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Abstract

The Labrador landscape is littered with the remnants of sod houses that cannot be readily
associated with a specific ethnic -oup because of the rapid adoption of this methc  >f
construction by Labrador Inuit, Europeans and culturally-mixed families. Sod houses
occupied by culturally mixed fz ilies of Labrador Inuit and Europeans, which arc  day
known as Labrador Métis, have not previously been studied, so a nineteenth-century
Labrador Métis sod house (FkI 1) was excavated and a1 yzed. The results w
compared with contemporary | idor Inuit and European sites to determine the
distinguishing features of early culturally mixed families and to develop an initial
archaeological definition that can be used to identify Lab .or Métis sod houses.
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1.0 Chapter 1 — Introduction
The sout rn Labrador coast includes many remains of sod houses identified and

recorded over the past 30 years of archaeological work by researchers such as Auger
(1989), Kaplan (1983), Rankin (2004) and Stopp (2002). Sod houses are easily visible on
the landscape and provide a we.  h of information concerning life in Labrador during the
last few hundred years. These uctures were first introduced to Labrador by the Inuit,
yet their suitability to the local vironment saw them rapidly adopted and adapted by
Europeans. On the surface the Inuit and European sod houses are virtually identical,
which complicates research re  ed to the culture history of the Labrador coast. This
research is tfurther complicated in southern Labrador during the nineteenth century by the

adoption of sod houses by ano  :r group, the Labrador Métis.

The Labrador Métis identify themselves as the descendants of mixed marriages
between Labrador Inuit women and European men. These ethnically mixed fam es
practiced an economic and resource procurement strategy that was different than both
Labrador Inu and Europeans, but it is unclear how the existence of a possibly hybrid
culture would affect sod houses in southern Labrador. Until sod houses occupied by
mixed-families are better un  stood, a methodology to identify the cuitural affiliation of
these structures cannot be developed. The research presented here is a preliminary step in

developing such a methodology.

Through the excavation of an identified nineteenth-century ethnically 1  xed sod

house structi |, referred tc Fl I, near the >f North River, insot emn



Labrador (Figures 1 & 2), data has been gathered related to the architecture, lifeways and
use of space witt  the structure. This data has been analyzed and compared to oth
previously excavated contemporary [nuit and European structures in Labrador to a1 ver

the following questions:
(1) What defines an ethnically mixed family’s artifact assemblage in Labrador?
(2) What defines an ethnically mixed family's architecture in Labrador?

(3) How does an ethnically mixed site compare to contemporary Labrador Inuit

and European sites?

(4) Are there enough di  rences between an ethnically mixed site, Labrador Inuit
sites and European sites to justify a separate archaeological definition for the

Labrador Métis?

In answerit these four questions [ explore whether the hybrid nature of an ethnica -
mixed family is visible within sod houses and if there are enough differences between sod
houses to differentiate those occupied by an ethnically mixed family from those occupied
by an Inuitor E Jpean family. Indoir 5o, [ will be evaluating whether the cr¢  ion of
an archaeological definition fi Labrador Métis culture would be appropriate for future
research, and if so, which cha :tenistics could be used for the creation of such a

definition.









Bay, Labrador. Chapter 3 ends with a description of the architectural features identified at

FkBg-24, and what these features suggest about lifeways.

Chapter 4 analyzes the a1 act assemblage collected from FkBg-24. The ar acts
are divided into functional groups and are described in detail. The spatial distribution of
these artifacts is also analyzed. Finally, the faunal assemblage is described and an. zed.
These many different sources of  formation are used to determine the daily lifew: ;of

the former occupants of FkBg-24.

Chapter 5 compares the chitecture and artifact assemblage of FkBg-24 to similar
data from contemporary Inuit and European sites in Labrador. Where possible, the types,
ratios and function of the artifacts, fauna and architecture are analyzed to determine how
FkBg-24 compares to contemporary Labrador Inuit and European sites, and what features

are untique to each.

Chapter 6 brings the information from previous chapters together to propose an
interpretation of the lifeways of F.._. 2-24 in Sandwich Bay, which has been divided into

activities, architecture, and foodways.

Chapti 7 reviews my research questions and suggests possible avenues of future

research that could build upon my conclusions.



2.0 Chapter 2 — Context
This thesis tackles a regic  population and time period that is poorly documented;

the nineteenth-century ethnically mixed families of Sandwich Bay. I[n order to better
understand this region, a context for the period and population must be developed. Four
sources of data are available: ex  t archaeological data, documentary records, his!  ic
maps and ethnographic studies. Unfortunately, few of these sources refer specifically to
Sandwich Bay, Labrador, but can still be used in a critical fashion. I first summarize the
difficulties in a) lying each data source to Sandwich Bay and then critically evalt e
these sources to develop a cultural and historical context for life in Sandwich Bay during
the historic era. Generally, the sources discussed focus on the post-contact period in

Labrador, but a variety of other time periods are also explored.

2.1 Past Research - The Sources

2.1.1 Archaeological Resear<« in Sandwich Bay
Post-contact archaeolc " :al research in Labrador has been concentrated in the

north and south of the Labrad: coast. Until recently, S lwich Bay has not been :
focus of archaeological research. William Fitzhugh conducted archaeological surveys
from Hamilton Inlet to the no iern tip of Labrador durii  the 1970’s and 1980’s and the
results of these surveys encouraged ott  -esearchers, such as Jordan (1978), Jurakic
(2007), Kaplan (1983), Lorit  (19¢ , Schledermann (1971), and Wooliett (1999, 2003),
to conduct further research in the region. In southern Labrador, some significant sites in
the Strait of lle Isle were excavated in the late 1970s and 1980s, for example Red Bay,
which helped to spur on surveys and excavations in that region (Auger 1987, 1989; Tuck

1983).



This early research suggested that Hamilton Inlet was the southern [imit of the
occupation range of the Labrador Inuit and was fully discussed in the 1980 issue of the
journal Etudes/Inuit/Studies. Hamilton Inlet was established as the southern limit of
occupation based on historic documents, ethnographic data and limited archaeological
research in southern Labrador.  w  ‘er, recent research by Auger (1989), Brewster
(2005, 2006), Rankin (2004) and Stopp (2002) has proven that the Inuit were living at
least as far south as Sandwich Bay, and their movements possibly extended to the Strait

of Belle Isle.

Several obstacles have, until recently, prevented study of the Inuit who may have
resided south of Hamilton Inlet. For example, from Sandwich Bay south, Europe s
adopted a sod dwelling similar to Inuit structures. Because Inuit, European settlers,
seasonal fishermen and Labrador Métis all used sod dwellings, and thesc dwelling:  ave
left a virtually identical archaeological signature, it has been difficult for researchers to
specifically target any of these cultures. Auger (1989), Stopp (2002) and Rankin (2004,
2005) have identified a large 1 mber of sod houses in the region, but have rarcly been

able to assign ethnic affiliation to these dwellings.

Another obstacle that s limited our understanding of the Inuit in southern
Labrador is the lack of nineteenth-century archaeological research conducted in  abrador.
The majority of the archaeological research has focussed on the pre- and carly- ntact
periods (eg. Kaplan 1983; Schledermann 1971). Research has been completed on
eighteenth-century European sites, such as Stage Cove, to determine how the r  tionship

between Inuit and Europeans was changing (McAleesc 1991), but little archae H»gical
7



research has been completed between eighteenth-century : . present day Labrador, an

important period in Inuit and La  dor Métis settlement history.

2.1.2 Documentary Records
There are few document " records concerning the history of Sandwich Bay. To

the north of San  vich Bay, Mo ‘ian missionaries and the Hudson’s Bay Compar  kept
detailed records etween the eighteenth century and twentieth century, and to the south
the Anglican Church and indep dent merchants did the same. A few records detailing
life in Sandwich Bay during the late eighteenth century were kept by George Cartwright,
an carly trader who operated in southern Labrador (Stopp 2008; Townsend 1911).
However, detailed records were not kept again until the late nineteenth century when the
Hudson’s Bay Company entered the region. There were other merchants active in
Sandwich Bay between the two periods, Nobel and Pinsent and Hunt and Henley, but
neither group’s records managed to survive to the present day. Furthermore. ere was no
permanent religious institution in the region until late in the nineteenth century so little
data can be recovered in churc archives. However, many religious leaders travi  ed
through the region sporadically and several collections of pictures dating to the late
nineteer ~ ce iry can be attributed tc  ese indivic | (Kennedy 1992; Rompk  1996;
Townsend [911). These picti s, taken by both Grenfell and Curwen, are from [over
the southern Labrador region d often detail the daily life of the regions inhabitants. The
Curwen pictures specifically show the exterior and interior of structures occupied by
ethnically mixed families and seasonal fishermen and include descriptions of the images

(Rompkey 1' ).



2.1.3 Historic Maps
Detailed maps of Labrad  have been produced since the early [500s. Many use

local toponyms 1t reference the cultures the cartographer encountered (Martijn 1980).
Nevertheless, hi ric maps must be examined critically because it is not always clear if
the toponyms are placed correctly or which cultural group they refer to. In Labrac  ‘The
Land of the Esk 10s” was often placed on maps, but it is uncertain who is referred to as
‘Eskimos.” This term might ha  been used to refer to the Inuit, Innu or some other
cultural group. For example, the ‘Country of the Eskimaux’, present on both the (  :bec
north shore and the southern cc  t of Newfoundland on the 1703 Delisle map, probably
refers to another Aboriginal gr. 5 (Martijn 1980:81). This problem is compounded
because early maps were used in the development of later ones without critical editing,
and toponyms must be traced back through original maps in an attempt to understand how
these arcas received their names. C _ ctions of Aboriginal groups are sometiimes rawn
on the maps but the images are not detailed enough to indicate the cultural group
represented. For example, the Pierre Desceliers map of 1546 clearly depicts people
whaling from an open boat off the Labrador coast, but it is unknown whether these

whalers are Inuit, Basque or some other group (Martijn 1980:78).

2.1.4 Cultural Anthropology Data Sources

Anthropological and  inographic research on both Inuit and European
communities 1s been done 1 oughout the coast of Labrador, but Sandwich Bay falls on
the periphery again. Zimmerly (1975) and Ben-Dor (1966) conducted anthropological

research in northern Labrador during the 1960’s. These researchers used documents

compiled by Moravian missionaries and the Hubson’s Bay Company, alongsic

9




participant observation in northern Labrador to investigate culture patterns north of
Hamilton Inlet.  southern Labrador, Kennedy (1988, 1995, 1996) accomplished a
similar feat by conducting interviews and consulting other documentary evidence, but

only limited research was conducted in Sandwich Bay.

2.2 Culture History

In the following section [ provide a culture history of Sandwich Bay by
integrating the four data sources in order to provide a context for Labrador Métis
development.  ita from northern and southern Labrador is compared and, where
possible, the concerns related to the use of these different data sources are addressed.
Because the Labrador Métis culture developed from the interactions of several different
cultures, I examine the differe; :ulture groups influencing life in Sandwich Bay

including the Labrador Inuit, the French and British.

2.2.1 Inuit in Sandwich Bay

Inuit « ture, originally refi  d to as Thule, first developed in Alaska around
1000 Common Era (C.E.) and rapidly spread across the Canadian high arctic. The Inuit
entered Labrador, most likely through Baffin Island, rov "tly 1400 C.E. and beg
populating the coast (Kaplan 1983:1). The Inuit were present in Sandwich Bay and

southern Labrador as early as the seventeenth century (Brewster 2005:122).

When the Inuit entered Labrador, they continued to practice a maritime focused
economy, b: d primarily on the hunting of whales and seals, developed in the Arctic.

However, many of the anim.  resources in Labrador follow different migratory patterns

10



and exhibit seasonal fluctuations in population. In order to survive in this environment,
the [abrador Inuit adopted a system of transhumance to harvest specific resources in
particular places when those resources were at their highest concentration. Even though
the Labrador Inuit would often travel long distances to harvest the appropriate resc  ce,
they were considered only semi-nomadic since they followed a similar round each year
(Kaplan 1983, 1985; Kaplan and Woollett 2000; Schledermann 1971; Woollett 1999,
2003). Since the Inuit would return to the same locations every year, they were able to
expend more energy and resources at specific locations. For example, they constructed
substantial semi-subterranean v iter dwellings and fishing weirs at key locales. In
southern Labrador there is little evidence that the Inuit continued to hunt whales, but it is
evident that they maintained the marine focus with an emphasis on the seal hunt (Kaplan

1983, 1985: Woollett 2003).

Changes to traditional Inuit culture occurred immediately following contact with
Europeans, and by the nineteenth century most aspects of traditional Inuit culture had
been altered to incorporate European technology. During the sixteenth-century contact
period, the Labrador Inuit beg 1 adapting European goods and tools to function within
Inuit culture. 1 the beginning these goods were obtained through trading, attacking,
stealing and scavenging from Europeans (Barkham 1980; Bratt 1984; LeHuenen 1984;
Loewen 199¢  During the sixteenth and early seventeenth centuries, the Labra r Inuit
were the dominant party in most of these transactions, and were able to incorporate the
European presence and goods into their traditional lifeway (Brewster 2005, 2006; Hawkes
19 yre 1! 1¢ 3, i; Trudel 1980).
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2.2.2 Early French Settlers
The Fren  were active in Labrador between 1713 and 1763, when control «

Labrador was ceded to the British (Anderson 1984; Trudel 1977, 1980). Independent
traders and seasonal fishermen were the first to enter the rc  “on, but the French
government quickly realized the potential for profitable trade for goods from northern
Labrador, like baleen, whale bone and seal. To maximize this potential the French
government began encouragii  settlement of southern Labrador with an emp!  is on
developing and  aintaining pos  ve relationships with the local Inuit (Auger 1989;

Kaplan 1983, 1985; Tanner 19« | Trudel 1977, 1980).

