong .
b Jack plane tﬂ.adé
-¢  Unidentified
d ‘ ‘Jack plane iz1ade
e “‘_H—oak for p“iece of fireplace equipmer;t
f Kettle lug or. bﬁ]e fastener
_' gw- Clasp k‘n{fe blade "
h _ Book clasp \ B ' M
i

. Turnbuckle or swivve'lv
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usua]'ly by r‘emo_a] uf—sectfﬁlsms of the original 1tem

— .

knife Blade (Plate 11, fig g) . -
- One c]asp knife b]ade was found, Which:closely resembles the

blade of the modern pucket knife. It is 85 mm. long, 19 mm.: wide and has

a maximum th‘lc}mess on the blade portion of 4 mm. - ! -

Plane Irons (Plate 1V, figs. b, d)
- N
Two jack-plane irons were discovered, each of which has had sections
removed from it. Both'have rounded working édges and the\actué’l blade

edge is plano-convex:* On {xamp]e is nofched about 8 mm. from the working
edge. . : \ ' i R T 3

Width + Thickness

Fig. b | 32:m, | 4_.im\

Fig. d 28 . a4 -3 mm.
N ’

Axe Head (Plate 12, fig. a) e . &

One parHa'I axe head/of the folded variety was found The pole

* .end and part of the b]:e_:je,:t"_ﬁ“fd Th? length is 94 imm., the
- width 35 mm. and-the—thickness fs 13 mm. B ' “ g

. 1
Scissor Parts (Plate 12, figs. e, f) oD

Two s¢issor parts, a blade section with part of the shank attached

© - and a finger-hole handle section also with part of t’he shank attached were

recovered. The blade has a holé, 2 mm. in diameter, 38 mm. from 'tha_;s”‘hank

én#. The dimensions -of the blade are: overall length 106 mm.; maximum

* width 17 nm.?maxinmm t\hickness 4 mm, The dimensions of the handle sec-

tion are: overall length 66 mm.; thickness of shank 9 mm.; diameter of

finger hole 29 mm.




.
!
PLATE 12..
Figufes:
a  Axe b1ade‘
b" Iron kettle fragme’n»t
» ! :
e Scissor blade -
£ Scissor handle
i Bé"!l clapper (7i

R

-

e
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. Handle (Plate 1 F1g e)

a piece of. hrep'lace eq\uﬁsment (Dame1 Barber:personal compmcet on 973)

126

Irun Ketﬂe Fragments (P]ne 12, _figs. b, ¢, d) HE

—
Three pieces of iron were recovered which, 'b?cause of thelr curved

shape and’ thickness, are thought to be”iron kettle fragments.'

,
Metrics .

i . < Léngth L C Width - Thickness
Figh | - oslm. - Usem. C L Fm.
Fig.c w7 ¥ im0 em
Fig.d 40 mm. 35 m, 3 4 m. "

This- object which has been. identified as a hdok' for‘the hand]e of

is'a place of f£lat iron which has a tang=<like sectiun which 'has ‘been Jbent-.
back to meet the portion of the object above the cang thus forjning% "\oop-
ho'le . O\feraﬂ length is 46 mn.; maximum width is 2‘?""! 3 maximum-width

above the "tang" 4s°17 mm.; and maxfmum thipkness is 6~wl_ﬂ: at the b_ase of the

Toop. 7

chisel or perhaps a kmfe (Barber: personaT covm\unica‘tmn ,1973). It_gor]S]sts

of a ;wo»armed pue!e of metal joined at qne,end. Both arms are now fused

. P s ’ .
) together by rust. Dimensions are: 1e_ngy| 80 mm.’; wj_qth’w-m.; ‘thickness

7mm. - i oTE e T
N . \g/ = 5 T
Ghain or Turn Buckle Sw} (Plate 11 fig. ') Sgs 2 g

i, T!'ns speclmen resemb]es a chain;]i.nk ‘one end of wh!ch is ﬂattened

and has a cast hu]e»presumably for attachement of rﬁlder—vf-n—chﬁrr\

. The total Tength is:55 nm., Width of the Tink 15 30 mm.; thickness of the

. e ¥ o

o

3




* link wire 'is 6 mm. and the hole diameter is 8 mm.
z - A

> .. Book Clasp (Plate 11 fig. h)

- This. is a-small. hinge-Tike metal bracket 51 mm. ‘long, 27 m. wide,
and 2 mm. th1ck It is tnangu1ar in shape and the pivot pumt c;msists - v J

uaf a piece of wire Tooped through each sectmn
oy
“kettle 'Lug or Bale Fastener (Plate i fig. ?)

Th1s particular - p1ece of iroh is 70 mm. 'Inng. 33 mm. mde, and has

Nooa maximum thickness of 13 mm. The expanded’ end co;msts of two Teaves each -
}} T of which has two'holes about § mn. in diametér. ]’he opposite end also has o
23 P
a s ngle hole of the same d|amuter ‘Thls end is a'lsa thinner ;(3 nm ) than - . e

the m1dsect‘lon where it is 13 mm. th)ck Th1s ub:;ect may have been hxed E

to 2 -pot or kett‘le vnth the expanded end with the two Teaves serving for

‘attachmgnt. The apposﬂ:e end wou]d therefcre }uave served as a point for:

L abt\éc\rﬁnenf of. the tale or wire. handle.
o g

i ' Objects of ‘Un

/r'l(Nate 12 fig. h) e = . §

This speclmen isa chisel Tike obj?ct wh\ch resembles a 1ar9e wruught .
1mn nail with a_rose patt;srn head. The “shank is very 1rregu1ar and’has

g, : a f’latte‘ed ch1se'l 11ke)'end wh1ch is qlnte dull. Overall Tength is 108 nln,.; i

b'lade 'IEpgthJs 12 ym. ;'bladé width is 11 mm:; and blade thickness' {s-4. mm.

Fhe shank beldg the\hea'dxls\ﬂ m. in thickness. ‘The head does not show "any .
s1gns of thev "mushrooming" emulmgiﬁect “had this object been
e S

a «
used as a chisel. | o -

_(Pme 12 fig. g) A .




-+ Wrought' iron nai

“Wife nail L
Cut hqﬂ_' .
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+~ in diameter to which is attached a folded piece of iron resembling a cotter

'pfn. This Tatter piecé'ié. 43 m. long, 10 mm. wide and 5 mm. thick. This s
&= object and the above described specimen may have, possﬂ'l”lf been bell claébers ¥

(B;rber:pei-scna’( communication, 1973). : G

" (Plate-11 fig. a) ; :
This olue:t consists of a tm-anned piece of iron jmned at one end.

One arm_ on the opposite end has an extension resemb]ing a harizontal

elongate S. The specimen is 105 mm. flong, 11J_m. wide gnd",s mm. qhick.'

‘. ‘ & w-»c

i3

A tota] of 43 comp'lete and fragmentary nails'were recovered Of these
‘41 were of the wrought varlety (Plate 13 figs. a-s), one was'of the type

. “described as cut (Plate 13 fig. u), and another was of the wire type -

(Plate 13 fig. t). With regard to the 41 wrought iron specimens 26 had
2 X

N
head portions remaining which can be classified accordifg to their stape

¥ (see-Table 2.
A =
. o Table 2 - . o
- Distribution of Nail ‘Types According to Head ype
Tang. Shape ) L E Head Tyve
52 T Rose L-Head T-Head  Indeterminant
. ‘Straight s L == ®
Spatulate-. 2 . B * - -
Incomplete R o ! - s B
& Totals S 3 -0 2

R ) . T " (after Mercer 1926, Nelson 1963)



. PLATE 14,
& Figures:" 2

Loa Flat .or strip iron

b Unidentified _—

. &g ' Flat orstiip iron. -

© i-n -Flat-or strip iron
-
[ Lead b

- F1_at'v or strip:irun B
i et

B Unidentified” .. .~

%







Metrics for Complete Wrought Iron Nails

f Range | B ,i Mean .
. " B - <
¢ Length . ‘ TR
. (Unbent) .8 54 m. -95¢mm. . 74 m,
Width - 16 : Sm-9m. 5.6 mm.
A Thickness 6 © 3.7 m. . 4.6 mm.
= g According to Hﬂliam Cormack na1'ls "...were much prxsed by those
e W ha people” (How]ey 1915: 192). and #is is certamly borne ‘out by the1r frequent
' occurence. at Nigwanr‘Brook' #As a source nf raw material they may well, have
. proved \mpurtant in-the fabricatwn of such imp]ements as the smaller pro-
Jectilte points w1th square tangs and small blades, or wnh very little
‘modifx‘cation, as awls, . ‘ )
b i . # o * 4 l ’ |

‘.Strig‘ Iron or Flat Iron (Plate 14 figs‘. a, c-g, i-n, p) 7 R - /
B ) ‘ Thirteen pieces of flat iron were retrieved. Most of these have ‘

probably. been’ removed from some 1arger p1ece of iron or represent Vaste

material from toﬁ;} mgnufacturing. One piece of this material is slightly

plano-convex in cv"l)ss—séction and may not be true flat 1’run.{ Two other

pieces exhiubit scure orwchisel marks ‘on one sur}‘a?:a Another example has ’ :
been hammered near one end thus réducmg the uvera’l'l width of the p1ece‘ :

i /
. (See Table 4 for metrits of flat iron). ' Sl




.."*.1 - -
*Figures: *

a-f . Sheet iron







f . Table 4

c Metrics of Flat Iron

: il E Range Mean- ..
Length- 13 55 m. ~142 mm. 79 mm.
. Width 13 13 mm.-24 . 19 mm.
Thickness . 13 3 3 m. -6 mmn. - 4 tm.

sheet Iron (Piate 15)

This class inc'lhdels very thin (c.1 mm. or less) iron some ‘examples

“of which appear to ﬁavé béen modified. The total figure of 15 -pieces .in-.

;‘c'fude_s one small disc (P‘]‘. 15 fig. c) 15 mm, in diameter which has a small
barb or lprojectiun bent up on one side; remains of a similar barh‘aré evident
on the opposite side of the disc. Three pjeces (P1. 15 f‘igs. b, r, f) have
one or more rolled edges. One square specifien ‘(PT. 15 fig. f) has two crimped
edges. Another piece has been partially crimped along one‘edge and also
exhibits.two linear and parallel indentations on the opposite edge (P1. 15 B

F fig. d). The remainder consist of unmodified pieces of sheet iron.

Miscellaneous Iron Fragments . X
cludes 28 pieces of amorphous—iren most of which =

category

Fesent waste mate th tool manufacture. Addition-

1 connected

ally there are four linear or rod-like pieces of iron which are very heavily

/ % corroded and unidentifiablg. .Llastly, there are two pieces which are in better-

\ comﬁtwn but their use remains unknown. One example (Plate 14 fig. b) may
# ‘be the remains of a wrought iron nall whose head has been removed and the
shaft sp\n: on the head end to form a sort of barb. This examp'le is 96 mm.



— o Y

e

Figures:

'

Top-neck uf’hhi?@ bottle. .

Porcelain (undecqrated‘)v .

-
Ivory

" Porcelain :(dzg:nrated)'

‘Button

n

Side of whiskey  bottle
2 A

e 16\ ;







_ long, and 6 mu. thick. The second object (Plate 14 fig. h) is 52 mn. Tong

5 n||| vnde, and 3 m. thn:k It is slightly curved and bears a barb or

- edge. - ,/

T T T e

ong Tocated 9 mm: from one er;d.

pruJectJon % m

Lead (Plate 14 f1g/o) s,
One piece (Zf Tead which had been falded or crimped.was d1scovered
It is covered with lead oxide. The spec'lmen is 64 fm.long, 23 mm. wid_e, W

and 9 mm. thick. - - £ -

Buttons (P'Iate 16 figs. f, g)
Two 1dent1ca'| vihite g'lass buttons vere found-in Beature 14, Each .
has foyr holes and is 11 mm. in-diameter and 3 gl thick.
-

Green Bottle Glass

Two fwgments of dark green bottle glass were retrieved from Feature

15. E cﬁ fragment contains‘a great number of flaws in the form of minute 4

bubbles.” One p‘h:ce 1s .51 mm. 'Iong, 40 mm. \»nde and has a maximum th1ckness

of 5 mm. The other plece is 41 mii: Iong, ’39 mm. wide and has a maxmmm

thickness o\ mm. ¥ |

Plate Glass

Ihree p1eces “of plate glass or w*lndow-pane g\ass

One of these exhibits what may well be the results of use ,touch along nne

Bottle Sections (Plate 16, figs. a, h)

/

2 o t .
Two bottle sections, the:top-neck and or!e' side, were reconstructed

re discovered. <




-~ from eevera1 fraém\ents. The top-neck seﬁtipn ’has—ﬁufféred from .heat wfarpa;e.
: The side ‘Bortidn dees not appear to have been ;ubjected to cons1‘derab1e
heat. The bottle has been identified as.a whiskey flask which vas blown

B 1n;o,é mol‘r‘!.l The top was later worked ‘onto the rest of the bottle usihg
tongs (Barber:_person_al éM\;nication, 1973).  Barber estimates the date’
of the bottle to be circa 1865. ‘ ’

N - x 7

Miscellaneous Glass Frag@ents

E A total of 37 g'tass fragments was found in Feature 10 whith probab]y

form part of the same bgttle represented by the abovementioned bottle sections.

Of the 37 fragments, 34 have been burned or at Teast "subjected to heat. The
remainder have nnt ﬁeen burned. : *

Ivory

One small fragment (Plate 16 fig,_ d) "9 mm. 'Iong, 11 L vnde and 3'mm.

thick as, found in Feature 14771t s p'larm “contex in Cross-! sectmn. One
“end is rounded and the other end which is the break edge has the, remains

of-a drilled ho1e. The convex surface of the fragment- Js polished. Th1s

object 15 pmbab'!y part of a handle cover‘inq, perhaps for some‘?cmm‘- o

cuﬂery.