Nevertheless, there is debate concerning the success of French trade with - Inuit.
While many traders, such as Jolliet and Fornel, were very successful and reported iendly
interactions with both the Inuit 1d Innu, the settlers’ reports were not as positive (Kaplan
1983; Loring 1992:161-164; Trudel 1977, 1980). The settlers often complained to the
French government that the Int  were violent, untrustworthy and were as likely to attack
and raid as they were to trade. A common request to the French government was to
establish more forts along the coas! 1d to send more soldiers to prevent Inuit vic nce.
The French se 2rs may have had poor relationships with the Inuit because they were in
direct competition for the same resources. French settlers often established their
settlements in good seal hunting locations (Auger 1989:28-30; Kaplan 1985:57-58).
Since the major winter focus of the Inuit subsistence economy was the seal hunt, they
would have used the same locations that the French were settling. This wouldt ‘e

placed French settlers and the Inuit in competition for prime seal hunting locati s and

14



the valuable resources they prov  d (Auger 1989; Kaplan 1983, 1985; Tanner 47,

Trudel 1977, 1980).

Itis also ssible that these hostile encounters were greatly exaggerated because
French settlers wanted a greater French military presence to regulate the settlements and
protect them from raids by English and American fishermen. Despite the supposed
increase in hostilities with the Inuit, the French sett  ; managed to maintain settle :nts
on the coast of southern Labrador up until the 1783 Treaty of Paris. This treaty returned
control of coastal Labrador to the British, who promptly outlawed permanent settlement
on the coast. French settlers were forced to abandon their settlements and either live in
hiding or return to French controlled regions, such as the French Shore of Newfoundland

(Auger 1989; Kaplan 1983, 1985; Trudel 1977, 1980).

Multiethnic children have likely been present in Labrador since [Zuropcans began
resource procurement in the region durii  the sixteenth century. Seasonal European
settlers would often take Inuit women as temporary wives while in Labrador and would
then abandon them when they returned to Europe. When the abandoned women returned
to their families, any children resultii  from of these relationships would have b 1
adopted into the women’s family (Ben-Dor 1966). The degree to which these children
were accepted as Inuit is debatable. During the later period, in central and northern
Labrador, the Moravians witnessed the emergence of the Kablunangajuit, which is the
Inuit term for half-white. Hov  ser, it has been argued that the emergence of the
Kablunangajuit is the direct result of the Moravian emphasis on the European ti  is in

these children (Ben-Dor 1966; Kennedy 1995:8-9).
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2.2.3 English Settlement
Once Eng d gained cont | of the Labrador coast in 1763, the situation in

southern Labrador changed (Kennedy 1995:8). The British were not initially interested in
trade relations with the Inuit and were very concerned about hostilitics between the
British and the Inuit. The British government wanted to maintain the safety of the
seasonal fishermen, so they soon  tlawed the permanent settlement of Labrad  in order
to minimize competition for resources, and stop some of the hostile encounters that
threatened the seasonal cod fishery (Auger 1989; Brice-Bennett 1981; Cabak and Loring

2000; Kaplan 1983, 1985; Loring 1992; Townsend 1911).

The British also tried to protect the seasonal fishery by allowing Moravian
missionaries to develop permanent mission stations in northern Labrador. The Moravians
began operating on the Labrador coast in the mid to late ¢ "iteenth century, establishing
their first mission in Nainin 17" (Brice-Bennett 1981; Cabak 1991). They werc
interested in converting the Lat  lor Inuit to Christianity, while trying to preserve
traditional Inuit culture. To accomplish these goals, the Moravians attempted to minimize
contact between the Inuit and E opeans in the south by trading European goods, which
were in high demand from their northerly mission stations. This method also allowed for
the development of an Inuit cor  egation, but varied in success over time in  ation to
the availability of local resources and presence of other European merchants in central
Labrador. Moravian records indicate that if animal resources were poor, and if there was

no other source of European goods, the Inuit gravitated to the mission stations, but if
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animals were plentiful or independent traders were in southern Labrador, the numb  of

Inuit who would continue to camp around the missions decreased (Brice-Bennett 1 1),

During the late eighteenth century, independent traders began intensifying their
activities in southern Labrador.” zse traders were harvesting resources, such as cod and
salmon, and trading with Inuit for other goods. This proved to be a very profitable
venture. Soon after independent trade began, hostile encounters between merchant and
trade companies, who were in competition for prime cod and salmon fishing locations,
increased which led the British government to change its position on year round
settlement. For example, reports from Captain George Cartwright that stated the Nobel
and Pinsent group were infring  ; on his fishing and trading stations led directly to the
decision to allow Captain Carty  ght to establish permanent, year-round stations and
habitations to protect his own interests and maintain ownership of specific fishing stations
(Anderson 1984; Auger 1989; Kaplan 1983, 1985; Kennedy 1988, 1992, 1995; Tanner

1947; Townsend 191 1; Zimme ' 1975).

2.2.4 First Métis
While ildren of mixe ethnicity were already present in Labrador, the Labrador

Meétis do not become a visibly distinct culture until the late eighteenth or early ni  teenth
centuries. The decision to allow year round settlement on the Labrador coast may have

led to the devi pment of Lab  1or Métis society.

The various independent traders on the coast would bring trained workers, such as
fishers and coopers, from Europe to work a variety of jobs. While working in coastal

Labrador these Euro  in men would often take Inuit wives. In many cases, once a man’s
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contract with his merchant was cc  sleted, he would remain to establish a homestead with
his Inuit wife. The reasons these European men wanted to settle permanently in Labrador
is not well recorded, but it has been suggested that the merchants were encouraging these
men to stay (Patricia Way, persor communication, 2008). [t was more profitable to
outfit these settler families on a credit system to harvest local resources than to hire and
pay workers to do the same as part of the merchant organization. Also, during times of
war, British men sometimes dese  d their ship in Labrador to avoid being conscripted
into the navy and settled along the coast. These trends led to a rapid increase of the
permanent population in southern Labrador (Anderson 1984; Auger 1989; Cal  and
Loring 2000; Davis 1981; Kaplan 1983, 1985; Kennedy 1988, 1992, 1995; Townsend

1911).

Following 1763, the Eur :an male population in southern Labrador rose rapidly,
but few European women have been reported as living on the Labrador coast (Thornton
1977). This shortage of Europe  women resulted in settlers often chose Inuit women for
wives (Kennedy 1995:246). The children that resulted from these marriages were raised
within a mixed household, and jo  to both European and Inuit culture (Anderson
1984; Kennedy 1988, 1992, 1995). though children of mixed backgrounds were
born during the French period, it is not until the nineteenth century that modern day

Labrador Métis developed as a distinct culture.

Labrador Métis children acquired the skills traditionally associated with the Inuit,
which would have been beneficial for survival in coastal Labrador. At the same !t e,

these children: ohadaEurc nbacl ound. Moravian missionaries list indiv: 1ality,
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a sense of hard work, and the participation in a cash economy as their European va es. It
is sometimes su  sted that the  ly Labrador Métis were fully incorporated into bc

Inuit and European society and were rarely thought of as a separate unique culture (Ben-
Dor 1966:156; Kennedy 1995). owever, it is also reported that the Labrador  [étis were
not fully accepted into either society, but were vital to both because of their unique skills
(Kennedy 2005). The Inuit fou the Labrador Métis beneficial middle men when
trading with Europeans, and the iropeans often hired Labrador Métis to work at their
resource procurement locations because they were self-sufficient. As a result, Labrador
Meétis tended to marry other Labrador Métis instead of European and Inuit spouses,
creating a new hybrid culture t  reinforced and intensified their differencestot h

European and Inuit cultures in Labrador.

Today, Labrador Métis identify themselves as the descendants of early m  :d
marriages between European men and [nuit women because marriages to [nuit w  nen
were much more common than marriages to Innu women, who resided further from areas

of European settlement.

2.3 Labrado1r Iétis Lifeways
Labrador Métis followed a seasonally based resource procurement sched 2,

which incorporated elements of both Inuit and European culture. Subsistence resources
were procured to supply the b isehold for the year. This included locally available
resources, such as wild foods, and wood. While this is similar to the Inuit tradit n,
Labrador Métis usually limited their transhumance to two, and sometimes three specific

r. urce procurement locations thror  ~ out the year.
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Procuring sources for personal household use was ongoing throughout the year.
Many of the resources sought could be obtained simultaneously. Entire families wo 2d
to harvest these resources in order to obtain a large enough surplus so that extra food
would not have to be obtained frc  traders. The major resources were: fish, se  bird,
wild game, berries and wild plants for food; wood, rock and sod for construction; and fuel

for heat and cooking. Other resources were sought when needed (Kennedy 1995).

The Labrador Métis also worked to procure resources that were in demand by
European traders. This included harvesting fish, furs and seal products, which was
undertaken by both nuclear families and by the combined efforts of several families,
depending on the season and the resources sought (Kennedy 1995:89). These resources
were bartered for supplies that were not locally available, such as musket balls, ceramics

and smoking pipes (Kaplan 1985; Kennedy 1995).

During the nineteenth ce ury, trade became much more important for survival.
Because of a pr  :rence for European foods, like tea and bread, local residents sought
food items, as well as hunting and fishing gear, and other household items from tr  zrs.

In Labrador, tre : was conducted on a barter system, with the use of coinage being rare.
Local residents often made arra ements to obtain goods on a credit basis, which would
force them to deliver most of their harvested resources to the same merchant each year
(Kennedy 1995). If the value of the resources given to the trader was greater than the
credit given the year prior, the trader was supposed to pay cash to make up the difference,
but this rarely occurred. In good seasons both residents and traders would break even, but

whenever there was a poor season the local residents would accumulate debt. f the
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season was poor a | residents were not able to harvest enough resources to pay off the
debt, then the trader would often extend credit for the next year. This would begin a
cycle of debt that was very difficult for residents to emerge from as they were obligated to
return to the same trader ever year to pay off the debt. This cycle was even more difficult
to break if the resident fished from a location or with a trader’s gear. This would lower
the value of the fish obtained, and made it nearly impossible to become debt free

(Kennedy 1995:97).

During the nineteenth century, traders generally controlled the Labrador coast but
local residents di have one method to help alleviate the problem of access to goods -
trade with American fishermen operating on the c it of Li  1dor. The Americans had
arrangements all ving them to fish in Labrador, but they were forbidden to develo
settlements or tc  ade with local residents (Kennedy 1995:97-98). Court documents
indicate that American fishermen simply = ored this regulation and traded with local
residents for goods that would help supplement the profits of the fishing trip (Kennedy
1995:97-98). These American fishermen would either barter with food or items tt  were
in high demand on the Labrador coast, such as gunpowder or domestic items, but there is
evidence that they would also pay in cash, allowii  residents to pay off some of their debt
with local traders. It is argued that this process was vital for the local residents of coastal
Labrador and allowed them to regain some measure of control and independence m the

traders (Kennedy 1995:97-98).
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2.3.1 Salmon Fishery
Preparatic  for the salmon fishery sometimes began as early as March, but usually

not until May or June. Salmon were caught in the mouths of rivers during spawnii
season, using her 1 gill-style nets placed just below the water perpendicular to the  ore.
At company locations a series of nets were situated to create a pound, which was very

effective but required more nets and manpower (Kennedy 1995:104).

Salmon would be split along the spine, thoroughly cleaned and placed in barrels of
salt and pickled for preservation. The preserved salmon would be shipped out of

Labrador each fall (Kennedy 1995:104).

Although salting was the primary preservation method until the 1920s, attempts
were made at freezing and canning salmon prior to shipping. It is reported that canning
began in the 1860s, but this pra e did not last and completely disappeared by 1917

(Kennedy 1995:104-105).

2.3.2 Cod Fishery
The cod fishery began mid-July and was normally practiced around the outer

islands. Participation in the cod fishery would normally require the family to move to a
summer habitation site for easier access to the cod during the short season. The degree to
which local residents relied on the cod fishery is unknown but some cod was probably
harvested by each family (Anderson 1984; Kennedy 1995:106). There were two major
methods of harvesting cod. The first was through the use of a hand line withab ed
hook or a lead jigger. This method requires the lowest investment of resources and would

normally be practiced by individual fishermen. The seci . method made use of movable
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cod seines and stationary cod traps. Cod seines and traps, which were rented from local
traders, would be placed in the ws -, perpendicular to land, and allow for large catches of
cod. Because of the labour intensive nature of this fishing method and the further labour
required to process the large quantity of fish, the use of seines and traps would require

several families to come together (Kennedy 1995:106-107).

Cod were processed by re  ving the head, splitting and cleaning the fish before
stackii and heavily salting the ¢ | to preserve them. Once the salting process was
complete, the cod were dried in the sun. This required cons t supervision to ensure that
the cod were not exposed to moisture or intense heat. The processing of cod was
normally left to the women and child 1| while the men continued to fish (Kennedy

1995:107).

2.3.3 Sealing
There are five species of seal that frequent the coast of Labrador: harp, har ur,

bearded, grey, and ringed. The most common seal is harp and it was harvested twice a
year, during spring and fall, when it migrated up and down the coast of Labrador (Kaplan
1985). Seals w :hunted in two ways. Firearms or harpoons were used to hunt
individual seals. This method v ; conducted by individual hunters acting independently
from other families or traders. The second method required nets and was more intensive.
Gill nets were set up across channels or among islands to ensnare the seals, but stopper
nets were also used. Like gill nets, stopper nets are set up across channels, but this
required two nets. When a large pod of seals en  d the channel the nets were raised,

entrapping the seals, and maki.  the  easier to harvest (Ke: :dy 1995:108-109).
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required as fuel for cooking anc zat, and for the construction and repair of winter and
summer dwellings. Local inhabitants chose spruce, fir, juniper and birch. It is debated
how the wood was used in construction. According to one source, the Inuitdid n use a
saw pit to cut logs but used whole logs instead (Kennedy 1995), whereas Europeans are
believed to have primarily used hewn logs in construction (Anderson 1984; Kennedy

1995; Tanner 1947).

Plants were also gathered throughout the year for food and as medicinal cures.
Blueberries, partridge berries . 1 bake apples are recorded as the primary food plant and
are found in large numbers throughout Labrador. Medicinal plants, which were gathered
as they became available, inc e spruce, juniper, and roots (Kennedy 1995; Ta zr

1947).

The final major activi  was hunting. Hunting was conducted througho the year
on an opportunistic basis. If food was scarce, or if there was a period of time where there
were no other activities being conducted, people would also go out in search of  ime.
The importance of hunting fi food is not well documented but the faunal collections
suggest that it was very sign cant. Unfortunately, this information was not recorded by
religious officials, travelers 1 local traders who made visits to settler families in
Labrador. Visitors would have been treated as important guests in the home, and would
have been served prestige food items, like canned meat, purchased from traders. Most of
the meals recorded are of this nature, but the high cost of these foods makes i nlikely

that the consumption of canned meat was normal in everyday life. It is more ely that
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local animals we more importa to daily subsistence (Kennedy 1995:108-110; Sterns

1884).