.
~_Cerdmics "e". | *e

\ ] '
g Eleven fragments of ceramic material were foynd. This figure includes

ftwo clay pipe bowl fragmentsg ‘one’ sherd (P]a‘e_ﬁ} e) of a transfer printed.
,97'3), d.e|ght fra@ments

\ earthenware’ cup (Barber: persona’l mmmumcah 4

(Plate 16 figs. b, ¢) of undeporated porceTaln creamware,




Lithics' o .

Abraders (P1ate 17) Y

Fifteen abraders or grvndmd _stones wére discovered. Of the,se ewht
are made uf redd1sh sandstone two nf 11ght brown *sandstone, faur of~ gray1sh
sandstone and orre is of f1ne gra'med grayish granvtic mater\a1 Each example
has at-least. -one smoothed surfage and some have ‘as many as,four or " five..

° The b hreakdown is 35 follows: seven have' one- abrading surface; four have
two two have three ‘one has four ami anather has flve‘ In nine instances .
the pn'l‘lshed surface on the stone 15 Curved and ‘this® curvature wuu'ld seem

« 7o have been the result of constant sharpening of metal tools such as

' kmves or prn;,ectﬂe polnt h'lade edges. Inter‘est1ng1y enuugh one abrader
has a groove. cut. in 1: which exhibits. traces of ‘rust, suggest‘lﬂg its use - *

© for sharpemng or modlfymg meta'( ob_]ects. (]ther ‘evidence mdirect'ly -

suggests that these ahraders were used for working metal _For exan’\iﬂ-;, Tone
of the bone arhfacts which were recogmzed seem to have been ground and ’
po'Hshed on such stones. Furthermore, it does”not seem that-these stones
‘were used to modify store. Ground stone implements are unknown in Beothuk
contexts “and the only qround stone. 1mplement recovered on the site was a
fragmentary adze Which is_thought to have been re'lated to an earlier

Archaic occupanon. Certam'ly one wnuld expec', cunslderably more: §v1dence

of ground stnne had the fifteen abraders fuund on the site ‘been used to

--work stone. Last'ly, most of the recovered abraders were either found -in -

~association with featuyes which are of .urdoubted Beothuk afflhatwn or

they were assacia.ted with typlcal }nstcnc matérials’ such as 1ron, 1

Acerumi:s, or glass.' The most 'Iogical cunc!usmn :nncerrnng these abraders
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e - - ' )
S ' N ) Tables -
. 3 I;etrh:svfur Abraders g
s . 2 i
< . Acquisition - i
Waiber . e Length o Width - ‘Thickness
N 14178 ’ 82 m. . 52 mm. L 23m.
- N 14281 5 158-mm. . 57 mm. " 35 mm.
e N14277 . 136 mn. 64 mm. . 29 mm.
N 14051 o d12m. o+ 102 mm. - 3lmm
- N 14172 Sl2m. T 49 m. 20 m.
E N14178 C 136 mn. olmm. ' o l4m.
o N 14141 5 .90 mm. 51 mm. _23'm.
N 14149 i 110 sm < 78 mm. ' 24m. 7
N 14208 . 178 m. ©. 76 m! 20 m, .
N 14203 T 122m. 57 mm. ) 33 mm.
N 14169 65 mm. ‘ 30 mm,, -
N 14102 s2m. . et 14 .
N 14158 58 mm. . C3/m g
N 14130 48 mm. * 26 mm.
N 14068 1m0m. 84 mm.
0
s - Polishing Stones (Plate 18.figs. a, )~ 5 -
Two stones were recovered which exhibit areas of polishing but neither
cou'ld be cnnsldered an. abrader inthe sénse applied to those descd sd above
}
One exawle is of 9abbro and is 86 mm ’Iong, 55 mm. wide and 27 mm. thick
v (fig. b). It is roughly oval in shape and has one side which is quite smooth

T i contrajt—to-the surrounding areas. The obverse side also exhﬂnts some
7 ¥ puHshmg ut not to the degree that it ex1sts on the dorsal side. The other
“ sto s of a very Hne-gramed gray!sh sandstone and is ‘roughly cy'l‘lndrlca'l 2

in éhape.' It is 133 mn. long, 48 mm. “wide, and ge mn. thick. One _surfacg

has been polished along the entire lenyth of the stone. -

i




" pLATE 18,00

“ polishing stones

Hammerstones .
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Abrader Blanks L . '(.

. “Two ‘pieceg of reddish sandstone were found which m’ay"rep.resent raw

material for abraders. Oneis 139 m. Tong, 51 mm. wide and 12'mn. thick.

“ 3 - The other is 148 m"‘. in {ength, 128 mms in width and has a max‘i‘mum'thickness .
. ufT’WHme—MHﬂ'cet—iowb vable on these spec1mens.
E;» Desp'lte the fact that these blanks are rather thin, there is reason tv
beheve that this is nut a neqatwe factor since one abrader which was

fo‘und (Acquisition No. N 14178, Table 5) has a maximum thickness of 14 mm.

* . . and also exhibits polishing on one edge which is Ilanm. thick, -

s . N ’

» Comment ]

.. _ Raw material .for abrading implements appears iu be of local origin.

. As noted in the section of geLo'quy, t)}e‘ area downﬁtream from the town of
Grand Falls .is a sedimentary\t;ne’ in which there are deposits of sandstones

which are reddish in colour.

< Hammerstones. (Plate 18 figs. ¢, d, e)
. " Three rocks were found Athich we are calling hammerstones. The Cfirst
of these (fngMg, 93,m wide, apd 70 nim. tm:k and is a

" “concretion which exhibits pit

g or batterlng facets on one end.” The second

axamp'le (fig. d) 15 a mugh'ly circujar cobble Bl ‘m. in dlameter and 44 mm,
thick and has pitting facets on one end and on one flat " sur_face suggesting
Can additional use as an am}il stone. ‘The last specimen (fig. e). is 103 m.
in length, 86 mm. in widtﬁ and'ha; a th‘ickness.of 63 mm. There is evidence .
‘of crushing 1bn one gnd. There is also a‘_sh'.ght area of polishing on the
opposite end. i ‘
Naemat1te or Magnehte Nodules v ow .

I i Twenty- cnblﬂes and pebbles or iron enriched sands'tone materla'l p'lus
d 4
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"ten cokbles of haematite or magnetite were found at Wigwam Brook (D",' R.

.

’

-t 0 Stevens ) Geologist, Memorial University of :per sonal c ation,

,1973). e fnnﬁer (enriched sandstone) is reddish in colour and quite soft.

It. is possible thaf this ‘material could have been collected and ground up
“For use as red ochre. A deposit of lhis material is located to t‘te south
" of Grand Falls (Chilton 1946) and may well have been exp]cnted by the Beothuks.

Tmtftnﬁhaemm is very dark brown.in colour, but also exhibits -
» "' patches of red similar to the abovementioned' sandstml)eposus'-\
of this rock are relatively rar‘e:jn the Exploits Valley (Stevens:personal )
. communication,1973). Ag‘ain, as with the sandstone, this material was
probably collected for red uchr‘e’prbductio‘n. 4 ) \

* Miscellaneous Lithic Material

Chert Cobbles .

Two ‘broken™ cobbles. of a_poor quahty chert were ‘recovered from the

) H site. Each was shattered but appeared to have been rendered so by frosr

' . action rather than by the Indians. When reconstructed one_example measured
135 mm. in diameter and 85 ngin thickness., The other was only partially
reconstructible av;d is approximately 150 mm. in diameter and 95 mm. in

thickness.

 Chert Biface Fragment Plate 9 fig. c)

One grayish-brown chert b1face fragment was found in the vicinity of

the Ramah chg]cedony bifaces. Tlns object is 19 mm. long, 28 m. vide, and
5 mm. thick. The I;asa1 portion opposite ‘the broken edge has' the striking
\ﬂatfa%\ f the original flake. One edge shows evidence of (use?) retouch.

c



s

o [areas] ...and edges which were rounded" (lAppendi{ Lyiplat 24){?‘_&r§nces L.

. Chert Core (Plate 9.fig. e)

- One core of grayish banded chert was nd. Dimensions are: 69 mm.

Tong; 44 mm. wide; and 38 mm. thick.

Detritus . ’ <

In addition to the 16 flakes of Ramah chalcedony whith were mentioned

in connection with the discussion*of the Archaic material there wére 20

. Pieces of -chert flakes and chips. i .

\

e

e . o

Quartz Pebble S ' v

One unmodifigd white quarti pebble 43 mm

in diameter-and"25 mh.

e e,

“was found within the limits of Feature 14.

¢ . |

L Bone \
Twenty-one bones(see Appendix 1 for detailed de’§cn‘ptiuns of t;gse
artifacts) all of whifisf were caribou of other large mammal Tongl bone sh: ft

portions are considered as artifacts (5) or possible artifacts (16). Modi-

.imnaturaﬂy smooth... |
N B

fications on Tong bone sections consisted of,

L

Stewart speculates that since,fe striae vere noted on thses examples they -

were most 1ikely used for working materials such as skins or food. The

next most commonly modified faunal rr]ateria] was ca'ril;ou antler. Stewart

notes that the modified ant]er;‘as well-as the, "...the antler pedicles &

*showing butchering tarks suégest that antler was one of the favourite sources
E ¥ & % .

among the faﬁna'l material for artifacts" (Appendix 1, p. 24). Stewart further "

suggests' that the paucity of bgne' artifact; is perhavps a reflection of, ".

greater reliance on rietal or stone tools" (Ibid.). However, since the
P * - e .




\ . - ‘. i

bulk ufvthe Beothuk artifacts -are iron the lack of bone implements is most

probably‘a reflectjon of a gréatgy dependence on metal.

LS

Disgussion

Eleven iron értifacts appear to be sty'll‘lstical’l"y representative of
what may be called projectile points, and as such they ;een Vto be the only ¢
“purposefully fabricated aboriginal .iron arti.fa:ts.- Other European-made iron
goods such as the plane irons and the axe head have been altered by removal
of éection; from them, but their original identity has n’ot been masked

by such a procedure. Furthermore, it is not iMed‘Iate"ly'obvinus if the

— - — ——modifications performeéd on the above tnd!s”v?ere 1n’t§ri<ie;i for procurenent
of ‘raw material for other implements or wheter; they were modified for use

as another aboriginal implement. For example, the pT'é'r\" “jrons may have been

b cut down for use as scrapers; the one scissor blade sec;‘i’on may have had
the handle and shank removed so that it cmpd be employed as a knife. But,
except forghese possible’ examples, the a_nlyather form of alteration on iron
consists 5;’)vidence_nf scoring marks, hammering, and/or obvious indications

—— —»*_that'ttjf Wnﬁ‘b;en removed from a larger section of iron, or had sections
- removed Arom it. In t'hese :ases' no implement was nbviousiy foljned.
-In looking more closely at the praject‘i’le points as the sole form
" . of intentionally gadg,#ron 'qrtifacts the 'Iargér bladed examples appear,
. \ as noted in the Hegcripﬂons of shem, to have been made frem p\eces of
fI;t iron. Tﬂe‘saurce of . this f/?:t iron was not obv1aus from the recovered
iron debris on the site but Howley (1915 341) mentiuns two spear point@made
out nf steel trap springs.and it is possible that this matenal was

.employed at Wigwam Brook. For the smaller bladed points the square section

tangs suggest fabncatwn ﬂ‘um square nails, or perhaps strmqhtened chain

ans. thuugh this must of course remain cnnjecture for the moment.



- 7r by Shanawditmt and mustrated in J. P Howley's book (1915: 250)’
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Interestingly enough‘;itﬁrmack mentiu,.ns the fact thaf the Beothuks were
particularly fond of nails, perhaps for raw gnéterfa’lffcr projectile po‘ints.l
In a number of instances the lﬂadesrnf prz;jectﬂe points exhibit i
areas which seem to have been thinned, perhaps by hammering. A péssaq,e in
- the Pu]hng manuscnpt which r*fers to the beating out of points on a stone

R anvﬂ (Pulling mss.:17) suggests that havrmering was one of the steps, in

po1 nt manufacture.

site. They are also, in_somacases, much 11krthe‘iﬁi‘deer spear d

- "The abraders are quvte common on the site and, as mentioned earher.

they seem to have been used to modxfy metal and must therefore be a part ..
the historic Beothuk artifact inventory. At the Indian Point site, :
'howgver, the one example which is q1scussed is attributed to thg prehistoric
period (Devereux 1970:49). g R
With regard to the bone tools, the examp'les at Wigwam Brook consvst
ma1n1y of specimens with smuothed edges which were probably due to use wear

rather than-intentional smuothmg. The relative paucity of bone implements B

reflects, as noteﬂ above, a possible change p;eferem:e for iron _as'a
source of raw material for too'l fabrication. . = . e
The remainder of fhe presumed Beothuk artifactual debris-the porcelain,
glass, etc.-are essent'é" unmodified, y
In conclusion, then, there are a number of ethnohistoric refer‘ences
to the fac£ that theugeothuks made use of European goods. In‘ fact, it seems
apparent from the sources 2at these Indians.developed a need for these .
materials re]anve]y early/in the histor{c period. whitbaufne. for example,
points this out in 1522 when he states they (the.)ﬂeothuks) used to ".,.steale
‘Sailes, L1nes, Hatchets, Hookes , Knives and such like" (C‘happell 1818:171),

b~ .



dnd repo’rﬁ§ of contiruous pilfering by the Beothuks continue to appear
" throughout the ‘historic period (see P‘ul‘ling mss., and Howley 1915).
The artifacts recovered from Wigwam Bn;ok reﬂecé ‘this use pf
Edropean derived articles. They also demonstrate that the: Beothuks
were qu}te capah]e ‘of a]tering iron for productmn of such abnr1gma]
i implements as projectile points. It 15 unfortunate, however, that the-
rather 1imited samp]e of iron artifacts and the scarcxty of European arhc]es

/’fm’sﬁe_{ any attempt at a. deta\led analy$Ts of Beothuk iron’technology.