There are many species of animals in southern Labrador that would have b 1
hunted for food. These include caribou, rabbits and birds (with a specific focus on the
ptarmigan), but it is likely that © al inhabitants would target any animal that was needed.
Hunting was normally conducted with firearms, and during the nineteenth century this
took the form of muskets that 1  d both musket balls for larger game and lead shot for

smaller mammr s and bird (K¢ edy 1995:110).

2.3.6 Focus of Sandwich Bay
While all of these activities were pursued on the coast of Labrador, regional

variations in the environment  uld encourage local specialization. For example,
Kennedy (1995) reports that in the Strait of Belle Isle, there was an intensified focus on
activities that occur in the outer islands, like cod fishing and seal hunting, but there is less
of a focus on interior activities, like trapping and salmon fishing. In Sandwich Bay, the
focus was on interior resources and salmon fishing. Th  are many river systems in
Sandwich Bay, such as E "¢ River, Paradise River and North River, which act as natural
highways into the interior and ar¢  ajor salm«  fishing locations. This led to a focus on
trapping and salmon fishing, and a decreased reliance on cod fishing and seal hunting.
Anderson (1984) proposed that salmon fishing was so lucrative that river mouth locations
became year round habitation sites and outer island settlements, and the associated

activities that took place tt 2, were unnecessary. While this is a compelling gument, it
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is more likely that local inhabitants still occupied the outer island sites but for ¢ rter

periods of the year (Tanner 1947; Zimmerly 1975).

2.4 Chapter Summary
This chapter has outlined research in Labrador relevant to interpreting activities

that occurred at FkBg-24. While southern and northern Labrador had been studied for a

long time, the L rador Métis of Sandwich Bay have been underrepresented.

Ethnically mixed familir  :an be connected to the Inuit, French and British
cultures in the post-contact period, but the emergence of the Labrador Métis as a distinct
cultural group can only be positively traced back to the late eighteenth and early
nineteenth centuries. The Labrador Métis lifeway was focussed on a series of seasonal
rounds used to harvest resourc.  for personal consumption and for trade with local

merchants.
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3.0 Chapter 3 — Methodology

3.1 Site History
The site of FkBg-24 (Snack Cove 18) was initially recorded by Dr. Lisa Rankin

during the summer of 2001 (Rar n 2002). The site consisted of a rectangular sod
structurc and a 3m by 1m pit a few meters to the northwest of the structure (Figure 3 &
4). Two test pits were placed on the site during that season, Test Pit | to the soutt tthe
structure and Test Pit 2 in what s since been designated Feature 1. No further study
was possible that year. During the following year, Dr. Rankin returned to the site and dug
two additional test pits, Test Pit A in the center of the west wall and Test Pit B to the
northeast of the structure (Figure 5). Upon analysis, the artifacts recovered trom these
test pits indicated that this was kely al »itation site occupied during the nincteenth
century. No cultural affiliation for the site was noted. The artifacts were all of European
origin, but th¢  -esence of European goods was not enough to determine the cultural
affiliation of sod house’s inhabitants. The rapid adoption and adaptation of European
goods into traditional Inuit an Labrador Métis lifeways and the proliferation o: 1ixed
families in southern Labrador resulted in Inuit sites having a large quantity and variety of
European goods (Cabak and Loring 2000). Therefore Dr. Rankin was unable to

determine if the house had been occup | by European, Inuit or Labrador Métis residents.
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company Hunt & Henley (Fitzh = 2000) or that he may have deserted from a ship for
unknown reasons (Davis 1981). However he ended up in Labrador, he appearstol e

established his home on North River.

Charles Williams married a woman named Mary in 1848. Little is known  out
Mary, but genealogies suggest that she was a Métis woman of Scottish and Inuit ancestry
(Patricia Way, personal communication, 2008). Mary is not mentioned in the 1863/1864
census and may have been dead by this time (Patricia Way, personal communication,
2008). Religious leaders, such [ erend Hutchinson and Reverend Gordon, often
comment that most men had taken up living with local women becausc of the lack
European women in Labrador (Gordon 1972). Charles and Mary had several chi  en
together, most of whom established homes for themselves around North River (Patricia

Way, personal communication, 2008).

While it is difficult to determine when FkBg-24 was first constructed, it zven
more difficult to determine when it was abandoned. Reverend Henry Gordon  :ribes in
detail the residents of North River in 1915, and the only occupied structure on that side of
the river was owned and occi  ed by Aunt Nancy Williams, however it is recorded as
being further up the river than FkE 24 (Gordon 1972). Because Reverend Gordon
makes no reference to the FkBg-24 structure it is likely that it was abandoned by 1915
(Gordon 1972). The site was most likely abandoned sometime between the death of

Charles Williams in 1879 and 1915.
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3.2 Site Description
FkBg-24 is a sod structure near the mouth of North River (Figure 8). The sod

structure 1s rectangular with the long axis running east-west. The walls are defined by
large moun measuring between Im to 3m wide and Im to 2m high. These mounds
enclose an area of 10m by «+ 1 (33ft by 13ft), making the interior of the structi : roughly
40m” (131 ft*) in size. There is an obvious gap in the center of the south wall that faces
towards the mouth of North River. This gap likely represents the entrance inf the
structure. A trench surrour the sod walls. The placement of this structure allows a
person to easily observe the mouth of North River, but the site is not easily seen when

entering North River by bo

Figure 8 - FkBg-24

FkBg-24 is located in a clearing on the north shore of North River. The clearing
is surrounded by a series of terraces to the east, trees to the north and west, ar a marsh
and brook to the south. A freshwater brook, named ‘Little Brook’, runs from the interior

of the Porcupine Strand reg n, along the bottom of the terraces, next to the structure and
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finally to the beach of North River. The presence of this brook makes the surror  ding
area very marshy (Figure 9). Most of the vegetation around the clearii is  ass, moss
and some small alders. The trees around the clearing are all coniferous trees that are
found throughout the region. Berries including: blueberries, juniper berries, and
bakeapples grow around the clearing. The terrace to the northeast of the structure is
covered primarily by sand, wi  vegetation. The terrace allows for easy observation of
both North River and Sandwich Bay. Also, the terrace and Little Brook would allow for

easy travel into the interior of the on to harvest resources.

3.3 Excavation
During the summer of 2008, eight weeks were sp :excavatit FkI 24. A 40

unit grid was set up inside the house structure with each unit measuring Im* (Figure 10).
Unfortunately, when the grid was set up the majority of the gear had not arrived 1d we
did not have a compass or other method to determine the bearing, so the decision was
made to make e long axis grid nc 1, making grid north magnetic east. Throughout this

document the grid directions will be made explicit.
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ure 9 - Areas Surrounding FkBg-24
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Figure 11 - FkBg-24 Location of Datums

Initially two trenches along the long and short axes of the structure were
excavated. The short axis trench began in front of the entrance to the structure ¢ | ended
on top of a visible mound of rocks (Feature 1) in the ¢ ter of the north wall. The long
axis trench went from the top of a mound, referred to as Feature 2, in the center of the
east end of the structure to the far wall in the west end of the structure. Units were
considered . mplete when -  sterile layer, a light brown sandy layer with ma - small
beach pebbles, was visible. There were no artifacts recovered from this layer and a
selection of units, first N9, E8, followed by N8, E9 and finally N7, E9, were excavated up

to 30cm into the sterile layer to ensure there were no other cultural ©  :rs below.

Upon completion of the long axis trench, profiles were drawn for both the east and
west walls. These profiles (Figure 12, 13 &14) indicate the primary stratigrap ¢ layers
that extended into the rest of the structure. Layer | included the sod and roots. Layer 1
was mostly sterile, but sometimes had artifacts near the interface with Layer 2. Layer 2
was a dark grey sandy soil that was found throughout the site. While this layer had some

artifacts, but they w  predominately iron nails. There was also some heavily
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decomposed wood in this layer. Layer 3 was a light yellow sand layer. This layer was
found only in the grid south end of the house, starting at unit N10, E8. Small artifacts,
such as beads, were recovered in the upper part of this layer and larger artifacts are found
near the interface with Layer 4. Layer 4 was a thick black organic layert  was found
throughout the structure. Most of the artifacts recovered from FkBg-24 ¢ e from this
layer, suggesting that Layer 4 was the main occupation layer. Layer 4 went sterile
towards the interface with [ rer 5, and stopped abruptly with the presence of avily
decomposed wood and iron nails. Layer 5 was stertle and the limit of excavation. It
consisted of light brown sand, small beach pebbles and resembled the current  achfront.
Layer 6 was dense grey clay found only in the grid North of the structure, past N13, ES.
Few artifacts came from this layer. Layer 7 was a thick charcoal lens below L rer 6.
Like Layer 6, Layer 7 was only found in the grid north end of the structure, past N13, ES8.

Artifacts were recovered from this layer, all of which show evidence of b ing.

The presence of iron nails, wood and lack of other artifacts suggest that Layer 2
was the roof collapse. The 1d und in Layer 3 was aeolian and very similar to the sand
found on top of the terrace to the north and east of the structure. The sit ~iri s of the
sand and the creation of a large sterile mound in the grid south end of the stru. ire, which
was origina ' referred to as Feature 2, suggests that Layer 3 was a layer of sand that has
blown into the structure, post-abandonment, from the terrace above. The presence of this
layer below the potential roof collapse, suggests that the sand was able to blow into the

structure prior to the roof ¢ apsing over the grid south end of the structure.
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A possible explanation is that the east end of the structure collapsed first and the west end
remained standing for a period of time, allowing sand from the upper terrace to enter the

structure.

Lay 4 wasthe occ ation layer. The presence of decomposed wood d nails at
the bottom of this layer, combined with the paucity of artifacts in Layer 4, sug st that
there was a wooden floor tc 1is structure. In one corner of the structure the wood was
intact enough to be recorded. [t appeared to be logs that were sawn in half, with the cut
side placed down. These logs were running along the long axis of the structure. The gap
between the heaviest concentration of artifacts and this floor also suggests that there may
have been some sort of cov  ng over the wooden floor. This could possibly | ve been a
second wooden floor built higher up, or some other sort of organic covering. Layer 6 was

associated with Layer 7. L. >r 7 was likely a burning event.

After profiles of the trench were completed, micromorphol: “:al soil samples
were taken ong the north ll of the trench. These samples were collected by forcing a
plastic electrical box into the wall and the gently removing the box so that the soil
remains inside. A sample was tal ym the center of each unit in the occupation layer.
These sam| s were sent tc  r. Richard Josephs, in the Department of Geolo  and
Geological Engineering at the University of North Dakota, to be analyzed for indicators

of the functional use of space across the structure.

Up  completion of the two trenches we began excavating the rest of e interior

of the structure. The rest of the structure expressed the same stratigraphy exposed in the
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trench. Once the interior of the structure was excavated, we placed units on the wi  s.
The grid was expanded into each wall until the excavation passed halfway through the
mound. Because of time constraints, only one unit was extended into both sides of the
entrance and into each of the other walls. These units contained few artifacts an the
ones collected were near the ¢ face. These mounds had a simple stratigraphy of surface,
brown soil and sterile sand, and resulted from sod being piled up on the outside  a
wooden wall to add insulation. The pits around the structure are also most likely the

result of the removal of sods and soil to create the sod mounds.

After excavation was complcte on the interior of the structure, we scarched for the
midden area. There were no« vious mounds of refuse anywhere near the structure, so a
series of 50cm? test pits were dug around the structure 1m apart from each « ier (Figure
[5). Midden :st Area | (MTAI1) was on the east side of the structure and consisted of
nine test pits. Midden Test * :a 2 (MTAZ2) was on the south side of the structure, crossed
the front of the entrance, and consisted of nine test pits. Midden Test Area 3 (MTA 3)
was on the west side of the st cture and consisted of six test pits. Midden Test Area 4
(MTA 4) was on the north side of the structure and consisted of nine test pits. = ¢ test
pits i n MTA 1 dZ re ive with a variety of artifacts. The strongest concentration
of artifacts was recorded on both sides of the entrance, with fewer artifacts recorded
further away from the entrance. MTA 3 and 4 were sterile. Six test pits were also placed
around the pit to the northwest of the s cture in an attempt to determine any p  sible
function of this pit. These te pits had a layer of decomposed wood, which was not seen
in any of the ¢ ertestareas, d no artifacts.

44



jure 15 - FkBg-24 Midden Test Areas

When the season was over, the site was backfilled and the sods returned. A
sample of the iron nails recovered over the field season was brought back to be further
analyzed, but most of them were reburied after they were analyzed and counted. Nails
were placed in three plastic bags and buried in the center of the structure. A permanent
datum was set up 5Sm to the west of the structure and was identified by a la  : iron spike
that was embedded into the ground. This datum was used to map in the structure, grid,

test pits and surrounding area with a Total Station.

3.3 Architectural Features
Many architectural features located throughout the course of the excave n

helped shed " * t on the layout of the structure and its construction (F* e 5).
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Figure 16 - FkBg-24 Featy

Two mounds were evident prior to excavation. The first, referred to as Feature 1,
was in the center of the nor  wall, across from the entrance. Many rocks were visible
through the sod prior to ex: ‘ation. Test pits placed in this feature in 2001 produced
historic artifacts and charcoal. The charcoal and rocks suggested that Feature | was a
hearth feature. Once Feature | was completely uncovered, it appeared to be a rock
collapse. After the feature s mapped, we removed the rocks and exposed a flat stone
platform which measured slightly less than Im*, and a nall rock wall on the cast side of
the platfor: that reached a height of approximately 30cm (Figure 17). The collapsed
rocks could have formed other rock walls around the platform. The presence of charcoal,
burned artifacts and part of 1 iron stove suggests that this is a stove platform with the
rock walls built as a heat shield to protect the wooden structure. The lack of burning and
discoloration of the rocks does not suggest that this platform represents an open fireplace.
These heat shields are present in the pictures of sod structures from the late r  zteenth

century, though they generally appear to be simple piles of rocks, not platforms and walls
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Feature 4 was located * the northwest corner of the structure is identified by a
noticeable dip in the stratigraphy roughly [.5m? and 30cm deep. The artifacts associated
with Feature 4 suggest that it is a storage pit. A wide variety of ceramics, beads and pipes
were found in this pit and many of the types and designs on the artifacts found in the pit
are not found anywhere else within the structure (see Chapter 4). A wooden hinge and
strapping was located near the p of the dip where it is level with the occupation layer of

the rest of the floor, st 1estit  that there was a wooden door for this storage space.

An overall picture of the structure can be pieced together from the stratigraphy
and features found during the excavation. The structure was made primarily of wood
tastened with wrought nails. There was a wooden floor and walls, most likely 1 e from
split logs. The roof had a wo  2n substructure and may have been covered with cither
sods, or birch bark, both are recorded as having been used (Stopp 2008:66). The poor
state of preservation of the m Hrity of the wooden structure does not allow speculation
on the specific construction techniques used. Sod mounds were piled on the outside of
the structure to provide extra stabil  and insulation. These sods were cut immediately
around the outside of the walls, creating trenches. The entrance was placed in the center
of the south wall, which faced out towards the mouth of North River. The presence of

window glass suggests that there were also windows in the structure.

Based on the excavation, the structure had a sing  open room (10m by 4m or 33
ft by 13ft) with roughly 40m* (131 ft*) of floor space. The iron cooking stove was placed
in the center of the north wall on a rock platform to help prevent fires. A chimney was

most likely present. There was no evidence to suggest how this chimney was 1 de, but
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the two recorded possibilities are iron stove pipes or old barrels placed on top  the roof
to direct smoke out of the structure (Kennedy 1995). There was a storage space below
the floor in  : northwest corner accessed by a trap door, and a second st 3e space in

the northeast corner for bar s and storage chests.

It is unclear where the occupants slept in the structure. The records ar pictures
suggest two possibilities. F it, they may have slept on the floor near the stove (Cabak
1991). Second, there may . re been sleeping shelves built into the walls, which would
have also fi :tioned as seating space (Rompkey 1996). It is presently unclear which

style of sleeping arrangeme  was used for this struct

The rimary midden areas were in front of the entrance and on the east side of the
structure. A pit, approximately one meter deep, located to the north of the structure,
containing a large amount « lecomposing wood, was most likely the remains of a saw
pit. Local residents report that saw pits were common place and consisted ot it
roughly 3m long with wooden structure built above them. Saw pits were used by two
people to cut log and would have been important for the construction of this wooden

structure.

Micromorpholigical data helped to confirm many of the observations ade
throughou! 1 excavation (Appendix C). The micromorphology confirmed the aeolian
nature of the sand in Layer 3, the dark organic soil of Layer 4 was consis 1t with an
wooden occupation floor, and a heavy concentration of charcoal in the east end of the

¢ cture supports the presence of a burning event.
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3.4 Chapter Summary
This chapter described the site FkBg-24. It outlines the genealogical records,

maps and historic documents  ed to identify the sod structure as the probable house

occupied by Charles Williams during the mid to late nineteenth century.

The second section outlined the methodology used to excavate FkE 24 and

discusses of some of the conclusions based on the excavation.

The third section discussed the features identified during the excavation and

described their use within the structure.
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4.0 Chapter 4 - Artifact Description
Chapter 4 ac ~ :sses the artifacts recovered from FkBg-24. The artifacts have

been divided into classes and will be discussed in turn. The chapter describes the artifacts

and their distribution in relation to functional divisions of space. While many different

activities can be related to the assemblage, construction and domestic activities are

dominant (Appendix A). W n discussing artifact distribution, the maps and descriptions |
are related to grid directions 1d not magnetic directions. Figure 19 shows the osition of

the grid witl | the structure.

DDDD

sure 19 - Position of Grid within Structure
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4.1 Hunting/Fishing/Trappi

4.1.1 Firearms
Evidence for fircarms at FkBg-24 comes  m four sources; trigger guards,

percussion caps, gunflints anc ad projectiles. A total of three trigger guards were
recovered, two made of iron a | one made of copper. There are no noticeable marks or

engravings on any of the trigger guards.

The 16 percussion caps recovered were made from copper. Copper percussion
cap production began after 1t ) to replace gunflints (Miller et al. 2000:14). Four
percussion caps were recovered in the west half of the structure, and 12 in the east half.
Eight of the percussion caps found in the east half of the structure were found clustered
around N11-12, E8-9, while the other four were randomly spread throughout that half of

the structure.

4.1.2 Gunflints and Flint (' 12)
Of the 42 pieces of flint recovered from FkBg-24, 12 were gunflints (Figure 20).

All of the gu lints were British blade style gunflints, which were the most common type
during the nineteenth century (Witthoft 1966:34). All but one was black, grey and
translucent. The exception was white, ey and opaque, which is evidence of being heat
treated (Amanda Crompton, personal com nication, 2008). ...z gunflints w: : all
distributed in a cluster at N11-13, E7-9, suggesting that they may have been stored next to
the entrance. All of the flints show evidence of use, and many on more than one side.
This suggests that there was mited access to new flints, so older ones were used as much

as possible.
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4.1.3 Lead Projectiles (N=379)
Three hundred and seventy nine lead projectiles were recovered throug ut the

structure. 1  ir diameter was measured to the closest millimetre and then converted to
inches to conform to the sta ard method of describing lead projectiles (Table 1). The
categories of lead projectiles described by Hamilton (1976:33) and Auger (1989:186)

were used to be consistent v h other sites from southern Labrador.

Bird shot measures between 0.79” and 0.196” in diameter and makes up the
largest portion of the assembl:  : (67%), the majority measuring 0.196” in diameter.
Buck shot measures between 0.236” and 0.314” in diameter and makes up 30% of the
assemblage, with the majority measurii  0.314” in diameter (Auger 1989:186; Hamilton

1976:33).

Musket balls measure over 0.551” in diameter and are typically used for hunting
large game. Musket balls form a small portion of the assemblage (3%), but only one
projectile is needed for each shot fired. Musket balls were recovered in a variety of
diameters, 1 can be associated with different types of guns (Table 1) (Auger 1989:188;
Hamilton 1976:33). Diameters of 0.551”” and 0.590” are associated with English trade
guns; diameters of 0.629” a1 0.669” with French guns, and diameters of 0.7’ and
0.748” with English guns (Auger 1989:188; Hamilton 1976:33). The present >f
percussion caps and gunflints imply that a minimum of two firearms were pr¢ nt within
the structure, but the calibre of the musket balls present at FkBg-24 suggest that there are

between three and five different calibre guns on site.
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lack of trapping and fishing equipment is that equipment was costly and was often rented

from the merchants and not returned to the settlements (Kennedy 1995:101).

4.2 Domestic Artifacts

4.2.1 Ceramics
A total of 768 ceramic sherds were recovered from FkBg-24. The majority of

these sherds, 51%, are from hollowware vessel forms, while only 7% are from atwarc
vessel forms (Table 2). On tial examination this suggests that there were a much larger
number of hollowware vess  than flatware vessels used within the structure, but the use

of sherd analysis is imprecise (Sussman 2000:103).

Table 2 - Ceramic Sherds from FkBg-24

| =orm ~per | Yo
 latware S I
Hollowware 393 b))
Unidentified 324 42
Total 768 100

A minimum vessel count of 82 was determined by examinit  vessel f n and
design. When studying periods before the nineteenth century, using ware types was the
primary method used to separate different vessels from one another (Majewski and
O’Brien 1987:105). When dealing with nineteenth-century ceramics, this method is
called into question because the three major ware types; creamware, pearlware and
whiteware, are difficult to« ti1 1ish from one another (Majewski and O’Brien
1987:129). Furthermore, ceramics were advertised and sold based on their design, rather

than their ware type (Majewski and O’Brien 1987:105). Table 3 presents the numbers
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ware type and general designs are not as useful as they might appear. Researchers often
use very narrow date ranges for ware types and designs, but their date ranges often differ
(Cabak 1991:204). This has created much confusion and disagreement within t
archaeological community. Combined with the difficulty in identifying specific CC ware
types, this makes the dates obtained from ware type and design suspect. In order to
circumvent this issue, [ comp d a series of different accepted date ranges for ware types
and designs and combined the date ranges to obtain the most inclusive and accurate date

range possible.

The three major sources used were Cabak (1991), who had previou ' d this
with a series of other sources, Crompton (2001), who developed a ceramic comparative
collection for the Provincial Museum of Newfoundland and Labrador, and Miller et al.
(2000), who compiled a series of date ranges for a wide variety of historic artifacts. The
results of this compilation are that most of the designs and wares were available from the
early to mid nineteenth cent / until the end of the nineteenth century or are still
available today (Table 9). Two exceptions to this are the shell edged and handpainted
designs. Shell edged appears to have been unavailable after 1835, and handpa ted

designs appear to have beer ncommon on CC ware types after 1L.J (Miller et al. 2000).
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Ceramics were generally scattered in the east end ol e structure (Figure 2°
However, in the west end of the structure there are two concentrations. The first is next
to the door and the second is in the southwest corner of the structure. These
concentrations could represent storage arcas along the walls that collapsed during or post-

abandonment.

4.2.2 Clay Tobacco Pipes (N=1260)
One thousand, two hund  and sixty pipe fragments were recovered throu  >ut

the structure. Of the 639 pipe stem fragments recovered, a total of 544 could have their
bore diameter measured. This measurement was done using a drill bit set in accor  nce
with the Harrington method. Si - four percent of the pipe stems recovered had a bore
diameter of 5/64”, while 33% h: a bore diameter of 4/64”. Pipe stems witha ore
diameter of 6/64” made up 3% of the assemblage (Table 11). Harrington (1954) observed
the correlation between the bor¢  ameter and approximate date of occupation and
Binford (1978) developed this it » a formula that uses bore diameters to discern an
approximate middle date for the :cupation. This formula is restricted to Eng  h  pes
that date earlier than 1780. Since my assemblage does not mect either of these

restrictions, I chose not to attempt to use the formula.

70










stamped impression of ‘Glasgow” and ‘London’ indicate they were produced after 1891.

After 1891 regulations forced importers to put the city of origin on clay tobacco pipes

(Sudbury 2006:35).
Table 12 - Maker's Marks on Pipe Stems
Location NMequfacturer Number vaie”
Glasgow | v. mcwor 1l & Co. 3 1891-1968
Glasgow | William Wprr= & Qnne 1 | [®01-1085 |
...London ...Large 1 v
Total 5 |

A total of 553 pipe bowl fragments were recovered from FkBg-24. These pipe
bowls can be separated into different designs (Table 13). While this method gives a
breakdown of the design elements among the pipe bowl fragments, it is possible that it
may be distorted as many of the different fr  nents fit together to form single pipe bowls.
Also, many of the pipe bowl frag nts that fall within the ‘Ribbed; Leaves along seams’
design would likely fit within a different category if refitted with their other fragiments.
However, due to 2 large number of small fragments and difficulty in refitting pipe bowl

fragments, | continued with this method, while kecping its v knesses in mind.

Eight dist :t pipe bowl des s are apparent within the assemblage, but none of
the designs could be traced to a specific manufacturer. In most cases having initials on a

bowl would be beneficial for dating and sourcing the pipes, unfortunately ‘TD’ initials are

? Oswald 1975
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spread randomly, but none are present around Feature 1 or along the north wall (Figure
28).
4.2.3 Cutlery (N=10)

Two composite forks were recovercd from the structure (Figure 29). The i
portion had two prongs and was attached to the handle by having the two bone halves
riveted to either side. The bone handle was bevelled and had cross hatching and incised
diagonal lines on alternating faces. The forks were found in N13-14, E6. Three iron

spoons were alsc :covered in the west end of the structure.

Five knives were recovel They all possessed iron blades with bone riveted )
the base to create a handle. Three are kitchen knives. The fourth is a small folding 1ife.
The blade is folded in and rusted so it is impossible to determine if it is a regular fc  ing
knife or a straight cdge razor. While folding knives may have functioned as general
purpose knives, the records indic 2 tl  they were also used during meals and considered
cutlery (Cabak 1991). The fifth knife has a broken blade. The handle is larger and a
different form than the kitchen knives, and has the letters *WI’ etched into one side
(Figure 30). The knives were scattered randomly throughout the east half of the structure

(Figure 31).
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4.2.4 Glass Vessels (N=5)
Thirty four sherds of glass vessels were identified in the assemblage, and th

were reassembled into five distinct gl vessels which remain incomplete. The fir
vessel is a large square bodied green soda glass bottle. A square mark with an R is on the
bottom, but no other numbers or letters are legible. There are panels on all four sides, but
none have any noticeable markings. The second vessel is a dark brown translucent bottle.
It is round bodied, but only one 1y sherd and a mouth fragment were recovered, so
little else can be determined. The third vessel is a green translucent bottle with  square
body that rounds towards the top. There are no designs or markings anywhere on the
recovered fragments. The fourth vessel is clear glass with a small square body. There are
panels on all four sides. The letters ‘“VEG..” are visible on one side. There are no  her
markings on this vessel. The fif vessel is represented by two small ribbed clear glass
fragments. Because of the small fragments of this vessel all that can be said that the

vessel is thin bodied.
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Fragments of an iron bucket were recovered from N14, E8-9. These are the base
of a bucket and a wire handle. While fragmentary, some of the unidentifiable iron
recovered in the area may also be parts of the bucket. A clothing iron was recover  from
NI10, E9. It is missing the handle, we 1s 1822g and has no markings. An iron sc
weight was recovered from N11, E7. It is engraved with the number 5%, but has no units
and weighs 1148g. A copper thimble was located in N11, E9. This thimble has a series
of circular impressions around the body. Lamp mantel glass, which is identified based on
thickness and shape, is represented in the assemblage (N=5). This suggests oil lamps
were used as a source of light within the structure. A single whetstone was recovered and

is flat with an oval cross section.

4.2.7 Summary of Domestic Assemblage
The wide variety of design patterns on the ceramics is likely related to their

availability. T large number of hollowware bowls and mugs suggests that these were
the primary, everyday vessel forms used in the house. The flatware vessels:  primarily
transfer printed and are of higher value (Miller 1991). This suggests the possibility that
the flatware plates may not have functioned as everyday tableware. A preference in
hollowware over flatware as the predominant vessel form could be related to the type of
meals primarily consumed. Otto (1977) studied the relationship between ceramics, status
and preferred diet. He concluc  1thatacc lation exists between vessel form ar  the
type of diet consumed; hollow 1re vessels for liquid-based, communal meals, ai

flatware vessels for solid-based, individually portioned meals (Otto 1977:103).