Furthermore, it is ubvious that the small sample is not er]y tn be. repre-
senytwe of the range of aboriginally make tools and it |s hoped that future
work on other historic Beothuk components may aid mrFurnxshmg a more
comprehensive assortement of }nstonc aboriginally modified artifactual

materials. '

Chrono]ogx .-

Several of the European articles which wére thought to have been
sufficiently diagnostic to indicate apossible date range for the site,
were submitted for analysis to Mr. Daniel Barber, Associate in Historjcal
Archaeology, Rochester Museun and Science C?ntré, Rochester, New Yﬂrk

These objects included the bottTe sections, the jack plane blades, thet)_
e

ok from a piece of f\replace equipment, the tnng, the chairf swiy 'i.

ge or book clasp, the kettle lug, the c’lasp kn1fe blade, the two possible
bell clappers, ;:hve,decurated eag‘tﬁenware, and one object which was found
© to be urﬁiiantifiab]e. '
‘ On ‘the-basis of these specimens Barber has concluded that they
represent a period from 1865 to 1900. He points out that, "This estimate

is, of course, based upon the most recent intrusiions."




|
+ This date is, however unsu!table as an indication of thé‘pro-
“bable period of Beothuk occupation of Wigwam Brook; since as is stat
Howley's book (1915) the last known Beothuk was Shanawdithit who perif
. while in _captivity in St. Jobn'sin 1829. " The dated artif‘acts thus appear
to date a Tlater,. post-| Beathuk occupation of the site This later occupat‘ion
nay have been by Micmac trappers, or by lumbermen who have been 'In the area

of Grand Falls s\nce the late 19 th century. N

The assigned date of the seco d. half of the 19 th centmy as

- as noted above, based' tpon the most recﬂ:nt artifacts in the samp

. bottle, for example, dates to about 1865 (\garher personal commy 1catwn‘,l973)
However, it must be ;zointed out that some-of the artifacts us/d in dating
were in use prwr to. the 1800's and persisted untﬂ the Zr]y to late
19 th century. The jack plane blades are ex_amp1es of thé§e. So too are the
kettle Tug and the hook for the fireplace: equipment:’ ‘Thus the faci that *
some of these ob;jects were in fact used in the 18 th century suggests the
pnssibi’lity'_that. they may have been can’ected by the Beothuks. It should |
also be ohs;erved that the sample of datable Eurgpean artic'les.uhich_‘ was
_ft?und was vig\; small and those whigh were submitted for da‘i:ing were from
many ;lifferzz'pmvenfences " throughout - the, site. Consequently, though -
the‘”]atest nﬁjects date to t'he latter Half_of the 19 th century others e,
represent a ;cattering of dates from the 18 th century as well.

The artifact;—recovered from bhgwam Brook have not given any -
deﬂnite indication of the possible date of Beothuk occupation of the site.

: Ethnohistoric data, however, sugqgest that it may have been inhabited in the .
late iacw century.l John Cartwright _‘produqed a sketch map of the Exploits

. based ON his reconnaissance of that river.in 1768. On this. map he.noted .

//the' ocation of Beothuk wigwams (Cartwright 1826:33). Approximately th‘ree

miles upstream from what is desigv;a_ted "The Falls" which probably indica?es



. the vicinity of ‘the Wigwam Brook siter -Near the mouth of the brook. .

f‘} occupied in late historic time:

! ) X R S 1T T

‘the approximate 'locatfun of the present town of Grand Falls, there ig a . "

brook Flawing into an.area marked as. Nimrod's Pool and Islands— This -

;pam‘g_jviay well represent the expansion in the river which occurs in

hC‘artwrightA has'iindic;ted,. the presence of a wigwam.. It'is therefore possible
4 =

_that ithis part1c‘ula{- Tocation noted by Cartwri\gh\ in 1768 is in the general

area of the Wigwam Brook. If this is so it suggests; t}’mt the site was indeed P e




- subsistence as indicated by the fauna'l remains rebcoveFed from Wigwam Brook.

have heen avaﬂab'le for. exploitation by the Beothuks.

useful,

Mammaldan

T‘ni,}!chaptér is directed towards a consideration of interior Beothuk

-, Stewart (n.d.a:2) has listed ‘eleven sbecies and subspecies of tér-

CHAPTER IV
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SUBSISTENEE

‘|
. ‘Faunal Resources‘

fiow ™ 7

!

restr'la] manma]s which were pmbab‘ly used‘by the Beothuks

Black Bear Ursus an

anus M

; Canbau

’Utter, Lutra cauadensls de ener —_

canacEnsls,

Red Fox Vu)ges ‘fulva deletrix

Wolf Canis 1ugus beothucus

Lynx, Lynx canadensis “subsolanus

. Beaver, Castor canadensiscaecator
! Canacensas caecator ..

‘Muskrat, Ondatra zibethica obscura

Arct\: Hare, Lepus arcticus angsn

ng1fer tarandus caribou

Ty

However, before cons1der1ng the resu]ts of ‘the f\una1 anaIys|s it may Be

for fhe sake of comparison, to 1nventory the food spurces wh1ch may 8

These include:”




N Red- Necked Grebe, Podmegs grjl\segena
Hurne'd Grebe, ndlcegs aumtﬂs .

Pied Bﬂled Grebe, odﬂmhus gndlcegs
@ Great Blue Heron,*Ardea Herodius =

o Least B'xtf.»ern » Botaurus 'Ient1g1nnrus .

7 Canada..Goose, Brantd canadens‘is 3

BLack Duck, Anas rubrlges
Green wmged Teal, Anas carohnens1s
)\ B!ue-bhnged Tea'l, Anas m./
Conlnon Go1deneye u:eghala 'Iangu1a

Cammon Merganser, Me_rqgmerganser

Goshawlg, cc\g\ter Ientﬂ{s

Rough-j.egged Hawk , B eo 1agogus

Gy fa‘cnn falco rust1colns

‘P\geon “Hawk Falco ‘coluntBrius

coamRs

Sgarruw Hawk Fa1co sgarvemus

wmow Ptarmgan, agugus agngus
«Rock Ptarmigan, Lagugus mutus .

/Comoq Smpe ageﬂa ga'lhnagu
* Whinbrel *Numenius phaepusy

Bed-Breased Merganser, Mergus serrator-\”

Sharp Shmned Hawk ACC‘IQH:ET stra‘tus B




Solitary Sandpiper, Tringa ‘solitaria . ° o &

°Greater'Veﬂuw Legs, Totanus melanoleucus .

Lesser Ve]'low Leqs, Totanus lav’lge 2

Comon Tern, Sterna hirunde X B Y.
. Caspian Tern, Hydroprogne asgla

B
Horned Owl,, Bubo virgianus .

- Snowy: Oy1, " Nyctea *scandiaca -

Gray -Jay,” Perisoreus canadénsis .

. . .
Blue Jay, Cyanocitta cristata P vy ~

Common Raven, Corvus corax

Common Crow, Corvus brachyrhynchos . *

(after .M. Tuck 1967, and Peters and Burleigh 1951)
g ¥ s " w , . &
2 : .
Fish, , " & S . ¢ -
Ash .

thuks. .These are the AtlanticSalmon (Sa)mu salar) and the Eastern Brook

-'Trout (Sa'lve'heus fo:mnahs} (Rost\und 1952)

_' . o, Vegetal Resources e @

fnund]and but several Specles of. valcu'ﬁar "la ts which are hsted by

Rouledu (1956) for the Island were poss1b€l ! rtant to the Beothuks

"dhringvthe late summer and early fa'H of ttz year The morg” important

., species probably include: © - & ) : 5
Bake npple Rubds c{rnaemrus v B L I
B1ackberr B Emgetrum spp. X ' . . X

\h ' Bear herry, Vacc\mum’ macmcarpun T L & »

- Two SpeCIES of freshwater F1sh may have been exp]mted by the Ben-»

Blueherry, Vacc'ln un cesgnosum : . . o / -




Bunchberry, Cérnus.éanadens‘ls '

Choke Ché;'ry, Pyrus mé']anoca!ga
Wild Cherry, Prumus pensylvinica

A -
und Ras; ry, Rubus acaulis
-Partridge Berry, Vaccinium oxycoccos s

p - ) Squashberry, Viburnun edule &

- Wild Crénberry, Ribes glandylosum
o " (after Rouleau 1956) 3 = P oy "
Discussion -+, .- ' o S %

The fgreqoing provides a gener

3 sistence resources wh1ch may have been‘avaﬂah\e tn. and exp'loited b_)g, the'

Beothuks in the interior. [t is of course not knewn which of the abbve were
in fact used. The ethnohistoric sources men€fon almost all of the land.
mammals 1isted ébnve bu{ as far as avian speciéé are concerned only ptar-

migan; and “. » two or threg birds’of prey i (Cartnright 1826:322- 323).

| are noted. Sea birds are mentioned as a genera] resource but are of no
'com:ern here. Sallmn are noted but there is virtual]y no mentian of
edih'le n’(antﬁ Cormack lists several p'(ants wach were purported to have

been used fur medicinal purposes (How!ey 1915:153-154) hut one must wonder

h(xvl he obtained this 1nfomation and whether or not it Is merely the result
’ of h|s own speculatwn on the subject. :
We shall now direct our attention towards a ccnsider‘atmn of what

N the archaeological remains 1nd1cate.abuut h'staric Beothul; subsistence,

Sggarz of Faunal Regurt . "o " ae

Ea
2 f i “A-total of 19 923 pieces of faunal materia'l uere retnsv{\from the'
site and §ulmtted to Francgs L. Stewart for ana1ysis‘(sge Appendix 1 for
- S X Yo
. \ g




- complete re;:urt) Desuite‘the rather wide assortment of faunal jpnd veget l)
resources which were theoret!caﬂy available to the Beothuks the analysis
reveaied the presence of only four Tand marmal spec1es plus one avian spec1es-
“in the remains. nln addition to the' terrestrial mamma]s-there were two
teeth of some unknown e’eecies of seal. Hawe;'/er._it is very h‘ke1y, as
Stewart points out, that these. remalns were brought in from the coast and
therefore da not represent part of the interior (auna’( resource. The fuur §

mamna]\an spec1es 1_r|c]ude, in order of decreasing.frequency: caribou
- i

i . !
(Rangifer tarandus caribou, 98.61% of mamma]\\‘an bone) ; beaver (Castor

canadensis caecator, 0.63%); arctic hare (Lepus arcticus’bangsii, 0.42%); *

and red fox (Vulpes fulva deletrix; 0.04%) (Appendix 1:Table I The

avian bones were identified as t:omnon 1oon (Gavia immer) and represent 60%
of .the recovered avian remains. I_lo fish remains were identified in the *

faunal matena'l % ':_

+-_Total Number-of Individuals \

A The khown number u? md‘t\nﬁua’ls of a s_pec1es was decermned by\
..Afinding the single 1dent|fiab1e element wh1ch nccured most often"

(Appendix 1, p. 6). Thus, there were 78 adu]t 16 \mmature, and three yuung

c;%ibuu; two adult, one young adult, and .ﬁcwee immature beavers- and one

each of arctjic hare, red fox, ang, common ‘Toon. In terms of dietary 1mpor- T
tance of the: , caribou accounted for at least 16,435 paund’s of ’

2 usab}e meat the Beaver remams contr1buted about 105 pounds' the arctic - |

hare and fox added 4. 5 and A O\pnunds respechvely and the tommon Iunn'

could be expected o have y1e’(ded about 6.7 pounds of usable meat. Thus

the total amount of usab1e rh’eat represented by the faunal materva] retrieved

from Wigwam Brook .is abproximate]y 16,555 pounds (see Appendn‘( 1,.p: ‘20—21).

"




It must be noted‘however that.the estimata,af the total number of indi- .
T~ viduals and the tota] poundage is a mmimm on’e since it is thouqht, on
2 the basis of our reconnaissance of the site that\probably }ess than ten.A

percent of the actual occupation area was excavated.
et N

R . Seasonality ¢ £ e 2 .
N Stevart (Appendix 1, p.16) po“ln,%'s oiit"the ‘fact that the Season or

'seasons of site occupation may be detennwed "...by examining antler

pedlc?es to see the antlers had been shed naturaﬂy or.not." 0f the

% fmnta] bones wh h were su1tah1e for examination, 11.(37.93%) indi-

cated that they had been shaq natura]'ly “The other 18 (62.07%) had cut
. marks suggesting tbat’ they.. had bl gremoved (1bid, ). Stewart- (Ibid.)
;states that this 1nd1cate€'that these ‘qmmals e -were kﬂ'led at a time

when ‘nost of them were sti'll carrying- tﬁo'lr ant'lers but at the end n¥
such a time 'since some of :the antlers had been shed " "Dugmore (1913) and-
' T Cameron (1958) sug!est that stags have we'l'l-deve'lnped antlers from Septan-
ber to Decenber." ml_e fsnales_'and young ma'les y carry their antﬁrs
K b ) “from-early Fa]‘]’to‘Mar:h‘o'r' Ab?ﬂ"’(llii'd’)’! 759-««
.."‘ ) the “basis of these shedding, dates and the shed to aon-shed percentages that

Htgwam Bmok was ac:upi =d dn the fall and wlnter

However, three imma ture cm mandible portions and a number of

i g imatm@onq bones would imﬂcate, according to Stewart (lbid

m these amma'ls had been killed hetween March ud October. Thus the

-~ site must have been nccup1ed .in ng to early fa]'l U\vian rema'lns
<N (conmon 'Igon) may also hn'lnt to/Oceupation in inter or spring-early
' fa"l'( (Ibid.;) Thus, Stevart (Ibid.) concludes on the bas1s of mammalian '
' and avian remains that "...the fa'unal mal‘.eria'l suggests a year: round
- o 6cclfpanty .foi- this site." . J\, T

t (1bid. ) conc] ud'es on’ -
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This is very interesnng in tht\of‘the fact that ethnohistonc >
. records suggest a dual phase szasana] cycle with a fall-winter periud
stay m the interior and a spring-summer su.)ourn on'the coast.. Further- -
more, both the Indian Pamt site and the Beaches site accord well with the
w 5 ethnom_stonc da,tj. The faunal remains from the former md1cates a fall-

“winter occupation (Stewart n.d.a) while midden remains _frcml the latter sug-

gests a spr1ng-ear‘-1y sm'rmel: occupancy (Devereux 1969-),_' T!;is discrepancy
_between Wigwam Brook, the ethnnhistoric sources and 'cne other two Beothuk.
cnmponents may perhaps he exphmed by James A. Tuck's hypothes1s that
the Beothuks viere eventuaﬂy cut: ofF from the coast by Eurupean ncqupation A
of these areas and thus had to.retreat to“interior “ocations and,a‘t,tempe‘
““to survive ;.hrnughcut the enflre yéar, Th’1's, proved’ ?ata‘] ,_i_n the eariy
century-however, since—th ai-founa¥ re ot

dvﬂy 1mportant=for subs1stence throughout the summer but were also,
according to Patterson (1891 139) neces‘ary for the reserve foad supply s -

they prov1ded for thé ensuing winter perlad of habitatvon in the |nter1or B

(}uck 1971b). - Stewart (Appendxx 1) pmnts out the fact that the Beothuks
coul& have preserved meat which was, taken in the fall, fur the entjre

- =2 year by freezmg and s-moklng, and et)‘mhistoric records mentlon preser-' SN
. A‘ 5 vation of carﬂmu by jerk\ng and packing in bircl\ bark packets Thus it ‘7 7
e 15 entwely plausible that they could have survived “from one éaribou

migratwn to another by living on preserved meat and kﬂhng small mammats
whlch,were always ahtamalﬂe, and hjirds which were. seasunal'ly gvaﬂab'le.