Furtl  ore, the flatware vessels, with their varied decorative designs, may have been

81



used as decorative additions to the household (Deetz 1996:83) or as tableware for special
occasions (Otto 1977:103). This may also apply to some of the more decorative

hollowware vessels, like the creamer, serving bowl, cups and a transfer printed mv  with
an intricate story design. Hourglass-shaped mending holes are present in seven ceramics

sherds indicating that vessels were being repaired.

Some of the vessels also suggest that at least some of the occupants of the
structure were literate. Many of the transfer printed vessels have words and stories
incorporated into the designs, w ch suggests that at least one member of the household
was able to read, and the presence of inkwells suggests that someone in the house |d
was also able to write. Durit he nineteenth century, literacy was common in Er and,
and in Labrador, the Moravian missionaries were very successful in teaching the  al

residents to read and write, so it is possible that both Charles and Mary were literate.

The similarities between the knives and forks recovered suggest that they may
have been purchased as part of a set. If liquid-based meals are primarily consumed,
spoons would be the cutlery of choice, but forks and knives would be required when
consumit  solid-based meals. Glass vessels were also used for storage of liquids, which
may have included medicines or beverages. Food preparation was done on an iron stove

in an iron pot.

Besides food-related a1 acts, a wide variety of general activities are represented

in the domestic assemblage. A large amount of tobacco smoking occurred within the
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structure as was evident from the  separate clay pipes. Various pipe designs were

present, which can be traced to Scottish manufacturers.

A set of iron files was also present, which are common among nineteenth-century
sites, and used with whetstones f  maintenance and repair. A wide variety of other,

domestic artifacts were also reco  ed, but in limited numbers.

The ceramics as a whole  igest a date range between the carly-mid nineteenth
century and the beginning of the twentieth century. This long range could be. it :d to
either a lengthy period of occupation or to issues relating to availability or retention of
ceramics. Clay smoking pipes can also be used to refine the date of occupation for ¢
site. Unlike ceramics, clay pipes were designed to be used for short periods of time and
then discarded (Bradley 2000:1( . The date range obtained from thc pipc an: 'sis
suggests the late nineteenth cent y. This is based on the D. McDougall & Co. and
William White & Sons maker’s marks. Besides those two marks, no further refinement
of the date range is possible. The other maker’s marks are unknown and the desig  can
only be dated to the nineteenth  1tury. It is likely that this date range is near the

abandonment of the site.

4.3 Clothing

4.3.1 Buttons (N=54)
Fifty four buttons were covered from FkBg-24. There are 24 different button

forms and designs (Table 14, F* ires 33 & 34). The most common buttons are those

made from bone with four holes, and porcelain buttons with four holes. There are six
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fabric covered iron buttons. Other buttons types appear in small numbers. Of these, eight

are cast copper alloy with Hld gilding in the design.

South (1964, 1974) developed a date range for certain button styles based on
excavations of several sites with distinct occupations (Table 15). Based on South’s work
(1964, 1974) some of the buttons om FkBg-24 can be associated with the eighteenth
century, while others were not used after 1865. Instead, the buttons suggest a nineteenth-

century occupation that may have extended into the twentieth century.

The buttons were distributed in three clusters within the structure. The first is
N10-13, E6-10, the second is N14, E6-10 and the third is N4-8, E8-10 (Figure 35). The

porcelain buttons appear to cluster in the east end of the structure.

4.3.2 Beads (N=711)
Seven hundred and eleven beads were recovered at FkBg-24 and three bead types

dominate the assemblage. The most numerous is glass seed beads (N=677), followed by
facetted beads (N=19) and finally unique beads (N=15). The nineteenth century saw a
rapid expansion in bead production, so dating and sourcing them is impractical if not

impossible (Ka lins 1985:114).

Several colours of seed beads (type [a) were recovered, but blue, which make up
40% of the assemblage, and w e, which makes up 34% of the assemblage, are
dominant. Other colours are present but make up a minor _ it of the assemblage (Table

16).
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red lines (type IIj) and one isaw e bead with red and blue dots (type WIIIb). The¢ ther

eight resemble the shape of seed | 1ds, but are significantly larger.

The distribution of the beads within the structure is different from that of the other
functional categories in the artifact assemblage (Figure 35). The majority of the beads
were recovered in the west end of the structure. Of the 711 beads, 625 were recove 1 1in
the west end of the structure, and only 83 were found in the east end. Three were from
test pits in MTA 2. Beads constitute over half of the total artifacts from the west end of
the structure. Along with this, there are four noticeable clusters. The firstis N10-13, E7-
9, the second is N7-8, E7-8, the second is N4-7, E8-9 and the fourth is N6-9, E9-10.
These clusters do not seem to be  sociated with any specific type of bead but may be the
result of clothing storage in these areas. Perhaps, the west end of the structure functioned
as the women’s activity space. A second possibility is that the structure was divided along

public space in the west end of the structure and private space along the east end.

4.3.3 Fabric (N=2)
Two fragmentary pieces wool fabric were recovered from the south west corner

of the structure. Because of their small size and state of preservation, [ was unable to

discern their use.

4.3.4 Leather (' )
Two pieces of leather wi - recovered from the west end of the structure. One of

these pieces is in poor condition, while the other is in good condition and is embellished

with iron rivets. Another three pieces of leather were recovered from MTA 1 and 2. The
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two pieces recovered from MTA [ are in good condition and have sewing holes. MTA 2

contained the sole of a shoe, the ly identifiable item of clothing.

4.3.5 Summary of Clothing
Clothing and items of personal adornment are represented in the assemblage. The

large quantity of buttons and beads would have been used to decorate clothing. The use
of European style boots is suggested by a leather shoe sole. Jewellery is also evid t as
many of the beads recovered are types that are traditionally used in necklaces (Kai ins
1985). Overall, it is evident that European style clothing was being used by the occupants
of the structure, but the predominance of a large number of embroidery beads sug: st
they might be decoratit  their clothing in a manner that is common among the [nuit. The
use of embroidered beads is not culturally restricted to Labrador Inuit women, but zads
are recorded as a common trade item during the post-contact period (Jordan and Kaplan

1980: 40-43).

Most beads recovered from FkBg-24 are blue and white. Blue beads make up
almost half of the beads recove 1, with white beads close behind. This may represent
the personal preference of the household occupants but another explanation is that blue

and white beads were more available from the supplier.

The wide variety of different button designs could indicate that the family
possessed a large variety of clothit  or that the occupants were obtaining buttons ) repair
or replace buttons on their clothing. Replacement buttons styles would have been
restricted by what the merchar  would bring in and could result in a number of «  ferent

buttons styles used on each article of clothing, which is more likely.
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While the dimensions of the strapping are unable to suggest function, the
distribution within the structure 1y be able to do otherwise. A cluster of iron strapping
is located in N 14, E6 suggestii  that it is associated with either the same obje  or stored
together (Figure 36). The other two clusters are located along the south wall at N11-12,
E£9-10 and N14, E9. The locati. ; of these clusters suggest that storage space was

located along the walls.

4.4.3 Padlock
An iron padlock was also recovered from FkBg-24 in N12, E7 (Figure 36). Itisa

large, heavy iror adlock with ades . around the keyhole. It is covered with a layer of
corrosion, so any identifiable ki i remain hidden. Since a door lock was also
recovered, it is unlikely that this padlock was used in the same fashion. The padlock was
located near the cluster of iron stra, | ng and may have been used as a lock for a storage

chest.

4.4.4 Metal Can
A metal can with a dia  ter of 105mm was found in N10, E9 (Figure 36). The

can is missing a lid and corrosion has removed any identifiable markings. This artifact
may be associated with the salmon canr ©~ which began in the 1860s (Anderson 19:
or with canned foodstuffs purchased from the merchant, which became widely a=  lable

after 1837 (Miller et al. 2000:14).
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4.4.5 Summary of Storage
Many of the objects recovered from FkBg-24 were likely stored in storage ¢ sts,

next to the walls, or in a pit in the northwest corner (Figure 36). Thesec chests may have
also functioned as sleeping platforms, seats or work areas. Foodstuffs were likely stored
in barrels, which were concentrated in the northeast corner. With further research it may
be possible to determine what strapping is related to storage chests and which are related
to barrels, which would assist in refining where these two types of storage mediums are

located.

4.5 Architectural

4.5.1 Window Glass (N=156)
The window glass recov :d from FkBg-24 ranges from Imm to 4mm in

thickness (Table 20). Seventy four percent of the glass i1s 2mm thick and 22% is ] m
thick. Glass between 3mm and 4mm thick comprises a minor part of the collection.
There are two d  erent explanations for the differences in the thickness of the wir w
glass. The first is that there were several different windows made of glass that had
different thicknesses, and the second is that the thickness of the window "ass they had
varied significantly. From the amount of window ass recovered, it is diffict  to

determine concretely one way or the other.
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Table 20 - Thickness of Window Glass from FkBg-24

Thickness (mm) | Number | %
! 35 22
Z 116 74
3 4 3
A 1 l
Lota! 156 100

The majority of the window glass was distributed throughout the east end of the
structure with a gap in units N12-14, E8-10. The glass that was found in the west 1d of

the structure is evenly dispersed (Figure 37).

4.5.2 Nails (N=2593)
A total of 2593 iron nails were recovered from FkBg-24. A representative sample

was collected and conserved, but the majority were counted, examined for evidence of
reworking, and then reburied v en the site was backfilled. The majority of the nails were
fragmentary, but ten different types were identified (Table 21). The majority of the
identified nails were wrought with rose heads. Cut nails were also present. This
transition of wrought to cutna  would give a possible date for the site in the early
nineteenth century (Noél-Hume 1970:252-254), but the reuse of nails was common so
this date could possibly be p " :d later into the nineteenth century. There was no
evidence of modification on any of the recovered nails, but many of them were bent at a
45° angle. During excavation no patterning in the distribution of the nails was observed

that could indicate the functio >f the specific nail types.
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Finally, five hooked iron rods were recovered from the east end of the structure.
While they are corroded and ur  irked, some of their shapes resemble objects ide ified

by Auger (1989) as pot hooks.

4.5.5 Summary of Architectu |
The artifacts related to the architecture of the house indicate that the structure was

constructed primarily of wood and had at least one clear glass window. Brick we used
for an undetermined purpose within the structure, a door lock was used and the structure
was heated with an iron stove. No useful refinement of the date of occupation could be
determined, but the presence of cut nails st :ests that it was built or modified during the

nineteenth century.

The bent nails are likely the result of nails being used in the construction that were
longer than the thickness of the wood. As a result, the protruding ends were hammered
down in order not interfere with daily life. This trend, along with the large variety in the
nail types, suggests that there was limited selection in the sizes of the iron nails. A
second explanation is that the nails were purposefully bent inside of the structure to create

hooks to hang objects.

4.6 Other

4.6.1 Coins (N=3)
Three copper coins were recovered from FkBg-24 (Figures 38 & 39). Two are

dated 1813 and are labelled as 'Colonies of Essequebo & Demarary Token' and 'Georgius
I11 D.G. Rex' on one side. On the obverse they have an image of George 1Il. T  larger

coin is in near perfect condition and is ‘C  : Sti*  ’ and the smaller has much more wear
p
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4.6.4 Bone Artifacts

Thirty seven pieces of antler were recovered from FkBg-24. All of the antler
fragments have been shaped in some manner. Most fragments have been planed ¢ at
least one side, and many have three or four sides planed. The fragments often res: ble
rectangular or wedge-shaped objects, but no identifiable use is apparent. Some o' e
antler fragments were shaped to fit into a person’s hand and often have drilled holes.
These pieces are most likely to be used as antler handles for a utensil of some kir ~ The
antler fragments are mostly for 1 in the east end of the structure along the cast and south

walls.

Whale hunting was not a primary occupation for Labrador inhabitants during the
nineteenth century. There are records of some whaling being conducted around
Sandwich Bay, but this was mostly by European whalers conducting a scasonal int
(Kennedy 1995:132-139). The whale bone in the collection has been planed and drilled
to form what are most likely  1ners for a komatik sled (Kevin McAleese, pers:  al
communication, 2008). It is unlikely that they actively hunted whales, but most likely
scavenged the bones froma  -cass found in the region. There are several species of
whales that frequent the wat  of Sandwich Bay, but the species in the collection was not

determined.

4.7 Faunal Material (N=1062)
A total of 181 shell fr:  1ents were recovered from FkBg-24. Thesc are mostly

from unidentifiable bivalves, and are so fragmentary that an accurate count cé ot be

determined. Bivalves are available locally in the region, so they were lil  y being
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Bear, caribou, moose, porpoise/dolphin and arctic hare are all traditionally sought
as a food source (Ames 1977:212, 295-303). While some of the species, like bear, are
easier to hunt tn specific seasons they are all present throughout the year and would be
hunted if possil :. Caribou and moose are considered the preferred food animals. ut
there are many accounts of opportunistic hunting of other species to ensure an adequate
food supply. Because of their : body mass, caribou and moose may have bec
important sources of food. Th : are also many examples of porpoise/dolphin being

accidently trapped in fishing and sealing nets (Ames 1977:219).

Seals are used for both 1od and skins. Six different species of seal are found on
the Labrador coast and three are represented in the assemblage (Ames 1977:298; Brice-
Bennett 1977:99). Grey, harbour and ringed seals are present around Labrador
throughout the year, and ther: re are not good seasonal indicators. Seal meat was both
eaten and fed to dogs, and the skins were used in the production of clothes (Ames

1977:298).

Bird is also represented in the collection from FkBg-24 (Table 24). S
individuals were identified representing five different species. The owlan pt nigan are
present year-round and are often used as important secondary food sources in the fall and
winter months (Ames 1977:285). Ducks and gulls are common transitory species that are
available between the spring and fall, during which they are important sources of meat
and eggs (Ames 1977:287). The presence of duck and gull in the assemblage ggest that
the structure was occupied sometime between the spring and fall when these species were

in the area.
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pull sleds as transportation. The lack of any evidence for dogs, both inside and outside of
the structure, suggests that the  :upants either did not have any or they wer¢ ept away

from the structure in an area that was not tested.