However, such a yra;;ice ‘would ha_ve had a“hlgh risk factor. Th‘e Beothuks €
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. Eion. Such a failure at mgwam Brook for example, would have meant very |

probable starvatmn er the group. Thus it. wou'ld appear that. the faunal

» r‘emalns from Wigwam Brouk supports Tuck's hypothesis of Beothuk ext1nct1on.
- To conclude Stewart's analysis ‘of the faunal mater'ra1 from H\g—

‘wam Brook 1nd1cates the fo%nwmg a) that the occupants were successful

'-J
in takmg car1bdh and that the-site itself was’ probably chosen for \ts
suitability as an)nterceptlon pmnt in the migration route of these
" amma]s, b) that caribou was overwhe'lmmg]y the pt‘eierred type of food; -

and c) that the site appears to have been’ uccupled for the ennre year.




N - . CHAPTER V
€ e : CONCLUSIONS 5

. . %he archaealzgtcal .work g:ondu_cted'at Wigwam Brook has d;ylnnstrated'
the presence of at ledst two and pnsslbly three .d‘lfferent cu'ltﬁra] g‘roups
on the site. The first of these seems to have been a fairly- sma1'l Maritime -
‘Archaic nccupacian as indicated by the recuvery of four art\facts and a’
numher of f'lakes of Ramah chalcedony. The secand occupatmn whlch is
representéd by a number of feutures such as hausepits,‘hearths, &nd f’vre- 3

cracked rock concentrat‘lons as wel'l as histoMc iron’ and g1ass art1facts,

has been assumed to have heen a Beothuk component. The third which may
have been Micmac or Eumpean, is suggested by the presence of a small - number
of late 19 th century European arncles. It now remains for us to state
the reasons for' the assumphon that the second occupation was in fact a
Beothuk one.

. The first: source of direct’evidence for assuming that the ;gcand
occupation was BeAathukvdeaIs with the housepits. As‘we have a]‘ready n:;;ed,4 &
the Beothuks practiced subsurface exca‘v‘ation in the construction of their -
habitations wheréas the Micmac :(and Montagnais) erected their wiguams‘oh

" flat ground (Speck 1922). Attention has also been drawn ’tu,hhé fact that
. the multi-sidea (pentagona]) hQuéepit-(Feature 14). at. Wigwani Brook correspunds‘

e:!to reports in the ethnoMstoHc sources of mu1t1 sided wigwams (cf Cormack

_Shanawdnh-nt s sketch, Howley 1915: 2465. Thed1terature epociﬂy states
e1ght sides for this type of structure but we have nmntan;ed that varia-

o o bilitylin stlch a lodqe is lndeed probable and the fact that Feature BUE 1;\ Sy

2 . ‘mul ti-sided may be the more important comparison Thus , as far as “housepit:

~ ?



are concerned ti\erg is a definite para]'l'e'l between the archaeoldgy and the

. ethnohistoric descriptions. This would certainly imply a. Beothuk qccupation / ’

on the site.- P ) X ) ‘. “a
However, the paral'le'Hsms 3150 extfend to the artn’actua] deszA .
) ) The samp]e of proJectl]e pulnts vas .sma]'l but nevertheless-it was sufficient/
to demonstrate the s1m|1ar1t»es of. cgrtavn types found at Wigwam Brcok with
the deer spear sketched by Shanawdithit and illustrated in.J.P. Howley s,

_‘;‘7 book (1915'255) TMW pmnt to the obkus fact that the site

had ‘been occupied by the Beothuks. But, further Ccredence to tms view can
be added by remembering that the M1cmac; did not come "to Newfoundland in any

great numbers';mti'l, the early 17 th century and by that ‘time had acquired

firear‘m‘;ﬁarp 1964) . Thereﬁﬁre there is nn reason to assume that the Micmacs

¥eN - " would have used projectile pomts such as thnse Fo\xpd at W1qwam Brook‘ Thus, .

‘1n terms' of»most of the artifactual remains, H1gwam Brook. w'uu'bd most definitely
appear to havebeen inhabited by Beothuks. ’
Finally, in_‘conpiring, Wigwan émok o the IndianPofint site uhich
Devereux (1970: 60- 65) has demonstrated to have been c'lear"ly ogcupled by
. : , Beuthuks n. is ubkus that both are very smﬂar in terms of artlfa:ts and
-features and tnerefore it seems safe to assume that the second occupat'ton .
~bf Wigwam Brook was indeed a Beothuk one! iy
A mrther assumptwn which was made regardmg Wigwam Erook was that

L it was prohab'ly dnhabited in the fall and w1nter and was most Tikely seiected

s

for hab1tat1on because of its advantaqe as-an mterceutmn pomtdn the i"ll

~ caribou rmgratiuns ‘into ‘the ‘mterwr. The 1atter suppns1tmn appears to L

be amply demonstrated by the large number of caribou bone remams recovered

from the site, the 1dent|f1ab1e portions of which represent7a m1n1mun R,

est\mate of 16, 435‘ pounds of usable- meat (Appendix 1, p. 20). The former 4"

o~

presumptmn was based _upon the cychca) pattern af a fall-winter caribou al




B g 1
¢ = hunting {n the intérior and spring-su ourns on the coast which is
cribed in the et istoric Titerature (Patterson 1891). Furthermore,
3 . o
material ‘from the Indian Point sitgindfcated a definite faH--

a) and mdden hone fmm the

Beaches site suggested a sprlng eﬁr]y sumer hab1tatmn (Devereux 1969) .

These, to Beothuk components thus correlate well w1th the expected

Bea!huk sett]gment pattérn. This suggested that Wigwam Brook would haye
most: 1ikely adhered to the established pattern of Beothuk settlement.
However, as we have already,pointed nug the faunal vbon.e 4recm‘leredbfmm
Wigwam Brook. clear]y’indicates a year’round accupancy’——an unexpected result
indeed and one which is important in the understanqu of .Tate h1stor1c
Beothuk culture history. As we have previously stated the need to remain
in the interior because of relatively intensive European occupation of
_coastal areas inl_late historic times may_have been largely responsib]e‘

for the eve%awomf the Beothuks in the early 19 th century.’

<+ “As mentioned in the Introduction this research was carried out to

¥ .
-attempt to pruvlde a picture of the }11stur1c Beoth)lk as represented by

ethnuh1stor1c descr1pt1ons and the resu]ts of archaeulogica] work conducted
at the Wigwam_Brook site. We have collated the available ethnomstoﬂc
accounts of Beothuk material culture and’ this hody 6f'data thuugh"nut’

extensive does Furn|sh an 1dea of 2 Fair]y‘mde range of it ms wh\ch would

not normaﬂy survive in archaea’logmal contexts. Also,. ¥ mxght be noted
thatrw-nthout ¢h|s cempendwm of 'descriptive data the archaeo'lcglca‘] record

. would be cnns1derab1y more difficult to understand ‘and in add1t\on would

S c,ertalnl,y lack the colour which this information now Jmparts- to :ne tc§a1

|cture Thus',: the thnohis'teﬁc Iite‘ratx}re has been inva’luqb'lé-;u this
study, as, mdeed it wou’ld be to any such conS\deratwn of Beothuk culture-
v

history.

.
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ATT the same, ‘tne ethnohistory of the Beothuks does not pmvidg' all

of Beothuk culture and culture-history are not

the answers. Many asp

at all touched \;pon by the contemporary ohse;'vers of tvhéir culture. Tech- .
,_.Jmiogy,,fnr examplé, is one category for which t;;m sources are of ’httie

value. Consequently. though the artifact sample from Wigwam Brook and the

tensive they nevertheless do 1nd|cate something of’ the range of materials
used- and also provide an idea of soe of the Impiements ylhich were fabricated
by these penp'le. s

+ The wurk at-Wigwam Brook and that uf Devereux at Indian Pnint have

_a'lso been: important in.illustrating the composition of an interiur Beuthuk
component in terms of featural remains. MWe now have fairly detaﬂed de\rip-
tions of historic Beothuk hearths, fire—cracked rock middens, bone middens’,

“housepits, etc. 4It is to be regretted, of course, that disturbance. has _’ :
Timited the extent of our inﬂ;nnation cdncerning‘zliie housepits. Hov;ever.

’ it i§ specific enough, as we have' se:eyi,j:.w‘im‘iicite' defiuite currespondan;gs
‘between the archa‘eologicai Finds and descriptions.in the Titerature. Tt 4s -
to be hcp’ed that furture work on;ﬂifferent' Beothuk habitation;sites both

’ on-t’he‘ coast,:and in the 1nteriuriwil'1 further our understanding &f_"_lvbuse- ‘
pit features ai:d perhaps- liuke us a'wat“e“ of a gr’eat!r range-ef other'z&pes

“of features of which we da not as ‘yet know.

To sumarize then the archaeoi ogical work, completed at Wigwam
" Brook has provided a certain amount of. descriptive data concerning the
¥ \archaeo'logy of the historic Beothuk Hovever, th! resuits of tiiis research

have created m\rmrggrobims for future researoh The most obkus of

Y ese is 1ndicated by the smaﬂ sample artifacts which was recovered
: now have only a restricted idea* “the variety of imp'lements vdn:h vere

hiswric artifacts from_the Beaches and the Indian Point site are fiot e'x-, 3
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“in housep1 ts between the eco’log1ca1 zones of the coast and interior wi th

A . . W

fabrivcated by the Beothuks and used in the interior in the historic period

and ve;ry Tittle Knowledge ‘of Beothuk iron techno)c‘gy.' .There isa defmlte

need for excavat\on of other historic Beothuk comnen s, if we are to

fi11° the gaps in our; understandlng of the |mp'|ements of these peop!e‘
With-respect to other aspects of the archaeu]égica] record ‘ve

h‘ave a’1readj/ drawn atteption_ to the rather 1imited information concerning

Beothuk housepits. Much‘addﬂiunﬂ work needs to be dc;né on the- questions

of variabiiity in size, shape, and internal c‘haracter‘lsﬂcs‘of these features.

It would also Be very useful' to_know if- there is any observable differences

reference to the abnvementmned parameters of size, shape etc., and

Similarly, with respect to the artifactua) data, it wou]khe va\uahle to
know'if there are any functional or sty]hshc changes in unplement types
betweén coastal and’ mter‘mr sites. . - ¢ "

Though the ethnohistor‘ic descriptions, as lwel'l, as the arcﬂaeolog/ica'l

"“work done at Wigwam Brook and that carried out by H§1en Devereux on the

histeric. ccmponeﬁt at. indian Point, ’éantrihuter substantia1]y towards an
understandmg ‘of thé culture-| h1stcry of the 1stor1c Beothuk uur know-
Iedge regardmg these people is still in a state of 1nFancy. I this o
situation is to improve it is obkus that much addltmnal archkinmgnﬂ
work needs to be done with the.aim of answermg questions such ay those

Tisted above.
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% FAUNAL Al LLVSIS [)F_ THE :JIE!JA.“LDRF]EIE STTE OF. NEYF{IUNDLAMD €
___—Dugin the summer of 1973 by‘Raymond LeGlanc 2t. al.

INTRODLCTICN © | & 3 BV <

S ..+ . Thg uipwan Graok sité wds located on the Fxpluits River, ncar |
; frand Falis 4n central Newfoundland.! It is thought that this site

) uns inbgbited by the BEntnuck Indians (Le Blanc: persogel cunmuni_ca,tiun‘).‘

. pespite Yhe occufence of sleyen snacies and subspecied of ind 7

&
manrals in this area prehistorically,? analysis of she fa

N4l pa-t

mains.from wigwam Arook revéaled rerains of only four dif farunt land *

species. Thése four in the order of Fraquency .of the banes u

uoodland Cariboy fannifar tsrandus
. ¥ il P T
& _Boaver . Castor cal
A “-Arctic Hare . 'Lehus .ercticus hannsii
= Coe U Red Féx © Vulpes fulva deletfix "

As yell as these lend menmal.bonis; there were tuo eroded toeth which

- ' Jare thought possibly to be from some species 6f seal. That s
PE— |soath should be found on an inlend site at first seeme unl)
: Hawsvar this apparent discrepancy is YemoUed wnen it is res
. # that the Deothick In traveller ta the coasts o Fish an g
5 memnals in the suwimer and returned tothe interice for tf Zorest ’
' < of $he yosr,  Thus, » snal-like Loeth mey gave tarrie
the intérinr by the infiabitants of the site, Sincu the o w1 honos ',
1 5 .
',‘.‘ . gt Sua skotoh map 1 ‘ R e N - -
. . Y, 2 Stevert nud.: 1-2 PR @ P

3 . Subspecies inumif'i:’atiuna here are hased on_lachtion af “the Finds.
4 Sgiehtific names for memmels used throughout tnis paper folloi
Cameron: 1958,
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Source; Le;‘lanc. A.d,




‘

- icentified to spocies accounted for only slightly over = pigriar of |
- identified tp cldss, it is possible thal in the larne number of
/sausinens’ identified only to closs, there were bones of sgor’ other
mammals which werc l@\/ing'ir\ the area prel‘.i‘stnrical;\{. Aasides the
mammal bones, thore were five bird bones rccognized of which three’
were identificd as Common Loon (Favis lmwerd., * Mo Fish fones were
’idenLiF}r'd in ‘hc fannal material.

nd "ewFoundland has nd NG5G,

S, also g

riptiles nor dmphibians® 2 5o these’ nl's"s_ » nat.repres

. Thus, this report deals mainly mith mamalign forms, &

Thh,qrzner'll nmanlz!nq principle for this paper will hn to no

y

from Lhe general to the sm_mm. Thus, the broadest nroys of identifica-

tion.( i.g. the class rather-than the particular species) will be
L5 “'. considarnd bofore the more spectfic.  Similarily, the fairal.remaing will
be considered as a 'sipgle oroup Fron the site ©s a whale,prior to -
i consideration of the remsins fram individual features of the sits )
s . Urat Polldws then is a review of the Fifures and perocntanes of the ©
‘_ various groups cfih/ri.aunal_rmalns ‘ regardless of their particuler
stions-om the site. © - <3 _———

GR‘[’\S."? FQIGURES AND PE’\‘CE‘ TAGES U‘F THE FAUNAL MATERTAL

. The total number of bonss, teeth and antler porticns presented

for study f‘rnm excavations on.this site during the summer of 1972 )

' vias 159232  Besides theds swccimcns, sa

~ ‘the small picces of bone could.not-be: 1dentified even thcless, uere
.lmilectpd oF + Lf‘e total faunal gar\nln excluding uhE hnnc riash frao-

nles GF bone mnsh in whica.-

ments, 19,860 specimens or 99,79% nr the sne:im_ ns were identified

- L—5cientific bird names used in “this pamer follow ':\.x_‘ey“: 19€6., s =
2 Cemeron: 1958i7% - : ST ’ »

L. 3 Fainal epecimene Tecovered in 1968 Prom this site by K
@ ,et. al. are not included in this report. .




] malisn

. ot least tn/class. Of thess, 19875 (99.76%) .ueré classed as
and’ 5 (ﬂ'U”") uwege avian. This left 48 or 0.20% of. hhr s,"r\\:)"wns

- ubiclf could not uith certainty)he assinned to any class. feyand the
level, 5)50 (27.09%) specimens were identified to facily. OF
Cand' 3 (11.02/) were

Auign. Family representatives. ALl but four of theso specimons ident-

clasg

. thege, 5553 (27 07*) were from manmallan Familie

ns),

ififed to family (two Ceryidae and the twn possible ‘scal spec
wbb@ also identified to nenus and spocies.

ccimens identified as eodland Caribou totallud 5675 which

% & s 27.45% pf all the fzumad snecingns and 52.01% of the mamnal cnes
B idrnh-\ui at lo-st th family, BGesver soecinens mtuuw’\}r\@mh

W vas 0.10% of the total specimens and 8.63% of the mammal bonds icunti-
fied to family, “The 23 Arctic Hare bones accounted for'C.12% of all |
the material and’0.16% of the mannalian bones- identified to family.
The two possible seal teBih and the twa Fox bones:each fcrountsd for
0004 Df‘ the total and.0.04% of .the mommslian specimens identifisd to .

. fanily, Finally, the threé Loon bones identified made up, 0.02% of the
total numbor of specimens and 60.00% of the hones idantified as 2viar.

= -~A gmall percentage of the specimens showed cvidence of modifiga-
", tfon either By burming, butchering or use. There were 407 specimens
% (2.04% of the tatal) which had been exposed to heat. Of these 159 or

the total-nupber 6f burnt specimens, were'charred while 246

(o053

‘werc calcined. Indications of butcherinn or morks possibly
« * gesulting from meat removal were’noted on 121 specimens which' wes

he) ] i i :
© . *  0.6l% ofjthe-total number of spesimens. O these, 104 or £5.95% wefe

were more quustionable. An artifact in this study was considered ta

‘ only those modified for-
use. Using this definition; there were 21 specinems-or D.ll% of t
total sa p].a uhich were :hnungvt/ne of possibly be artifacts. Gf

- these 2}!modified spenimens 5 or 23.81% were artifacts while 16 or
76,19% were u/}v/r)ossibl\/ artifacts,t - -

T he“eriy Speci en modified by use rather th

— | . . R
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. : TR T TAALE 1 g Bfe L
GROSS FIGUAES LF THE FAGNAL: MATERTAL | :

S L e
PERTEMTARE NF
TUTAL NUMBER - b

SPECIMEN JYPE( TOTAL N
- OF sP

: i < . OF SFECTHENS * . .
FRURAL - 19923 - 1loo:0a Ve -
5 CLASSIFI"‘D - 19800 94.79 .
HUR-CLASSIF IED %) .24
. FAMALIAR 19875 699,76
% g © Avian 5 0.03
5 " IDENTIFTED. TO 4
. COFAKILY - 556 '{%y 27.89
B e - HAHMALTAN g TN
- = SPECIMENS .o ‘
5 * IpEETIFIED TO .
, FANILY, : 5553 : .
LS AVIAR BONES E ] .
' . IDENTIFIED TO LB ; -
. 2 CFAEILY - o i -'{
i CARTGOU L s ©oemEL . L, el
- . 2 E E .35 0.63 -7 I‘
ey 23 - 0.42- R A
: (e 2 0.0 - Lo
S sm(v) v o= g .04
PREET. - T 3 . 60.00
' BURNT RN, . X
1) Charred . T 39.06 :
2) Galcined 243 ) . 60.93
. pumeered o - 1m .. 0.6l e .y
© 0D pefinstely c AR S :
butchered ST 85.95 © | . .
. 3 $ o . * By
2) Possibly 5 p ¥ . 2
i putshered 17 . 14.05 Ny
B 1) Definitely
¥ E . artifacts 5 ’ £ . .
@ 2 Possibly T . "
# L a:;&faccs « 18 = i
5 3 i o 18 g
Pt 9 ’ ety




-A number of. specimuns were thouoht
in determining the seabon(s) of occupation of the sife and percedtanes
were arrived at for tHese samples. llowever, these will“be r:—.c?vd in-

the section op sezsonality. = -

particular significance

5. GF INDI\IIDUAL ﬂg:IHALS RCPRESENTFD AP‘ YH- SITE

Inc nunher of individuals of a species rcnrnsenced'{n tha sns
was deternined by finding the sinnle identifisble element whicl

most often, Then, the number of cxamples of this elgmént uas taken .
to represent the known nunber of individuals of that particular sancies.
S. Ffrsh,
not a'll of the site wao excavated and so mare exsmple.. of ‘the sane
wlement.may still be in tho oround. . Seccnd, not all of the uninals "

This procedure qives a conservative -figure for sever:l r=as

* used on the site nocesserily had the Element‘cmm.tgd ceposited o the

site. Third, some uxamples may havg deteriorated beyofd recognitinn..
Therefore the figures for miminal numbers of individuals piven in this

paper are possibly too low. '_ .

.+ Sincc most of the bones id_gn:iAn\:: species were Cabibou, it '

is not surprising to find that this uas“tfe most numeraus animal.in-
8ividually as well. On the basis of 78 Fight talus bones which apsbar--
ed ta be adult, it is possible to cégelude that there wers at lesstr

78 adult, Caribou on this site.l Adult animels s consicerad to ba |
thosge in unh:h the epiphyses or ends of the lonc bones have completely
Fused to I:hcir disphyses or shafts. TAis is in contrast to youmy |
2dult bones in which. the epiphyses have filsed to tAgir shafts but the

" ‘Fusion is-not caomplete 'so that the line of fusion is still Cevident.

Inmatore individuals. for this study are those in whileh fusion’ has rot

cuen bequn. In the case Of, teeth; adult animsls uere considered to be
those which had 8ll their perm\anentusqbitiun erupted while imm-burg

animels were those in which the dec uous, or 'milK, teeth had Aot yot | -
been shed. . Returnina to, the-rimbars.of r:'\ril:uu ‘individuals and using *

- thist definitions, it, can be s'hw the basis of

“the dxs.al ands &F

N = E
1 see Teble;dl for the spult Caribou }o‘ig bone elenents. end Tali o
© 11 for, the adilt Caribou testh. - 2" L gy



. TABLE 11 G g 5
" ADULTBARIEOU LONG BONE FLewent. ToTALS. T B

. COMPLETE | " RIGHT . LEFT

ELEWENT - RIGHT LEFT ° PROX.  DISTAL' PREX. DISTAL

S o : " ’
“gtacaTpal - % 20 16 17 —~12:

L, e ow o, iR Jw e he R

. “Vetstarsal . ) ;18 6. 19
_ Scanula : : 117 1 19 v

. }/7 | merus e . B 11\;\; <z
o hasies T JCR 8 ’

Ulna 15 23 . .8 26

Femur ‘ . . i, B, & i 74
’Tima‘j . 1 »
. ‘ Fibula ~ 13 - 20

¥ . Caleaneus B° .- e g -7 \}

" Tals 78 72 f .
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‘ADULT CAATBUU TEETH “TOTALS:
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. <. RIGHT LEFT . RIGHT  LEFT &
. Incisor'3 . / % g - i .
+ B . / i - R ol
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sites.} However, baging th

richt tibia in viich e line gf km was SEOY

were at least 3 young Caribou om this site.. Tibi

odcurs last ot the shlnu]dzr, wrist and knee.S. Thi

a distal

-qn this zlement can present a problen since fusion in mast mar

ident £

us, @ Caribou in

L theee

“Usuall9 the most Bbundant elumcAt of a specics From archiacnlos scal

umber of individuals of younn ac ult 5*':’
s

which fusinn has benun at the ankle way have ncu.u..icn occurring at ;-
‘the distzl end uF the "

toulder, wrist or knee. In such.en onimal,

ibia wou! agscd as-heina from » voung odult

and of the same bane o] = immma bure.,

while tha

In this. mE

mos§, common inmaturd bane eloment uas the distal .enmnym
ridius. Tngrzmgra 15\such elengngs and thus, ab least 15 imanbure
Ca rmuu.3 Since-fudion ocours st terankle, hip and elbou at about tha,

san tine, it 4g unliksl
Frap _the sand individual

5 thE imm‘tura rarius

epiphyses.

i’nal
\:rnx

;hayr’cnp ung adult. tinta, distal endg

il

ment tn tk\nuﬂher of imm; ure individuals nust be p\a!P however.

thE

g

Thrae

bones were recoverad uhich werk from very young animals whc must have

died in the FiTst few montRs after bifth.,

s W Peniiic SHATE® @it Ehe othEd fua Wera netapocial 3t Gnafts
is possible to concludn nnly thst therc .#5 one suz:n short-ived in-

dividual. However,. thia raises the tntal nunber of ‘Cariocou of is

age nh .thd site to sixteen

T

Sinte cne of  these bones |

St

2 sure

s

w2g based on two u"ﬂEr right H.rst and second molars and two risht

Lawer molars® Since there ude orily-one cach-of a young acult il
E : A g

- I

Wnite:1953:397
Gee Steuart n.d

Seg Table W for the immature Caribou elements
" .Specimen £770-4-G1
Specimens B452-32 and BL52-23
6 See Table V} for the edult’Bsavir teeth
ek ; e

2 for an expladation of this putt._rr\ln[‘.

1
er of udum‘"eavi'fs represénted vas u'ﬂy tus and this total
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an¢ left fémur, it cen’only Lo stated that there was ona young ncult
, Beover on the site.! Three neaver 127t femurs Gere fodnd to which

no epiphyses had fused oivine a kq fn total.of thres ime:itur

These nstimates give o known total of six Poavs

r\"tarlal 1m=ntlfieﬂ. . fis . S

The hinh numher of besvey indivituals From a low total numbor of

ead one to expegt a similfr result from the Arctic !lare
benes. . Howeder, only ane agult hars con he shown to have tpon on the

| site. Furthermors, since 4 of the bones identificd to thi'-! spocies
except for one wore f’nundﬁn cne small clump they are likely:all Fram
the same individual.” wikh the low bone counts for the Red Fox and
scal species (?) as well s .for the Common.loon, it is not surprising,
to find that these specifs are represented by single indivicuals. In

< ~each of these three casbs, theoe bones' appear to be fron adult animals

for each Feature hP:autle in fost Features tHere were not enough benes

- .+ th merit such a :alcuratxun. Houever, the total pumber of bones,
Caribou, and beaver Gones were tebuleted fof “each roature.“ 2ssides
these Caribou bones mhich wers found ‘in all features havinn, * lmrws,‘

{ all the identified Loon bones were noted.as being from Festura 13
while the other 13:-.;2 bird bones were from Feature 16. .Cne Red Fox

" bone uas -also from Féature: 16,

Tiree, EERULBIS parRIGhs g, Geath ENEEIRS anY Ga SaiY B g‘,"/:@“)____;

.. morc precisély than merely as immature. Such deteiled aging is import:
ant in the considlerstion of scasonality and so these specimens are

_gisgeussed in .'thu next sx?ctin:.m. i ®

SS>‘15L}W1LITV OF THE SITE AS INDICATED BY THE FAI

I\L MATERIAL

ance Saribou E"IEU their antlers cnch year and bec-use norn 'nalsa

: e 5 . L
¥ . 1 See Table V1l for the young adult Graver bongs.
T 2 See Table W1ll for the immature 2esver bones /_/5
3 These-werc found-in Unit B, Square sJ, See snmr*ﬁf of tha -

* excavated sress. " _—— 3
4 Ses Teble 1x— .