The faunal collection is distributed in two clusters, which are not related
species, in the east end of the structure. The first and largest is in the northe.  corner
with numbers decreasing inre ion to distance from the corner. The second
concentration is located in N10-11, E9, next to the entrance. These concentrations likely

represented storage areas.

4.7.1 Summary of Faunal
The faunal assemblage suggests that mammal, bird, fish and bivalves were all

important for subsistence, with seals being the most numerous. Unfortunately, because of
the low MNI, and year-rounc ailability of most of the animals represented, no firm
seasonal occupation could be :termined. While present year round, many of the animals
are harvested in specific seasons. ...¢ only season that is not adequately represented is
the summer. This could suggest that the structure was abandoned during the summer or
that summer resources, such as salmon, may be absent from the assemblage because of
taphonomic processes or because it had a greater economic value as a trade item and was
not consumed by locals. Examples of both four season and three season occupations are
recorded in ¢ nineteenth ¢ tury to the north of Sandwich Bay (Brice-Benne

1977:179).
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4.8 Overall Distribution Patterns
Some distribution patterns are clear when looking at the structure as a whole

(Figure 40). First, a significant fference is apparent in the number of artifacts recovered
in each end of the structure. Of the total 3762 artifacts recovered inside the structure,
2744 (73%) were recovered in  : eastern half and 1018 (27%) from the western half.
This difference could be associated with different functional areas within the stru:  ire
that were not visible in the architecture, or it may be associated with the abandonment.
The majority of the artifacts in the west end of the structure, such as the beads, coins, and
cutlery, are associated with personal adornment and food consumption and the artifacts in
the east end of structure, such as iron strapping, are associated with storage. Mo of the
artifacts that would not have been used within the structure, such as firearms and the leg
trap, were also found in the east end of structure. This suggests the west end of the
structure was used for daily a  vities, while the east end was used for storage. A second
possibility is that the house was divided into public space, the west end, and pri- ¢
space, the east end. However, if the abandonment of the structure was related to the
collapse of the east end of the structure, the occupants may have returned to scavenge the

remaining possessions that were in the west end.
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A second observation is while artifacts cover most of the floor space, there are
some noticeable empty spaces their distribution. There are two artifact gaps in the east
end of the structure. The first is N11-15, E9 and the second 1s N12-14, E7 (Figure 40).
These gaps are possibly related to the presence of large objects occupying these spaces.
This is especially relevant for  : first gap which runs along the south wall and could
represent a bench or bed. In the west half of the structure there are gaps around Feature |,
which could relate to the continued cleaning required to dispose of the ash associated with

an iron stove.

A thit Hbservation is the distribution of the burnt and melted artifacts within the
structure. Burnt artifacts are spread thror 1out the east end of the structure; however of a
total 113 burnt artifacts, 51 were clustered in an area of 2m? in the northeast corner. This
is likely the site of a burning event. The rest of the burnt artifacts are spread out from this
event or associated with the iron stove in Feature 1. Nineteen of the burnt artifacts were
found in MTA 2 with an even spread throughout the test pits. It is unclear if these
artifacts were associated with a burning event, which possibly led to the struct s

abandonment, or are related to the function of these areas.

4.9 Chapter Summary
Chapter 4 describes the artifacts and faunal collection from FkBg-24. Some

distinct trends are apparent within the assemblage. The majority of the artifac are of

European origin, but komat runners, an Inuit artifact, are also present.

The assemblage is domestically varied and there is evidence for the specific

selection of some  ifact g 1ips, but it is currently unclear if this selection is based on a
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cultural prefere e by the consumer or on an economic based restriction enac 1 by the
local merchants. The resource procurement artifacts indicate that hunting, fishing ¢ |

trapping were  being pursued.

Many « the artifacts in the assemblage add to the suggested date of occupation
(Table 25). The designs and n  :er’s marks for the ceramics suggests the ea -mid
nineteenth century as the begi it of occupation, and no relevant end date could be
discerned. The dates for the clay pipes are towards the end of the nineteenth century, but
this is based on two maker’s marks. The buttons also st :st a date range betw n the
early nineteenth century and the early twentieth century. Other artifacts, such as
percussion caps and metal cans, bi  1n production in the early nineteenth century, but
Bakelite is not produced until e early twentieth century. Many of the artifacts at
would have been curated, such as the ceramics and coins, date from the early to mid
nineteenth century, while artifacts that were disposable, such as clay pipes, date to the late
nineteenth century and early twentieth century. Throughout the analysis, the structure

was originally occupied during the early nineteenth century and abandoned aft  1907.

The faunal assemblage suggests there is a focus on mammals, birds and fish, with
a slightly more intense focus on seals. Some of the mammals identified were fur bearers,
but their presence, within the structure, st :ests they might have been eaten as well. The
faunal collection indicates that the structure was occupied during the fall, winter and

spring. Evidence for a sum er occupation is tenuous.






5.0 Chapter 5 — Comparison of Inuit and European Sites
This cha 2r will compare the architecture, artifacts and fauna from FkBg-24 with

similar data from previously excavated Inuit and European sites in Labrador. While
many nineteenth-century sod houses have been identified and recorded through intensive
surveys of the Labrador coast (Figure 41), most have only received a cursory exar  1ation
and are described only briefly in the literature (Auger 1989; Kaplan 1983; Stopp = )2).
Nevertheless, a broad range of  storic sites from Labrador have been examined t date,
including: Inuit sites; mission sites; scasonal European outposts; and permanent European

settlements that can be compared with FkBg-24.

It has been demonstrated by several rescarchers that by comparing assemblages
and architecture of different contemporancous groups, specific cultural traits can become
visible within similar assemb, es (Deetz 1996; MacDonald 2004). It is rare th an
ethnic group becomes entirely acculturated after incorporating goods from another culture
and this beco s even further complicated during the nineteenth-century by the mass
commoditization and standai  ‘ation of goods. The same goods were available for Inuit,
Europeans and ethnically mixed households on the Labrador coast, therefc  the presence
of these Hods tells us little about the culture who purchased and used them. By
comparing the use of the go s, along with frequencies and designs, information
concerning the meaning and value of the goods within the household can becc 2
apparent. The retention in cultural meaning and value is especially common in practices

related to food preparation and consumption (Grover 2003:225). By compari  the data
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The six Inuit sites are Kongu (I ~v-7), in Nackvak Fjord (Jurakic 2007), Tuglavina
(IdCr-1), in Saglek Bay (Schledermann 1971), Uivak Point (HjCI-9), near Okak (Woollett
2003), HdCk-21, a eighteenth/nineteenth-century Inuit site in Nain (Cabak 1991), Eskimo
[sland 2 (GaBp-2), in Hamilton Inlet (Woollett 2003) and Seal Island (FaAw-5),

southern Labrador (Auger 198 . The five European sites are Hoffnui  ;thal (GgBs-1), a
mid eighteenth-century Moravian Mission station (Cary 2004), Stage Cove (FbAw-1), a
late eighteenth-century sealing and fishing post (McAleese 1991), Degrat Island (EjAv-
5), a late eighteenth-century seasonal fishing site (Auger 1989), Saddle Island (I Cb-1), a
nineteenth-century seasonal fishing station (Burke 1991), and Pointe St. Charles (EiBg-

138), a nineteenth-century Jersey settler site (Temple 2006).

The European sites available for comparison served several different fu :ions
and in themselves are difficu 0 compare. The primary connection is that these sites are
all European and constructed in Labrador at the appropriate period (van Dommelen

2005). Nevertheless, these sites provide the best comparative data currently available.
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major effects on their traditional resource economy (Kaplan 1983; Schledermann [971).
Beginning early in the nineteenth century, the Labrador Inuit abandoned the large
communal house and began inh iting smaller, single family dwellings (Kap 1 1983;
Schledermann 1971). The location of dwellings shifted away from traditional set! mnent
locales as the Labrador Inuit began living alongside Moravian missionary stations 1d the
Hudson’s Bay Company posts, or in single family settlements in outlying regions
(Schledermann 1971). The Labrador Inuit became more reliant on European goods,
construction techniques and foodways. Fishing and trapping became more important
economic activities. All of these shifts led to a more sedentary lifestyle for the I| it

(Cabak 1991; Kaplan 1983; Schledermann 1971; Woollett 2003).

5.1.1.1 Kongu
Kongu (IgCv-7) was @ [nuit village in Nackvak Fjord that was occupicd during

the nineteenth century. Kong was excavated by Dr. Peter Whitridge in 2004 and 2005
and analysed by Irena Jurakic (Jurakic 2007). Ten Inuit sod structures were recorded here
but none were excavated. Instead, excavation focused on two test trenches plac  into
middens outside the structurr T ceramics and clay pipes recovered from Kongu were
then used to reconstruct Inuit/European trade networks and used to explain how the Inuit

incorporated European goods into their traditional material culture (Jurakic 2007).

Jurakic (2007) determined that the Labrador Inuit were forging trade networks
with the Ht  on’s Bay Con 1ny in northern Labrador, and were selecting Eu  pean
goods that had analogs in traditional Inuit culture. For example, Jurakic demonstrates

di i 1y wooden and =~ n vessels
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(2007:101). Evidence indicated that hollowware vessel forms were being maintained and
repaired in traditional methods, such as drilled mending holes, which were p  'ic ly
used for soapstone vessels (Jurakic 2007). Flatware was only recovered in limite
numbers, but what was recovered was highly decorated with transfer print desigi

(Jurakic 2007:79). Jurakic suggests that the transfer printed flatware vessels may have
had different functions or symbolic meanings to the Inuit than the utilitarian hollowware
vessels. In an examination of several Labrador Inuit ceramic assemblages Jurakic

discovered that hollowware vessels were always the dominant vessel form.

5.1.1.2 Tuglavina
Tuglavina (IdCr-1), located in Saglek Bay, was excavated in 1970 by Peter

Schledermann (1971). Schledermann’s research goal was to define the carly, n  Idle and
late phases of the Inuit occupation of Labrador (Schledermann [971). As part of this
research, several Labrador Inuit sod houses representing all three periods were excavated.
Tuglavina was excavated as part of a late phase occupation, which dates from 1850 until
today and takes the form of a traditional winter settlement (Schledermann 1971:114).
However, Schledermann (1971:116) argues that the European desire for fish led the Inuit
to inhabit this site in the su:  er as well as demonstrating the increased importance of

European trade to the Inuit.

The excavated structure had walls constructed from stone, whale vertebrac and
sod. The roof was constru  d from a combination of whale bone and wood, which was
covered with sod (Schlede 1ann 1971:116). Evidence indicates that the interior was

fr  «dby i p wooc b T :flo wasalso co wi woo 1
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boards (Schied: nann 1971:116). There were no observable sleeping platforms, but
three sleeping areas were identified by the presence of straw mattresses, whose locations
were not indicated (Schledermann 1971:118). The structure measured approximately Sm
by 4m, contained a storage alcove in the southwest corner, an iron stove for heat and
cooking and was accessed via a long entrance passage. The entrance passage had a sand
floor and was a; roximately Sminler h (Schledermann 1971:117). Another storage
area was located on the west side of the entrance passage, and measured 1.5 by 1.8m
(Schledermann 1971:116). The floor of this storage arca was covered with flags nes.
Schledermann notes that there were no noticeable midden areas around any of the
structures at the Tuglavina site, which suggests the occupation was short term, or that

refuse was di  osed in a different manner.

Unfortunately, the art ict assemblage was not described in detail (Schledermann
1971). Overall, the assemblage is comprised of European goods, but there are. o
several traditional Labrador Inuit items (Schledermann 1971). The Labrador [nuit
artifacts consist of a harpoon foreshaft, sled runners, boats, and soapstone lamps and pots.
While some of these a "~ s were functional, some of them, especially the soapstone
vessels, may have been curc | or robbed from graves as their forms are associated with
earlier phases (Schledermann 1971). The European artifact assemblage represents
various domestic activities and includes cast iron cooking pots, files, cutlery and clocks
(Schledermann 1971). There is both European and Inuit material culture cvidence to
suggest that hunting, fishing and trapping were important activities. No faunal evidence
was presented.
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Ceramic and glass vessels are present, but vessel form and design are not
described (Schledermann 1971). Jurakic (2007:80) re-examined the ceramic assemblage
from Tuglavina and describes an assemblage comprised primarily of hollowware vessels
(83%) with f1  vare vessels (17%) making up a minor proportion. Transter printed
designs (30%), which are primarily present on the flatware vessels, and annular designs
(21%) are the two major design motif. Other designs, such as handpainted, sponge and

flow blue, are present in limited numbers (Jurakic 2007:80).

5.1.1.3 Uivak Point
Uivak Point (HjCI-9) v 5 excavated between 1993 and 2000 by James Woollett

(Woollett 2003). The site was excavated for the purpose of examining cultural and
economic changes to Labrador it society between the late seventeenth century and
early nineteen :entury. Woollett (2003) examined the faunal collection in detail to

determine how Labrador Inuit  ssistence economy changed over this period.

Uivak Point is an eighteenth-century Labrador Inuit site located on the peninsula
which separates Mugford Bay from Okak Bay. The site contains at least seven sod
structures, several middens, caches, and tent features (Woollett 2003:294). Only House 7

was fully excavated and described in enough detail to be used as a comparison.

House 7 was a rectangular structure that measured | 1m by 8m and had a cold trap
entrance passage approximately 3m long (Woollett 2003:320). The walls were
constructed of upright timbers and whale bones that were placed on top of a stone base
and then covered by sods. The floor was covered with flagstones and sleeping platforms

lined the perimeter (Woollett 2003:”"1). The  rance passage lacked substar 1l
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construction, but was still obvious (Woollett 2003:320). A midden was located

immediately outside the entrance passage (Woollett 2003:321).

Woollett described the tifact assemblage with emphasis on diagnostic a
dateable finds. While the majority of the artifacts were European in origin (67%), there
were a large number of traditic 1 Inuit artifacts (Woollett 2003:336). The majority of
the traditional Inuit artifacts wi :re ed to resource procurement, travel and food
consumption. The European goods were primarily iron b les, nails and European style
clothing and decoration, such as buttons and beads (Woollett 2003:646-652). Ceramic
sherds and clay ipe fragments were also recovered. Ceramics show evidence of

mending holes and continued v (Woollett 2003:341).

Over 7C 1 faunal specimens recovered from this site werc also analysed (Woollett
2003:559). Various seal species formed 83% of the collection (Woollett 2003:561). This
demonstrates an intensive focus on seal procurement. Fox and dog were also present,
each forming 6% of the assemblage (Woollett 2003:561). Fox were often hunted in
traditional Inuit society for both food and furs, and dogs were used as a mean of
transportation (Kaplan 1985). Other land mammals and fish were present in limited
numbers. There is also evidence for domestic pig in the assemblage, based on the
presence of a pig mandible. Woollett (2003:562) attributes the pig bone to the butchering
of alive pigby | opeans on the Labrador coast. The occupants of the structure likely

traded for European foodstuffs, but domestic pig was not a major component of their diet.
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5.1.1.4 HdCk-21
HdCk-21 is an Inuit settlement located beside the Moravian Mission in M n,

Labrador. Melanie Cabak excavated a series of eighteenth- and nineteenth-century
middens from s site to track changes in Labrador Inuit women’s roles followi
settlement at Moravian mission stations. Cabak (1991:90-95) also goes into great detail

concerning the house structures occupied by the Inuit.

The eighteenth- and nineteenth-century Inuit structures built in Nain were
modelled after : wooden house structures built by the Moravian missionaries (Cabak
1991:76). The Moravians encc aged the Inuit to construct European style, single family
dwellings because they believed immoral activities were occurring in the large communal
houses (Cabak 1991:87). The wood used in construction was obtained locally or from
wooden cases brought by the Moravians, and sods were used as insulation. The size of
the structures varied, but Cabak (199 1:88) recorded an approximate size of 8m by 5m
being average. The structures generally had a long, narrow porch, reminiscent of the
sunken entrance nnels from traditional sod structures. They also had glass windows.
During the nineteenth century, tI  structures generally consisted of a single room { t
could be separated into different sleeping areas by a blanket. Multi-room structures
became more common towards the tv  tieth century. Iron stoves and tables were
recorded inside the structures, ar wooden benches along the walls functioned as sleeping

platforms and work areas (Cabak 1991).

The artifacts recovered from HdCk-21 were primarily of European origin. The

assemblage is made up of ceramics, glass bottles, cutlery, buttons and beads. There are
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more hollowware vessels (65%) than flatware vessels (Z . . ), which Cabak attril  :es to
the continuation of traditional Labrador Inuit foodways (Cabak 1991:128). Cabak
(1991:133) describes a meal ¢ erved during the nineteenth century in which a family ate
from a single pot. Therefore, the incorporation of ceramic hollowware vess:  is an
adaptation of 1 - former soapstone vessels and a continuation of liquid based meals, such
as boiled meats and stews. This is also supported by the presence of more spoons than
forks (Cabak 1991:128). The| :sence of flatware vessels and forks indicate that solid
based meals were consumed, but Cabak suggests that these meals were rare and for the

benefit of the ! sravian missionaries.

Mending holes are recc  2d in many of the ceramic vessels, and some show
evidence of use as oil lamps; p tices previously associated with soapstone vessels
(Cabak 1991:137). Buttons (N  3) and beads (} '2) suggest that European style
clothing was adopted by the Labrador Inuit around Nain, but traditional embellishments,
such as bead en  -oidery, conti  :d (Cabak 1991:149). Overall, the assemblage suggests
that there was a continuation of Labrador Inuit traditions adapted to incorporate European

goods.

5.1.1.5 Eskimo Island 2
Eskimo Island 2 (GaBp-2) was excavated by Richard Jordan between 1973 and

1975 (Woollett 2003). Jordan excavated several sod houses which were re-assed by
Woollett (2003). Eskimo Island 2 had several houses dated to the nineteenth century, but
only House 5 was excavated anc  escribed in enough detail to be used for comparison

with FkBg-24.



House S was arectan lar structure that measured 9m by 8m and had an entrance
passage at least 8m long (Wc¢ lett 2003:262). The walls were constructed of whale bone,
wood and sod and contained  eping platforms along the walls, which were co  -ed with
fir boughs and wooden planks (Woollett 2003:264). The floor was covered with
flagstones (Woollett 2003:264). There was an interior partition created by a wa  but this
may have resulted from occupants altering the size of the structure during a later period of
re-occupation (Woollett 2003:265). An extensive midden deposit was mentioned, but no

location for this midden was given (Woollett 2003:262).

The artifact assemblage indicates that the structure was primarily inl Hited
between 1810 and 1860 (Woc  tt 2003:266). The assemblage is overwhelming
comprised of European goods, but some traditional Labrador Inuit bone, wood and ivory
artifacts remai  European goods have been incorporated into most aspects of daily life

and evidence « both hunting and fishing are present (Woollett 2003:266).

Faunal material was co cted from several structures at Eskimo Island 2 and
Woollett (200 -ombines these into one analytical unit. The faunal assemblage is
dominated by seal (96%), and dog (2%), followed by fox (1%), as well as a limit

number of | | mammals, fish 1d whales (Woollett 2003:511).

5.1.1.6 Seal Island
Seal Island (FaAw-5), on the southern coast of Labrador, was excavated by

Réginald Auger in 1986 to determine if southern Labrador was occupied by Inuit  the

cighteenth and nineteenth centuries (Auger 1989).
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The Seal [sland structure was rectangular and measured 12m by 6.5m (Auger
1989:93). There was a sleeping platform at the back of the structure made of stone slabs
and crushed shell (Auger 1989: 96). The floor was covered with wooden planks, and
there were wooden platforms along the long axis walls. No noticeable en  ice passage
was recorded, but Auger (1989) suggests one may have been constructed out of snow.

The midden was located next to the entrance (Auger 1989:93).

The artifact assemblage from Seal Island was comprised primarily of E  pean
goods, but with several traditional Labrador Inuit artifacts. Buckles, bells, buttons and
beads suggest that European style clothing was worn by the occupants of the structure,
but decorative items, such as buttons (N=14) and beads (N=5), were also used by the Inuit
to embellish their clothing (Auger 1989:138-139). European knives and s;  ns were
recorded, as well as a large n  ber of ceramic vessels. The ceramic vessels come from a
wide variety of ware types, but the vessel forms and des s are not discussed (Auger
1989). Iron hooks and gunfl: s were recorded, suggesting that both hunting ar  fishing
were being ¢ ducted by the occu; 1ts (Auger 1989:180-196). The traditional Labrador

Inuit artifacts :covered were related to seal hunti  (Auger 1989:207).

The faunal collection  m Seal Island is comprised mostly of bird bones (85%)
(Auger 1989:304). Auger (1989:302) a 1es that while there is a significantly larger
number of bir remains, birds :tually played a minor role in the diet and seal was the
important food source. Other animals identified are caribou, moose, fox, beaver and fish

(Auger 1989:304). Domestic :d pig and cow were recovered, but Auger (1989:303)
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suggests they were either pu 1ased from European merchants as a food s¢ ce or that the

domesticate bones were intrusive.

5.1.2 European Sites
Five European sites have been chosen for comparison. These sites arc roughly

contemporaneous and represent the three major types of European settlem  ;
trading/mission posts, seasonal fishing sites, and permanent settlements. The five sites
are Hoffnungsthal (GgBs-1), a mid e “iteenth-century Moravian Mission stati.  (Cary
2004), Stage Cove, a late eighteenth-century sealing and fishing post (McAleese 1991),
Degrat Island (EjAv-5), a late eighteenth-century seasonal fishing site (Auger 1989),
Saddle Island, a nineteenth- tury seasonal fishing station (Burke 1991), and inte St.

Charles (EiBg-138), a nineteenth-century Jersey settler site (Temple 2006).

5.1.2.1 Hoffnungsthal
Hoffnungsthal (GgBs-1), the first Moravian settlement in Labrador, constructed in

17 .2, was excavated by Henry Cary in 2001 (Cary 2004). Cary (2004) describes 1e
architecture and layout of this early structure, located in Nisbet Harbour, near the

community of Makkovik.

Hoffi ngsthal consi¢ 1of a rectangular structure that measured appro: nately
7m by Sm (Cary 2004:29). ~ : structure had an extensive foundation constructed of
local stone buried in the ground and banked with sand for added support. The main
structure was constructed of local logs, with walls at least nine feet high (Cary 2004:29-
30). Several glass windows were built into the walls. The roof was covered in tree bark.

A sit “e door and stone platform were located to one side of a long axis wall (€
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2004:33). The supports for th :room dividers, constructed of stone and wood, were
present. A central stone and brick fireplace was constructed and used for cooking and
heating (Cary 2004:30-31). T  archaeological and documentary evidence suggests the
structure was meant to be inhabited year round but was destroyed within weeks of

construction (Cary 2004).

Because the structure was occupied so briefly, the artifact assemblage or faunal
collection isI' ted. From what is available, the Hoffnungsthal artifact assemblage is
comprised of a generalized European domestic assemblage and was to be used by the
occupants and as trade goods for the Inuit. There are many pipe fragments and lea

projectiles, but little other information or description is given (Cary 2004).

5.1.2.2 Stage Cove
Stage Cove (FbAw-1) was excavated in 1986 by Kevin McAleese (McAleese

1991). Stage Cove, a late eighteenth-century sealing and fishing post was operated by
George Cartwright was also used as a base to initiate trade with the Inuit and Inr

(McAleese 1991).

The site consisted of a  :tangular structure that measured approximately 23.8m
by 8.6m. Itis recorded as being Cartwright’s house. A second, smaller structure may
have been occupied by Cartwr™ "it’s servants (McAleese 1991:35). A midden was
located between the two structures (McAleese 1991:195). McAleese (1991) concentrated

his excavations on the larger s ¢ :. The rest of the site was tested but not exc rated.
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1991:226). Records indicate that Cartwright spent a significant amount of time and
energy hunting wild birds and he would have consumed the animals he killed (McAleese
1991). A significant proportion of domestic animals (35%) were also recovered with pig,
cow, chicken, sheep and goat resent (McAleese 1991:226). Local terrestrial animals are
not represented in the collection, and only a limited number of seal and fish were
recovered (McAleese 1991). Because Stage Cove functioned primarily as a sealing and
fishing site, { : limited numbers of seal and fish is puzzling. This may indicate that seal
and fish were processed elsewhere or that the inhabitants did not consume these products
(McAleese 1991). If other food sources were readily available, seal and fish may have

been more valuable if sent tc  urope.

5.1.2.3 Saddle Island
Saddle Island (EkCb-1) is located in the Strait of Belle Isle in the community of

Red Bay. Red Bay was first habited during the sixteenth century by Basque whalers,
but by the nineteenth century  was primarily occupied by seasonal fishermcn from
Newfoundland (Burke 1991). Area G on Saddle Island was identitied as a stru  ire
inhabited by such fishermen. Area G was excavated between 1981 and 1983 by Dr.
James Tuck ( ick 1983). Charles Burke (1991) conducted a detailed examina' n of the
ceramics recovered from Are 3 in an attempt to learn about trade patterns, length of

occupation and food ways as  :iated with the migratory fishery.

Because Burke (1991) was not involved in the excavation of Saddle Island and
was not interested in the architecture, the structure itself receives little attention. Burke

briefly describes seasonal ‘tilts’ occupied by these fishermen, but this descriptic is

129



derived from storic docume s and not archaeological data. The ‘tilt’ described by

Burke is a sqt e building constructed of wood and covered with sod. The floors were
uncovered, there were few w:  lows and the interior is described as bare. Tuck (1983)
briefly describes the architectural ¢ a obtained from the excavation and it is likely that

Area G is similar to the described “tilt’.

Burke analysed the ce mics from Area G, but no work was conducted on the rest
of the artifact assemblage or  nal collection. Some of the ceramics described by Burke
are likely related to the earlier Basque occupation and have been omitted from my
analysis. Burke described the ware type, vessel form and designs for the ceramic vessels
recovered from Area G. A di nct preference for tableware and teaware was observed, as
well as a preference for flatw (26%). The reliance on flatware is related to the

consumption of solid based n Is of fish (Burke 1991:107).

5.1.2.4 Degrat Island
Degrat Island (EjAv-5), located in the Strait of Belle Isle, was excavatec vy

R" 'nald Auger in 1984 (Auger 1989). The site consisted of two sod houses, but only
House 2 was excavated (Auger 1989). Auger concluded that Degrat Island was late
eighteenth to early nineteenth :ntury seasonal fishing site with evidence for a

seventeenth-century occupatic  below.

House 2 measured 7m by 5m and was constructed into the bedrock (Auger
1989:85). A stone floor is evident, but no other structural features could be identified and
no entrance passage could be loce  (Auger 1989:85). The walls were constructed of

stone and sod, and wood may have also been used (Auger 1989:85).
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Due to the temporary nature of the occupation of the Degrat Island site. 1e
artifact assemblage is relatively small (Auger 1989). The assemblage consists  imarily
of functional ceramics and iron strapping, which Auger associated with barrel  ops.

Two iron pyrite balls were recovered, likely used to start fires. Lead fish weig  and
musket balls were also recovered, suggesting that both fishing and hunting were being
conducted by the occupants (Auger 1989:180-196). No evidence for a faunal collection is

recorded, but this may be due to the limited occupation range or to a lack of preservation.

5.1.2.5 Pointe St. Charles
Pointe St. Charles (EiBg-138) was excavated by Blair Temple in 2004  :mple

2006). [t was a nineteenth-century Jersey settler site near the community of L’ Anse au
Clair. The site consisted of a habitation structure that measured 7.5m by | 1m (Temple
2006:44). The base of the walls was constructed of stone and mortar, and a wooden
structure was built on top of s foundation (Temple 2006:44). The structurec was a

sit “e, large room, with a pai y attached to the west side (Temple 2006:45). A central
cellar pit was identified, along with a stone porch (Temple 2006:44). Year round
inhabitants of the structure participated in both the cod fishery and seal hunt (Temple

2006:49).

Limited published information is available concerning the artifact assemblage
collected from this site. An extensive domestic assemblage was recovered con ting of
over 9000 artifacts, which is constituted primarily of ceramic sherds, clay smoking pipes
and iron nails (Temple 2006:46). Temple (2006:46) makes note of the high number of

tableware, bowls and especia ' plates. Gunflints and fishhooks were recovered, both of
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which were related to the major economic activities, seal hunting and fishing (Temple

2006).