The total number nF mm\uduals of. eauh ..pecir:s was not ucr(r_u out |

R
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and females cerry antlers, it.uas thounlit.that the.season(s) of

occupation of the site minht be' estaglished by examininn antiaer

"+ pediclag to Sce if the antlers had been shed naturally or not. It

uas found that 29 frontal bone portions with antler pedicles ujre
suitable for this purpnse. .0F these, 11 (37.93%) shound that

~--had been shed-naturally. while 18 (62.07%) shoied that the antlers had

besp cul oway. Likely thnge 18 pecicles with cut matés in then ro-

present animals ubich w

These figures' then suggest that the Garibou were killed at @ time when
most of them were still carrying their antlers hut at the and of such
a time sincé some of the antlers had been shed. According to Dugrore,

the antlers of Melfoundland Carigon "are discarded.before t

g )
becames deep" although does may "carry their little horns (sic)

. throunhout the winter..... Small stags do not shed their antlers until

- December or even later."' Cameron places the time of ‘shedding for males

3 ‘entlers,

sLi1l carrying their antlers st thulr dwaths.

" slichtly later, , He states, "adult males lose their entlers in December

or January, \/Qurual/as/gnm not until Warch or April." 2

an s—bonin. to grow each year 4n ‘the summer. "Does not having lost
‘their horns (sicY .till the end of ‘the Spring, do not show much

until July, But the stags by that time have a Fairly good head of
velvet-covered antlers, the qrouth not being codplete before tha,

last of August or, the beqinping of Septomber." > Thus, From September

to. Decewber approximately. thé’stans have well.-developed antlers wnile
the females and young males may carry their antlers from carly Fall to
tarch'or April. These dates combined with the précentanus of shed to
non-shed antlers sughest a Fall and Winter occupaticn period for this
site. - o : N<)

A Fall and yinter estination for the scasondaf occupati
further surported hy the migratory neture of Caribou. In Soring, the.

nis,

1* Dugrore:1913: 37 and 76 S ’ b
2 Cameron:195
?mgmue\ 91




~the Caribou move nort

‘ed since 'it:

o

in sumner, they AT Te or less sidis.rvin

hahit, boimg about sinnly or in pairs® * ahd then in Autumn tney riprate

spiith #nain in large herds. “Autumn minration usiiully Lening Latween
totober 15 and 217“" but this is extremely veriable."® Thus, &he nerds
of Caribou wou'd be crossing thé centre of & vewfoundland in the Fall

and’ they would be easy game in their large herds. The impartance

of the fall minrafion as a food supply-will he discussed balow in the
section on the dietary importence of the various animals identified in o
the “iguam Grook material. Here the Fall migration is merely mention-

suppor ks the Fall to Winter occupation period sucnested

by the conditivns of the antler pedicles. -Despité the seemincly good

case fo

Fall and Winter nccupstion, it must be reyemberud that mest
from har]bnu killed in these seasons could have been prL'-‘PrvE" by freez-
ing or smoking and therefore tould heve supporied the Liduw:mGrock
inhabitznts in other sesscns as well. Also, other small mi

as the Neaver, Fox and Hare which were represented in the fourel material

mmel such

could have been caught throughout the year. - The three very yaung

Caribou bones méntioned in the sec E‘.n on the numbers of indivicuals
represented on' the site were from animals killed in the Spring or
early Summer. . .

* Three mandible porticns with deciduoue teeth in place also. cive
more specific ages of death.: Aanfield concluded 4 thz decidunus

incisors in Caribou ‘are replaced in 9 ~u 12 months and the decicduous

nt molars are ervpted in

pignolars $n.17 to 20 monthist - The pern:
sutcessiondg moler | an shout 2 months, molar 2 at ebout 9 months end.

rolar 3 ot abdyt 17 nonths.? Tooth eruption dues vary From individual

to individual butrusing these figures, ages can be established for the
three mandible portions. In one left mandin1é pnnmn[" scidious

." N % °
1 Dugmore:1513:15 5
2 ' ibid:l7e A .
3 Ganfield paraphrased in Kelsall:1960:25. Ganfield was raferring to |
Sarren-ground, Caribou but Iikely Boodlend Caribou ara similer *ir
both eruption times and-pattern of eruption. .
"4 Specimen 86771 1
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-prevolars 3 and 6 uere still in place as were molgrs I any 2. jular =
2 les slinhtly uotn sugnesting that it had not Leen sruptud for lng. E
Thus, this individual appears to have been between 170 and 17 monthd
,old uhan it died, In a second mandible,’ the same foeth had rruited
Maut malar 2 showed po wesy ab 811 dugnusting that this indloidusl dted
uhen it uas eboul 9 month old. ‘A third mandible gortion® stillhid
. deotfuous premolar 4 in place ss well as all the molars. This mangisle

“ums from an animal that was about 17 months old when it died. S];.HCE
Caribou calving octurs througholt Jdune, - thess ifmaturs animals died
between April andﬂczbbcr for the first mandible discu:

d, in Merch "
for the second mancitile and.around Cctober for the third. These man-
dible specimens combined with tfe immature Jonn benes sungest.a Spring

ta early Fall pmud of ocoupatien for the site. . .

Migratory birds aro often aood indicatafs of seasons of sceupgtfion
‘when their bones are identified on sites. Unfortunately anly onz sieh
bird, the Common Loon, was, identified in' the wiguem Crook haterial.
.Furtharmare, althouoh this species does migrate and so’wonid Le ex-
pestad in the area of this site from ¥ay until Uctober,. Conmon Loons

do-occasionally winter here.’ (Godfrey: nrzrsunal ,:nmmunicatmn) Thus,

cansifiering both the mammalion and the ‘avian Tohsins, the faunal-mstérial

supdfests & year round occipancy “for this site.

DIETARY IMPW!TANEE DF THE UARIOUS RNIMALS IDE

1F1ED -

Dari.mu was unvmusly hy far the must 1mnbrmnt amnal species ’
ta th,;nhani tants of the Wiguem Brosk site. Caribod See rasy to-kill

L ; ;
once lacated. Although their herd size may vary from yeer to vear,.

~ancd.a herd mas‘fuunu 1t would supily a nreat desl of mdat. The inteb-

tants” ‘of tiguam ﬁruuk appear’ to have used furch's "h

d-'en-of f-at-the~

pass" tecnmque- for hun..mp -the-Caribou. UWhile this techrigue in:

" Volves risks as,Burch noted, it apnears that.the ?ndty
S & $

Specinen B50L-1
3 I’elssll ;955 177




. ] -

® . @rook were successfyls” The risk of judning bhe mxasi mifnbion rante’

Jbeen reduced by the construction of lnnr‘ rrx_e
. Fef\cesl whxch Funn"llv.ri the Car

nu, to pagticular snots
focation df the site.on thz Fxploits River bosi i

was

na avai uotar supnly-but ale v ety Toouking
//mffﬁ’ﬁ‘w ilanly wator cupnly-but aleo For ency laceiing and

Killing of the Caribou as they’ crossun“the Tiver in thoir nnrtn-ruum
minrations, . ; .
*  ‘According to Unite,? the avorspe live weidht of o singls feribou .
" is 250 pounds and half of this weight or 125 pounds is usable meat.. °

uhite's finure for the average welght seems to Letoo low..

Most
authoritics plece the weight quite a bit higher as can be caen in the ’%
followingschart: : )

A v -

“F

2 Dugmore Males. BDD to 5001bs. Average:400
1'313 1l¢ /
“Hell' and Kelson, Wweights to 500 lbs.
1959:1017 - J 5 #
Palner « - ales 150 t0700lbs. | Average:h2s
1554 :303 : . Females 150 tu35J1.15 Averane:250
’ . 3 o s Lt 3
" N Peterson . tales 2 USSD lhs. I\v:zr;m}:_ﬂS
1 1966:332 ‘- ¥ . Femal _ Average:270

Averaging the male and female weights of these authors, 350 pounds
per individisl would appear td be a closer approximation. Since on

the basjuf antler-pedicles it was concluded that most.of the adult

an . (l;aribnh ere-killed in the, i to hlin‘ter period and since the herds +°
: 5 migrate across the Expltfts in the PRll, the remains at Wiguam 2rook ,
". are likely from Fall kills. This is important o consider here since
Chribou are fat and in their prime in-the Fall® and so incressing Lhite's
pourfdage ssems” guen more importantl I 's estimate of ‘the percentage -
; of usable meat is also quesilonabje. Different cultures have different
P 1 Usimlt:1956:76-7 . & B )
[ J £ 2! uhite:1953:397 ; . B s
N D'ugmuru:lé;;;z 3 B, g A




food preferences, However, since we canhm-lm auru/l:u the prreontann

of the meng used by the Feathucks, ;the possibly tdnservative netim

.of, 50% may he uwed.with caution. WitH these consiterations in mimd i

+han, the cstimated-poundage of usable

{“Fbnas bocomes
: 76 x 175 ‘
3 WO = ) 3
T . 15 x 150 = ’ N
. 1x 25 L i -
‘ . I6G35 pounds in total. 9 .

" . N :

. fs-Rurch noted caribou "can provide for all‘human subsistence

requirenents.” Out "most populatipns of terandug huntors cepend an
" other sources of. food during &t least one season every yesr."“y Al-
_houch the major EGtivity at biquam frook was likely he killine and
preparing of Coriboy, other animol  rorains were found in the faunal
“materisl collectodWrom this site. Sioond in Premiency to he 0o
sgge the four Oeaver individusls represented. Of those ons ua
. ad\ﬂt yeilding close to 38.5 oounds of usable-meat, accoruing €0
Yurile the others were Xmmature‘indiuinuals% Since the three i
,uere based on large ipmaturs bones, they may have come from indivicusls

. uﬂi\nhlnn abdut 30 pounds. If this estimation is corroct, then they
contributed EDDU.‘ 6B pﬂunds of.usable meat. This chrLauE' the foaver

meat total t‘n abbutll5 pounds. \)H: sinnle-Arctic Hdre affd, FDX ir‘dividu‘uls

" 2ecording to White, would have cuntributed 4.5 and 4.0 pounds respoct-

-ively of usabile meat. Because the sezl identifisetion was not.cersaén

\ its contritution carnot be estimsted, Ufite does not give ficures
for the Common Loon but for &l1 of the other birds shin ﬂ%n:l‘mﬂﬁﬁ’ N
EESWW..
#ha pounds of usable meat. Taking an auem;c of 9.5 peunds for the -

of their seight £o Tepresant

: : - — P~ TS
1 According to #elsall:1S65 S0 pounds would be @n avi
for @ oslf in its First sunmer. See l’l:I"all's chart op p’)qe_-.

The.other Finures used here are merely fuesSes. - ¢
2 Durch: 1r7€)352 -5 .



ELMTS
Cigure & 703, tha sinnl€ loon knoun'tn have been on sheisite’

- gy ramon Lnons (Gudfrry personal .communics tum), &nd .
unfters

K would: ha

provided about 6.7 Hounds of meat. This brings tha toiel o
. .

+ poundane of usable meat to.about 16555-pounds:

HODIFIED FAUNAL -SPECTIMENS T o™ T N

501 ficd specimgns included thoss which were burnt, showed aigps af
.  butghering or were modified by use. Durnt specimens were Further ©
-~ sepatated into those.which. had Been’ exposed o Fire only jong edourh..
to becdmg charred and thbse which had been expoded for a‘%mgur time
or at a greater hest end so had become caleined.) Cut marks and in.a .

few instances thé occurrefice Gf extremely smonth Ureaks

zre considers

wed fo be, evidence of butchorinn.? A specimen was considerhd to be a
\passible artifact! if it shoued at least three aspects that sy
. ¢t e unnatural. Thus & bone uith two smonth borders‘and anz Tannded
“esine would be considered a possible artifact. Any speciniEn with four

ozydre unnatural features ues considered to be an artifact.” Since

‘ ~most of these modified specimens weps Fuunn in associatirn with features

" _wof the site; they will be discussed by Feature | Y oas “well as on she site

s e whole. Detailed descmpnms of these featurps con befound in -

: ’keB{anc nod, o> . E o = T
RNT GPECTH -

t of the 407 Burng specimens werg found in Featura

Mo ©ws can

be szen in Table X. From this table it is obyicus that Feature 7 oy

acodunted For almost half of these,snecimans snd that over fuo-th izds

e + . of thesu wepe dolcined. This suunﬂfisltri_.y_un;‘r—}éw—thnt cnié-. Feature
uas’thg rwmé “The calcined bones may have reached

- ——tm@iT Condition by being-in the hearth for,z long tima or by being

- exposed to thelhottest part of gthe Fire. Similerly, tho hich cofcentra-

tinn of burnt. hdne in Feature 4 of which all but one specimen was
calcined, subpnrts the sugoestion that this featyre may aleo hsve boen
a hearth& or prehaps the refuse cleaned out of a, heax'th. Voo v g TEE

1 A_ppena%ix 1 lis

2 Appendix-IT Iis ts the faunal sncciml’nq with evicencu

3 Appendix:!III liste the faunal aftifacts znd possible
4 Seo Table IR for the. number of bones assnciated with each fentire.
5 i ¥4
%

s the burnt Faurml specimans.

)

LeBlanc:n.d. :13
ibid:12




s V(f — = ~vost of the bones wilh, butchering marks on themsfere identified

<imilarly marked bones were not als§ found in Feat

"1 Any specimen whose gre.test lenght was more than 30 mm, was o

235
Tn general, mos® nf the hurat ".;*u:lncns vere. Framuich

g uUrL]unu of bone mh)ch ‘were ;m_nn. n:: Lonly agwbelnn mamulm‘n.* ALY :

<
of tha hurnt _me:im;ns ‘whicH could uc idnntified beyord ¢

=.plass ¢

any of cnu.,g. specimgng were”

“1dvel yere L specimons,

toe boRss althbugh examples of ine metasodidls rnnx\:_‘,l Qe seaniila

ware elso Found to be burnt. 0f these, Ahe scanula.d nucial 4

interant since the * ont is Tndians af*the xnl.nlanflm.rth hish the
‘pladtised ccopulinanByl. Howcvpr; this ..o

sharred ‘dnly in'the olernid KU.:SE area and

Unlike the burnt bones, only- anhtl«/
with bum:h ‘il’hj marks were f‘u'u_nd 1n 3
be sein in Tablz xr2 hékn:un‘&:.ntmt(uns of these anch m:cxu;&ﬁ\nnly

sature 13 and 15. . The relatiGely: mioh nuaber of butchered spdeinend

Feature 13 mgy merely r?/h.nt the high totalof bones in'inis Peature

which-mgs cansidered A 48" a midden. Fectire. 15 uas thnunht Possil lv

L ta be-a nbgim t?mhieh Fentire 7 with itsﬁ\——l"ﬁu:iate: bofiegfulth -
3 .

butchgring ™Arks6n them, was pasaihly the cehtral FlrEplacE. 5 £

‘atu}z/is & hcu-;emh, then thené is a sbqr\e*tlrm tl\at spme - u( *

1hg may have m::uned within the huuse However - if this

oxplanation is valid,® theh” id ‘seems odd that hich concentfations of

1 10, 16 Tnd’

€11 uhich were alsp possisle’

1sepits and;tm.)r Firepl

as. ioodla

. \
d Caribou alrounh a Few ware k?\uyn only to.be from larae . 7 M

‘manmals ' or-just mammals. There was & particularly .hinh percentane
of skullbohes and antlers shouing evidence 'of butchdring Wi a totel of
ZXBum specinens (21.49% of thé butehering specimens). Thip Sunosats

thi't removal of cne\qnclb;s uss ane of . the l:nnnﬂ,n_ILtchurirm i
; 2 : e
: I

- - i

to bk a portion while ‘any specimen. eqlal tg or lonoor than 3C,
was -callédsn fraoment. .

endix I1° 2 *

2 Sce p
3 ;ﬂﬁ:u:nd'.:la - W

4 Larne mammals included Black Oeaf, Wolf ‘and Garibou For
Howgver.mast of the'bones. identirfied s ‘larqe tammall are lik:_ly

Laribuu, ’ = x

ay.




® . LS
. 2% > - ’, g
i i Another patt ern irl the:hutchered 'BLC11II 5 wae noted i those found

s or -

in:Feature 15. _Here 9 of the 17. spegifens " uwith butcherinn e
% * 2.9z werc humeri in uﬂ’ll:h ona uf the :nndvlrs hiad_bzoq cut &crnss
i aaq“auy leaving o very gmoath surface and *nuvir-u,\?\-brl tor s hel

of tha distal cl‘\ds. Althounh Sther humeri wern found which had butcdhe:

: inn marks on them, nowhcre else was this seme tyne of butcharing

2 .* This limited occurrence in what mey bR o housepit may reflect s
5 ' e s P

in¢ividual's or Family's method o7+ tdtchering zround the vlhos 1uin_._._'/_

Yo:other unusual, patterns were evident in thespecimens-with butchering

Co, oty 2 nxamms of faunal sogéimens sodif,

. 'in his'material @s can be scen fron Table Xll. « Fursicrmore,
ly modified. !'ost of the:
- snecinens wete Carilioy or other larce.mamwal long bons shaft norticn
" fith ar
e only a, few striae were notac on nly a few-of the

Gnly 5 uere thounht to he unquestion:

S which were unnzturally smooth énc E ~es whigh wers rounced.

il seess likesly that they were used for

mpkin: sena so

as food or ckins. Second to modifice Bonr Lona

erd the antler nortions wach wers worked in different weys.

occurrenc of & modified entler specimens (15.04-% of all. the
3 eicimens) as uell as ‘the antlérs and entler pedicles shouinr Bufchering
: suadests th-t antler was onc of the favourite sources amona the
tdrial for artifscts. '
> . Xong 8f the Féatures shous
wrtifacts with the most beina'G in Festure 13, the m
of such artifacts in those features which uerd thought tn g .h:luﬁ?.“'itr
. 15 surprising. The all over general pguoity of Faunal Grtifects parr
- . %' ‘haps reflegts a qrenter reliapce on metzl or stone ggals.

"2 perticulerly high concantra
en. The lack

SUMHARY ABD COMCLUSIONS o % = J . £




5
. exkmination of the nj,hnr faunsl remeins led to the conclusion that this , |

of the Bepthuck mman shen . they lide on this site. First, it appears
“Arctic vars, Red Fox, Seal sne..ies(")and Common Loon. ©OF N
it is obvious thet Caribou was by far the most i';\pur'?.ant
fecpuntina far over S0% of-the usablc meat srovided. ‘Caribou was likely

E «for its-fur. -Second,-the condition of the antler -
dinter occupation of the, #dte but @ cleser o,

also very impor

pec icles 'sugneste

sitp wags ,u zd t)‘rnunh ut the whole year. Third, 1«.‘,@cnntidez‘;nn the
diptmy'impcr anps of thE various, enimals it was Cur‘EludP'1 that the
Caribou mere’ the .most ir"mrtaqt and that likely tnis

site was located

‘on the fxploits River beceuse”tfis was a good location From which to

holise occunants may have buichered their meat in differsnt ways. Fin-

A 2
intercept the moving herds during their southsrly fall misration. The

finding of burnt Cariboubones supported touley's statgaent that tne. -
feothueks cooked their fuﬂd.i Fot unexnu:tedl\/, mos. t of fthe burnt, bone
wes Found in asscoiation with the central hsarth of a houggpit. Fourth,

s modifisd both by butchering and use were found most Frequents

assaciation mith features and led to the sllr‘r\nlelun thz\t varigus

ally, ‘thé nuphers of borés on this, site invited the conclusion that

the Em.hucks ll\u q'at iigwem Srock had an amnle sunaly’ of food.

* The:faunal rémains from this site’can nou be campared to those’
from the *Eﬂth‘ul:k Indiad "nxnt site (De3d- ’.).2 Prehaps the most
significini @ifference-hetucen these tuosites is in me‘if' seasans af
accuphfion asirdicatés by, the Faunal meferial. It ums concluded that
the DeBd-1 site was inhebiled in the la'té Fall end eerly Wioter. GF
course it 1s possible that this site ues also accunied hraushout the

yE‘a‘l’ but nothing in'_the f?unal matsrial SUUUESEEﬂ a SD.\')I’\ﬂ nr Summer
Gocumation. At both sites, antlers anpes}’ ta have been gurposely refovad,
Howsver, af Debd-1 modified antlers were rare whereas at Wiguam frook
g Been the sccond most favourite material for tools,

they seem to

" secdnd only to lang bone shaft portions which werd the most cosmonly

.1 Houley:191 . “g X
2 Stewsrt:n.d.




used remains at Dntn{ sites. More generally, therc r-:ere.Femr.‘r 5necinﬂns
nodified either by butchcring burning or use at Liguam Srunk thuneat !
Deld-1. Preheps this reduction in worked bonas is relsted to an in-
crease in metal trale items. The comnon practice pf removing the
ends of long hones and then splitting‘“the shafts which wes noted in
the DeSd-1; daterjal was not found in the material from Higuwsm Sraok.
This difference may reflect a greater supply of food at the latter, site
or uiff’ar..n:ua in dietary prufﬂrenceg. Despite the differences 3"
the' Fayiial remains, these sites share significant femtures. BSoth were
.;lacated of water ways likely to =id in the intorceftion of migrating

_Carinuu uhh:h was the singla staple fnnd animal at bath sitzs.
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@ . ereo; 1 seecIvens with evioence oF AURNEG T i
« 4 i et N !

)
FEATURE 2 -

847 . : s " # Co

Seven mammal bone portions; all charred--- —
- Twenty-four mammal bone fragments; all charred -
N ! .
| FEATURE &
2 891 : . - ; $
: : Two mammal bong particns; both calcined
5 Thirtéen mammal bone fragments; 1 charred; 12 calcined
- % : ’
‘Fifty-five mammal bone frogments; all calcined
FEATURE 7 & .
o 8353 : - pBTT L e R u
A 1. uoodland Ceribou - Proximal nmlan/pruxmal Charred .
o8 ) - (Rannifer tarandus end frag Er;t . ‘ N v
B caribgu) R 3
. , omEle) R -
B ‘ T nd th .
A 3 " .4iddle phalanx, 2™ or 5™ e

LI MEuatarsal 384 dlstal end - .

fragment ) .-, " 4
. L, \ " i e " ) . "
5, ) " Talus ‘Fragment "
Thirtaen mammal pone porfions ; 9 charred, 4 calcinsd o
B One hurdred and ninety-seven mammal hone fragments;
“ 55 charred; 142 calcined g
FEATURE 8 - . . ¥ . i ¢

- ‘8300 ) '
X . Gne ‘mammal ‘bone portion; charsed

[ . & ! s
FLATURE 11 .
. . \ ®
B773 . g 4
© 36. Woodland Caribou- Proximal'. phalanx, prnximal End partly

(Ranoifer tarcfdus end fragment.dnd-portion of ' charred
* caribou) shart s N

3
- 'Y N 1




) © s §

29 . APPERDTX

S )
FEATURE 13 . [ ..
. ’ ‘p219 ' ' 3 ‘
. ¥ # —
' 46. Large mafmal Long bone shaft portion * Partly-charre
1956, Cow | oo T

' FEATURE 14 < o ' :
% @ . "
8335 5 o 3
One-fiammal bone fragment; calcined
o o '
- . Two‘mammal bone fragments; calcined %
4336 " .
- 1.. Yoodlénd Caribpu | Metapodial 384 distal Charred .
; L (Renoifer tarandus. epiphysis i
L ceribou) . F g .
s2u9 5 .
® e & One mammal bone fregment; charred ‘ :
8352 : b s Ly
“ g One mammal bone portion; charred : KN
< oe3u3 .
¥ One mammal bone.fragment;’ gharred
8398 " - "
1. boodland Caribou Metapodial 384 distal end’ Cnarred
portidn; 2 fitted pieces
‘ 1. ¢ o 7 " Rignt tarsal 283 fragment ¢ Charrad
~ 3337 5w T co
1. " . Phalanx, di?tal\m‘d fragment Calcined -
‘ P ; A X
8339 o mn . N
_ e * Ohe mammal bone fraghent; charred £ G
“5338 en . ) ¥
x : o n . " . Calcined
X ) B A » ) L .
R (l;nndland Caribou Radius shaft fragment ’ Charred M
angifer tarandus « . e .
caribow) .




s EATURE. 14 (continued) i 5 o
‘8330 S 2 B8 B ey T a
One mammal’bone 'rmg:pen:;g‘ca)fmnqq =0

8253 Ca
- One large-mamnal Jong bone shaft portio
@256 -

8258

833 - 5 Lr .

One mammal bone' fragment; charred ©
8360 o, : s 4
& . 1. uoodland Caribou Proximgl phalanx prnximal (R —
« . (Rannifer tarandus end fraypent 42 5 -
J caribou) ) . A
° = 7 e
FEATURE 15
. . - 2 «
7 - B3k )
. 18. Uoodland Céribou.  Metapodial 324 distal end _ Calcined.
(Rennifer torandus fraghent 5
caribou R i
. B316 ] . v
N 21, " . " o Partly charred - '
6311 " .
- one large manmal long bone shaft portion; charred
~ LIS " Tuo ngmal bone portions; charraﬂ N
g . ~
] w') >
N FEATURE 16 5
B765-u > . . -
woodl.nd Ceribou  Sesamoid - Partly chapred
5 nd th Charred
° ; ", - Higdle shalang, 2" or's &
. 52, ooy Rinht scepula, /glencid Glenoid fossa
: area charred

Three mammal bone,portions, charred

Five mammal bone fragments, charred



. ) 3 oL RPPERDIX 1 )

. N0 FZATURE . . : )
) 8791 . T X o i
e 1. Llocdlend Caribou | Metapedial 3§h distal end ‘Partly charred &

(Rancifer terandus  portion; 2 Fitted pieces -
, carisou) S :

—
NMetatarsal 324 distzl 1/6 Charrad on ana

; . *céndyle -
BOLL . d 5 . )
30. % Right tibia distal end Charred ..
= % fragment and portion of. -
g b . shaft T
. e W oW ” ' (Radius shaft portion Charred
. . o
8205 . !

Cne mammal ‘bone fragment, pirfly charred:

' MNine mammal bone fragments, charred . - 7

/\ . Tuenty msmmal bone frégments, calcined

87 71‘ B . B

) Tl VaE .Lne mammads bone fragment,scharred. .
/8355 . P
* g 31. .Large mammal® ° . Long bona shaft.portion
o / 8630 L CE
: 4 1+ [ . One bona portion, charred
8120 5% . 5
+ 1. uoodland \Saribou Right talus ,’ i
(Ranaifer tarandus’ : : o




APPERDIX 11~

FEATURE 1 -

836
1.

FEATURE 6

8313
6.

-oodland Daritou

(Randifer tarandus
AL s

caribou

Hoodland Caribou

arfbu 1)

FEATJRE 7 o

8312
20,

..

45—
¢

Larce mammal ®

mﬁuﬂland Earihau
R

32

SPECTMENS WITH BUTCHERING MARKS

Right frontal bone portion
pedu:le for untler .
,

Left frontal bome portion

. with pedicle for antler

" Long bone portion

Right Frantal bone portion
with pedifle for antler

Long bone shaft portion

"Antler pedicle and nése .

of antler

Antler portion

Three cut marks
noted on pedicle; -
butchering N

Straight .edge on

. break of pedicle

© Cut ma

supnests butcher-

:ﬁ 10> cut marks
edicle; butch-

ering . s

Five cuf rnarks y
of podicle, butcn-
ering

in pedicle *

o

Two cut marks on. *
cuter surface;
butchsring ' * *

Three deep cut. *

. marfs in pedicle, <~

* removal of

. aotler;

_butchesing

Three short cut

merks on extaripr
surface, one deep
cut mgrk on inter-

_ior surfacas

3

Antler pacicle cut to_
remove antler,

cut narks noted -
‘on antler; butchering
Four cut marks,
butchering



33 .

o :

FEATURE 7 (continued) ~  ° .

- WoodLad Sarbou”
{Rannifer tarandus

BT Right metopodisl 384

distal 1/5

. caribou) "
FEATURE 13 " -
856

_ 2C. uoodland Caribou

(Rannifer tarandus:
ceribou)

o8 . - ’ '
| uae? by ¥ o a B
: P:Z. i Long bone ‘shaft portion
R220° ., ¥ e B
22, stioodland Ceribou Long hane

shaft portion
(Rangifer tarandus <y
caribou) B

Radius shaft portion

w o - £
© L eais : . -
430 -" _Long bene shaft portjen
o aT gt P . Long bone shaft port
22, ne T ¥ "

23, u : R

. -t . pues . or - TS 2

Mammal

~ APPERDIX 11

Right humun;s shaft portion

. Three cut marks

Cut -narks at oreak B
on uesteriof side,

uut:v.:hLﬂmg\k

‘Tuh cut marks just
shove bresk T
tistel end, butcher—
ing
~Thrze decp cut merks

inio one surface from
border, butchering

‘Three faint cutmarks
in one surface,.

. butchering.

. Teo cut marks on .
. surface; butchering

Mcks cut.of one
torder\in 2 cnnl _ve
area, "pyk
irying to sr[lzt. tne .
barie; batchéring ?

in

traichs rdos suggest
bucha

roozn, .'c-ae:ing
or artifact



Tila = 0

FZATURE 13 (continued)
B354

45; Unndland Caribau
- (R:

38. targe mammal

82190

45."woodland’ Caribau-
(Ranoifer tarsndus
~ gar =8

453. »

46. Large mammal

W, e

FEATURE 14

N
B660 R

1. uoodland Caribou
(Ranaifer tarandus

caribou) -

@651

B64LY

Proxinal phalanx mfsing

P

e von f

APPEHIIX 11 .

Two cut mérks on ‘the
interiar; butchering

Metatarsal 38k shart—_
portion -

Long hone shaft portion -+ [One end has an cven
<% = ~preak, notch cut into
one sige, butcharing

Left humerus shaftWportion tne long faint cut mark
A doun- shaft; butchering

Left calcancus articular
- end uurtxun

5ix shallow notches cut
out of shaft; butcher-
ing

Four cut marks nated,

Long bone shaft ‘pertion 3
. alsu partly charred;

- R . butchering .
] 5 . Two cut marks-nated’ an -
sheft surface; butcher-
ing

Proximal ;hala\'x, nissing
part:of proximal end

“Sharp borders sugnest
sutchering

Anth{r portion Cut marks at:both ands,
- ) : ‘hutchering

‘fireak. has’ Vary sharp-
edge, possibly butch-
ering 5

partof proxinal end




/ S
Vo F g
s % /
-
. N
[ fypee fa AT .
FEATUARE 14 (continued) © .; /
" 17, uoodland Caribou  Humerus shaft/Aoition near
i

(Rannifer tggénuus distal engd
- . + caribou) :

\FSAT"URE 15

8305 %
v LE. g Left. humerus distal end
-~ “portion ) .
? %
e
¥ 48, : . "

s4. . N Lert metatarsal 384
S R, distal 1/5
LB &
E . 56. s [ Long bone end fragment
8309 L .
“,o v, Laft humerus distal end,
i condylar portion
3. " Laft metatarsal 30k
distal 1/5, young adu}t
;UG L Left radius portion,
proximal end ;
b 8304
3h. i ' Antler portion +
) wloC L t humerus distal end
BT portion with 1 condyle
8307 T

Left frontal bone portior

with antlarﬁrﬂcle

* straight ed

tne dewp o inte
surface; butchering

Condyle cut with
cut .
surface’;

marks on,me
butcharine

‘Cut acfoss condyle with
‘straicht edge, possibly

butchering

Twn arooves cut on

anterior aurface; 2
faint cut marks on
pesterior surface;

Jbutchering.

tne edge sharply cut,
butchering:

‘ Oreak.very flat actoss

caondyle; possible

butchering

Three cut marks on

anterior surface;
tchering

Two cut marks on ore

surface, butchering -

a

!
Gne cut rh:rk near
break; butchering, ?

Cut mgrks on surface

- butshering

Ten cut marks in
pedicle, antler renoved,
butcheringy



~ FEATURE 15 (continued)

~

‘8306 °

* 16. -uoodland Caribou
. . {Rannifer tarandus

pecp cut murks. on -
Soth sides of pedicle,

= caribou) hutt’ﬁr_r)nq -
_— 1y,
8305 d LI
C25. Wl .* . Right redius proximal. -  Two cut marks on
i . ~1 . end-- v shaft; butchering
42, " |, “-Right hunérus distal end Condyle cub across
Z - < . portion P with very .straight,
& W . . L - edge, passibly. butch-
E § o= s ) ering
43, K . LI K £
© Tu, u, Left ‘humerus Wistal end <y - .
. ; “ . portion .
SO . ; i
45, L Right hunerus disr.al end A
Vo Aprt :ion o 3
a308 - » .
> 20, - . Left Rumerus distal end S
"o - purtinn
8311 g % . 3 5
2. noey Ftnntal bane gorticn Deep golne id pagicle
» mi%h Er\:ler pedicle and two cut & k n
- - pedicl, Butchoah
O ;
. e 7 & il 5 ¥ .
FEATURE 16 oy .
. fwsz. . . Ly )
7. L : Scne portion X Very) straight edge
P . < R . »el:x'uss ons end sug-
% ' 5 e 515” butcha: rmq
8769-u o . f
5. w o Thres brakun borders.
8 o . have very sherp edges
i S _ . possibly frem butch-
. - ering
Sguare 57 3 N e 7 . P
2. LA © Antler pedicle- 4 . Marks in pedicle,
* d o | . 8 3 sfijler rewovad,. puien-
W p . # ‘,‘_ Q@ ~ering

at TR . 5




] . A
137 B
! g
5 & . )
FEATURE 16 (continded) % @ ¥
Square 57 (continued) 7 5 5 = i
3. Large mammal- ! Lonq bone shafg portien’ ‘Cut ndrks at one
! ® s N " bréak-and four desres-
n , sinns from hits ?,
>4 - 5 butetering
4. L I ‘I Dne cut mark near
. break, butchering
“ 3 !
5221 . 7 ; @
31. Yiaodlang Caribge  "Fénur shaft portion, - - Tud concove areas on |
“(Rannifer tarvandus . b gach border, outchers, |
caribou) . g, R B ing . Yy
32 LN ~% 0 & tne-concave arga on
* % o border, butchering
67701 s T o v S
9. ] " ¢ Right frontal hbone with Cut marks in podicle,
. pedicle’ for antler antler removed,
, 3 butchering
59, L - Lmj\q bpne end Fragment One deep cut mark,
. ‘\ E possiwle but:hrring
60. w . - Humerus di tal End’JznrtSnn Two geen cut marks,
likaly - ) butcharing .
SATURE 17 § § (: ' e
v » -
8u47 A .
2. n - Left, fused radius am:\ «Five cut marks in
' \ - ulna. distgl - =urf cce near breaic,
= =dult, epiphysesl i e m:ran '
T v still evident 2 “
G. LU .iRgdius shaft portion; . - Thres cut ‘marks in’
. N | 2'fitted piefes, Y .’ surface, butchering
11, : w oy Calcaneus shaft; immaturs__ Cu% marks on shafg, =
. " lacking. ‘epiphysis. 23}y - butehering
41, Richt met :ax\ "'fw s 3Cut mbTRekelow br
distal 1/6 = » ’on potleriorsurfacey
5 2 = a Y
42, Long bone shaft .portion " Bréck Bt one

smooth; 2 cu




.‘ < e T F s “ 1) i
» <7 3 A
FEATURE 17 (continued) A : . s
‘Bb7Ccontinudd) - . T F . ; 5
43. Lapga mamhal . Lann-boné Bhaft porticn. -Tuo cut
: - BT SRR . * on outer, surfac
2w hutchering )

"M FEATURE
. B389

. ‘Calconeus portion Tun cuted
i o= anticular end © . ering ; ,

Distal-znd cut across
Gumin, brow tine cut

. o HY .
. “Antler- hase portion 3
L L off; buteh

Right talus portion

ib shaft portion
‘: .
Laft calcaneus. portion
" articular end:

I " © -Rib hgad por

¢ e E N .

2a7. 7
oy " ‘ Rinht frontal Hone por
; 5, . with antler nedicle
+ 8550 . .
Cné marial bone fortion with sne
o Surface, possibly butcBering B
o o o g \; B . g %
Ve : i N . = 0% .




FEATURE SN
grzs L

"woodland F-d'lhuu

cEribou)

(Rannifer tirandus

“Right talis

Riont fused radius and
ulnz shaft portion

Left Frontal bone Uurtxun
with antler peﬂicle

etotereal 3847
=1 end fragment and
partizn of shaft

Rib shaft Aortion’

Left .frontal m:mz purunn
with antler panxcle

Right ulna proximal 1/4 -

F'runtal hunz with purtian

.af ped)cle

er]ht frontal hone uith
untlar pedicle

_Rib shaft portion -

2-fitied pisces .

Cut marks on podicle

surface;

. But nak

=T
_—
—
FEint cut merks
radius; hu.cl"e.nnl‘
» o

eniler !'.Jﬂc\lLd
!’Jutl:.mrinq

Straight odne of hresk
suzgests uifhering
Three cut rorks nated
on ang sme- bytcher-
iro T

“Lre cut nark et Yase

of pedicle; 2 on
podicle; sutchoring *

Tue lanc

butcher:

and cne s: ua.ﬁ ecgd;
butchering .

: Tmu cui-mdrks @t
distal enc of ,'mdh:ls,
butchering




~0 FEATURE .

8832
1. " uoodland Garibou

- (Ranoifer torsndus  frol
caribou) v i

t tibia shaft portion
proximal 1/2

8872 . & oo b
“1d. Lo L ' ' .
- (1ikely), . Lona bone ‘'shafg portion ~  Concevs deprassion m
- . . e one horier, possiblle
Y e tutchering L F
8372 . .., 8 . § ¥
1. Woodland Caribou Antler portion- . Strainght cdne sugnests
(Ranoifir tarandus ) butcharing .
e caribou) > & o
8322 CHE e C .
‘1. LI ¥etatarsel 384 distal . Thre: cut marks on
1/5 . o @ posterior surfuco;
: . . outcharing . ¢
2. oo .. Right metagorsal 384 Tuo cut marks on N
: L - .distsl 1/@ anterior surfece;
i : s B Lutchering B
s et L * Left scapula proximal end Tua cui

7 * portion : body; butc
* W : Left talus, erodad Tuwa cut on Sur-
) " . facs; butcher gy
a73 .
L L x Metatarssl 384 distal 1/8  Four cut macks on

rosierior surfzce
" just balow break;
butcharing”

Y n o : Right calcaneus distal 1/3 .
27. L Metatursal 38k shaft . Six cuz' arks on one :
- N portion’ N side, Eutchering

29. Fammal - . Bone portion i Tuo zut rarks;
. . * g butchering

Souare 49 *

Six cat

135, Mammal, . Lono bone shaft portion



0 FgHTURE
Square 49 ( continued) -

135. -Hoocland Caribou
. (Rangifer’ tarandus ’

caribou)
137. L »
138, w '

~e

Sb. L
35. »
.
35. L
7. " R
© 38, Larye’ mannal

0951
2. " =

R

Left hetatarsal 384 distal
1/6 '\ s,

Proxisal phalanx, proximal
2/3 .

Long bone shaft portion

Right uetatarssl 384,
distal’l/8

Proximal phalanx

~ - Y

- Metatg¥sal 384 cistal 1/6
/

anz’xer oedicle

Lel'/Frnn..al bone ui‘

F‘rax‘mal phalanx, poster-
'hu“ 1/2 of shaft

" Long bone shaft portion

= @

Two cui marks on
surface; butchering
Tws cut marksy
butcnering

.
Threu cut seTks on
antericr surface

just bezlpw break,

2 on pesterior surfacz,
- buteharing

Tuo cut marks n @
proximal end; buich- .~
+ ering S
Tun Cut kerks o - -
shaft just atove the
#reak; ouschering |

Tuo ‘:u rarks on -

nos

beluu

ing

Tuwe cut

pedicl

Broken a¢ne s:irainht,

cut marks surface:
butchering i
an ce derresced areas

on skaft, caused &
hits ?; butcl

One end cutTOfT ang

surface emodthed, -2
cut marks; Luich';r.mj

. Four falnt strize”
. - neBrone end, -wseibly
i . Buteherimy o e
i "
-, oid



. (] . U+ FEATURE ’ - .

8355 = 4 ] .
% 16. . Yondland Goribou  Rikht frontsl bane pﬂrhiun Antlar el arr 2,
/ (Rano Lorandus  with nntler uumcle . 5 cut murks; b
tiou) ing ¢

2 u " " nethpodial 284 distal end le wopuers to
portion T as
o : saanth;
- B .
I - aks? . 5 . 5
7., Large mammal ' . Long'bone sheft portion - Dne ofd cut sitainht
: : L ) #  across; butcharing
8654 : ' '
47. vammal fBone fragrent- - One cut merk on
\ 3 . % e § “surface; butcnering
R 4 5% 4 . il g S
5k B .
10. uoodlang Caribou Frontal bone fragmant Five cui werks cn
‘ » ., (Rannifertarandus with antler psdicle -pedicle; tutchering
carihou) P - ]
rihou 2 . -
8392 « . )
33, il + Left scepula‘proximsl 1/6
B : pns:i:w
: 3288 : . .
' 3. " Wetatarsal 324 shaft |, . %ino cut
o portion o side; bu n
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G n Probable Cultural Affiliation of Artifacts
" IH:As.trated in Plates XV-XXXVII in "The & o i
" Beothucks" by J.P.- Howley (1915)  * . A
\ s — - -
© Plate . * Figure Dorset:. Belo thuk Maritime
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XIX 19 ’ oL . X
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4 13-19 X
. . 20-237 7 o il .
: wo 1200 - P s d
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i w .
-~ 55, 567 . »
- . 577 . i - .
S ConLvses o Txe
60-63 X ; -
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XXII 1 Xz
- ' 27 . X ;o
8 . h 68 X2
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