5.2 Compal on of FkBg-2 with Features of Labrador Inuit Sites

5.2.1 Architecture
The nineteenth century was a period of transition for the Labrador Inuit, but some

architectural traditions were maintained in their structures. First, entrance pas  zes
continued to be used in many houses. In a structure built on the surface and heated with
an iron stove, an entrance pass:¢ ~ with a cold trap would lose much of its effectiveness
(Cabak 1991). Therefore, these features were likely retained because of tradition. Auger
(1989) suggests that entrance passages may have been replaced by snow passages in some
regions, such as Seal Island. Second, sleeping platforms line the walls in most Inuit
structures. These features were used for both sleeping and working areas. In the HdCk-
21 structures, benches have replaced stone, wood and dirt platforms. Thir  the structures
consist of one open room, which may have been divided into functional spaces by
hanging a blanket. Only the structure at Eskimo Island 2 had any evidence of 1 interior
wall, which appears to be the result of household modifications through later
reoccupation of the site (Woollett 2003). Fourth, middens are generally located outside
of the entryway. The location of the midden does not appear to change whether 1

entrance passage is present or absent.

The structure at FkE 24 resembles nineteenth-century Labrador Inuit structures
in some ways (Table 26). F i, the structure had only a one room with no structural

divisions of space. A blanket may have been used to divide the space, but no evidence of
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The structures described at HICk-21 greatly resemble the structure at FkBg-24.
This is not surprising, since ¢ structures at HdCk-2 1 were constructed by Labrador
Inuit, but strongly influenced by European missionaries. The HdCk-21 structures
represent an amalgamation « European materials and  sign with traditional Labrador

Inuit ideas of use of space and function.

5.2.2 Artifacts
Nineteenth-century Labrador [nuit artifact assemblages are relativi ' consistent

between sites. European g¢  Is are the predominant artifacts recovered, but tr  itional
[nuit artifacts such as ulus a | komatiks are retained. By this time it is evident that
European goods had begun fluencing traditional Inuit lifeways. Iron stoves, kerosene
lamps, cutlery, and files are found on most Inuit sites. Also, evidence for trapping is
visible on some sites, indicating that during the nineteenth century the econon  focus
had begun shifting away from a traditionally marine based subsistence towards a trade
economy based on the des  of European traders and merchants and Inuit desire for
European goods (Table 27). Even limited quantities of European foods can be found in
the faunal assemblages. The European influence is not equal at all Inuit sites. More
northern sites in Labrador retain a focus on seal harvesting as seen in the faunal
assemblages (Woollett 2003), while further south domesticates, such as cow and pig,

increase as the numbers of seal in the assemblages diminish (Auger 1989).
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There is little eviden  for the purchase of ceramic sets by [nuit, indicating that
ceramics were collected as 1 ded and based on what was available from the | al
merchant or trader. Published ceramic assemblages indicate that Inuit had access to an
abundance of handpainted, dipped and sponge motif ceramics as well as a limited number
of transfer printed designs (Cabak 1991; Cabak and Loring 2000). This dominance of
decorated vessels could rep  ent a conscious desire by the Inuit for fancy motifs or

simply indicate that this is what the merchants decided to carry (Miller 1991).

Ceramics recovered from Inuit sites frequently include mending holes  igure 43).
In traditional Inuit culture, soapstone vessels were repaired by drilling holes in the
fragments and tightly lashing them together. Among the nineteenth-century It sites,
ceramic mending holes are « en noted and attributed as an Inuit trait (Cabak 1991; Cabak
and Loring 2000; Jurakic 2007; Kaplan 1983). However, mending holes are also
associated with ceramics found on European sites and are believed to indicate limited
access to new ceramics (Bu 2 1991: 95). Both explanations seem to be valid; however,
from a brief examination of both Inuit and European mending holes available in the local
collections, differences are apparent. The mending holes from European sites  ften
appear in limited numbers: la drilled straight through, creating a cylindrical hole. In
contrast, mending holes from Inuit sites are more abundant and were drilled halfway
through and then flipped over to drill the other side. This creates an hourglass shaped
hole (Figure 44). This method of drilling is found in many soapstone vessels and ground
slate tools from traditional pre- and post-contact Inuit sites (Beaudoin 2006; ¢ dak 1991;
Jurakic 2007). While not conc™ i+ this supports the theory that the pr:  ce of drilling
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5.3 Comparison of FkBg-24 with European Sites

5.3.1 Architecture
The architecture at the different eighteenth and nineteenth-century European sites

in Labrador is variable. Unfortunately, little architectural information from the Saddle

Island fishing station is avai e, so it will not be discussed in this section.

These structures are from a variety of locales and served a variety « di rent
functions, b some architectural patterns arc apparent (Table 30). First, the structures
occupied year round all had stone foundations while the rest of the structure and floor
were made of wood. The seasonally occupied sites used stone for the floor and walls,
along with sods as the major con  iction materials. The use of wood in the year round
occupation sites may be explained in several ways. The location of the st tures may
have influenced the building material used in construction. The year round structures arc
situated in areas where wood was readily available, while Degrat Island, the seasonally
occupied structure, is located on a small island where wood was difficult to obtain and
thus not a viable option for construction. The length of occupation may have. o been
influenced the choice in construction materials. Permanent occupants would be willing to
put the energy, time and resources into maint:  ng the house construction style from
their home country, even if  :y are not as viable as local customs (Smith 1987). This
trend is most visible in the construction practices of the Moravian missionaries who
transported prefabricated structures from European which were reconstrus :«d  Labrador
(Brice-Bennett 1981). This  contrasted to seasonal inhabitants, who were only present
for a limited time a1 ~ould not have felt the need to construct European style structures.

If seasonal inhabitants were more concerned with the  nction and suitability of the
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in the summer, and sealing and hunting in the fall/winter (Auger 1989; McAlecse 1991;
Temple 2006). Furthermore, the European sites lack Aboriginal artifacts and tools of

either Inuit or Innu.

While most of the European sites record many of the same clothing and decorative
artifacts, such as buttons and beads, these appear in smaller numbers at Europe 1 sites
than they do in Inuit sites. The exception to this is Stage Cove (McAleese 1991). At
Stage Cove a large number « seads were found but they were likely used used to entice

Inuitand In  into trading r tionships with the Europeans (McAlecse 1991:60).

The ceramic assemb e from Saddle Island was well described by Burke (1991)
and can be used as a guideline for nineteenth-century European ceramic asscmblages in
Labrador (T »le 32). Burke discusses all aspects of the ceramics, while Auger (1989) and
McAleese (1991) discuss vessel form. However, Degrat Island and Stage Cove had so

few ceramic artifacts that little can be determined and are not included here.

The Saddle [sland ¢ imic assemblage has a predominance of plates (26%), and
very few bowls (6%) (Burke 1991:77). Hollowware (51%) and flatware (49% aire
relatively equally represented, but the majority of the hollowware vessels are teaware and
drinking vessels (Burke 19¢ 77). This is consistent with a trend in Europcan ceramic
consumptic towards the increased popularity of plate, cup and saucer scts th  began
around 1760 (Deetz 1996:85). The change in European ceramic consumptior itterns is
associated with an increased desire for separate plates for individuals and an increased

availability of mass produc ¢ cs (Deetz 1996:87)
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assemblage, but they are in1 ited number. Also, FkBg-24 has a much larger mber of
hollowware vessels, especially bowls, than the Saddle Island assemblage, indicating
different foc  in food ways or the occupants had a greater desire for holloww - vessels.
Stage Cove and Degrat Island have hollowware vessel frequencies of 75%, but the sample
size for each site is four and thus difficult to effectively compare to the other, larger

samples.

The analyzed faunal collections from nineteenth-century European sites in
Labrador (1 )le 33) indicate that wild duck, domesticated pig, and cow make  the
majority of identifiable species. There is little evidence of fur bearing animals, large
terrestrial mammals, or fish (McAleese 1991). The faunal assemblage from Stage Cove
is consistent with subsistence activities being pursued by Europeans and suggests that
there was little focus on local terrestrial resources. FKF 24 has an added economic focus
on seal, as well as local terres 1l 1imals, such as caribou and fox. The focus on local
terrestrial animals indicates that the inhabitants of FkBg-24 had a greater relia e on local

resources for subsistence.

The ropeandata  ated to vessel form and faunal remains must be: tically
evaluated. In both instances data is available from one site and may not be representative
of European sites in Labrador; however, this is the available archaeologi ~d , and until

further research is conducted it should still be used.
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The ceramic vessel assemblage from FkBg-24 is also reminiscent of those
recovered from Labrador Inuit sites. Hollowware soapstone vessels were used in
traditional Inuit culture. If flatware vessels had no analogs in traditional Labrador [nuit
culture they would have limit  use and not be as desirable as hollowware vessels. Also,
the relationship between vess form and diet has been established by Otto (1977) and
differences have been observed between Inuit and European sites in Labrador. If the
occupants were eating mostly single pot, liquid based, communal meals, which was
co onamc Inuit (Cabak 191:101; Cabak and Loring 2000:24; Jurakic 2007:101),
flatware vessels would not be as functional as bowls and mugs. Conversely, if « :upants
were eating mostly solid, individually portioned meals, such as fish, which were common
among Europeans in Labrador (Burke 1991:107; Cabak and Loring 2000:25), a heavier
reliance on flatware vessels would be expected. With either explanation, the
predominance of hollowware vessels in the FkBg-24 assemblage is similar to the Inuit

sites.

Faunal assemblages recovered from Inuit and European settlements in I rador
du gtheeiy eenth and nineteenth cen »« 'te different. Seal is the primary
species recovered at Inuit sites with other species, such ~ fox and dc  comprising minor
components of the assemblages. European sites have a high proportion of bird species,
while almost ignoring local t  estrial resources. Seal makes up the largest single species
present at FkBg-24, but there is almost an equal division between mammal, bird and fish.

The higher percentage of seal at FkBg-24 is similar to Inuit sites, but the reliance on other
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species is related to the inhabi 1ts harvesting resources for both consumption ai  as

trade.

The closest analogto1  FkBg-24 architecture are the Labrador Inuit structures
described by Cabak (1991) from HdCk-21. However, as they were being influenced by
Moravian traditions the structures from HdCk-21 are not really traditional Inuit dwellings.
Despite the similarities to HICk-21, FkBg-24 can still not be considered a typical Inuit
structure because it does not include sleeping platforms or an entrance passage.
Furthermore, it does possess some European architectural features, such as an interior
cellar. This suggests that FKE 24 was constructed with a greater European influence.
Nevertheless, some traits at FkBg-24, such as the midden location, the use of sods as
insulation and the lack of interior divisions, are Inuit in origin. However, the location of
the midden outside the entryway is related to interior maintenance and cleaning d not
associated with the construction of the structure. Also, the use of sod as insulation and
the lack of interior division both occur at seasonal fishing locations, like Degrat land,

and may represent an architectural difference between year round and seasonal es.

It appears that FkBg-24 has an artifact and faunal assemblage more closely related
to Inuit sites, but an architectural form which is similar to European construction. This
dichotomy may be the result of task-based behaviour and may be related to gendered
activities. Activities occurring in and around the dwelli  such as food preparation,
clothing maintenance and refuse disposal are most likely the tasks of women. At FkBg-
24 the women were likely Labrador Métis in origin. However, the structure most

resembles European . itecture and at FkBg-24 that was most likely constructed by a
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European m: It has been recorded by Lightfoot et al. (1998) that in the pluralistic
society of nineteenth-century California, culturally mixed families would dema  trate
different cultural traits within the household depending on which culture and gender was
the main actor in the specific tasks or space. This idea will be discussed further in

Chapter 6.
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6.0 Chapter 6 — Discussion
This apter will examine how the artifact assemblage, faunal collection and

architecture recorded at FkBg-24 interact to allow for interpretation of the daily life of the
former occupants. The artifact assemblage and faunal collection are combined to
emphasize activities and foodways, while the architecture is regarded separately to

examine features and construction techniques.

6.1 Evaluation of Documentary Evidence and Past Research in Relation tc  kBg-24
Archaeological data from FkBg-24 generally supports the documentary evidence

and the past research related to Williams family. The presence of this strur ire in the
location where Reichel (1872) place the home of C. Williams on his map, the lack of
other contemporary family dwellings in the immediate vicinity suggests that FI  g-24
was likely occupied by Charles Williams and his family, making it an ethnically mixed
household. As well, the artifacts suggest that the structure was occupied from the mid to

late nineteenth century, which is consistent with the documentary evidence.

The data indicates th.  the structure was inhabited by an independent family unit
for a large portion of the year. This st ests that the occupants of FkBg-  harvested the
local resourc  as a single fz  ily unit, through hunting, fishing and trapping evidence
for all three activities were present in the artifact assemblage and faunal collec  m - and
used FkBg-24 as primary hz tation site. The location of FkBg-24 close to the mouth of
North River would have allowed the occupants to barter with merchants or A1 ican
fishermen who passed by, ‘est seal, fish, hunt land mammals and collect shellfish, as

well as travel to the interior - trapping up the North River valley.
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Although the documentary evidence suggests that the cod fishery was a major
economic activity (Kennedy 1995) there is no evidence to support this at FkBg-24. Itis
repeatedly stated that the year round inhabitants of the Labrador coast spent a significant
portion of the summer in the outer islands harvesting cod in large groups (Kennedy
1995). Cod bone and fish hooks were recovered at the site, but they were likely
associated with a hand line fishery for personal consumption, which Anderson (1984)
claims was possible outside the mouth of North River. Nevertheless, the migratory
species of birds present at F1  g-24 suggest that the site was occupied betweer ¢ carly
fall and late spring, suggestii  a short period of abandonment during the summer months.
Therefore the family may have travelled to outer islands to participate in the cod fishery

at this time.

However, Anderson (1984) suggests that the salmon fishery was a muc  more
important economic activity for the occupants of Sandwich Bay. A large number of
salmon rivers are present around Sandwich Bay, such as North River, where many
salmon spawn every year. Furthermore, la : numbers of seasonal fishermen from
Newfoundland, Europe and merica were present at the outer islands, creating a
tremendous i Hunt of cot ition for optin ~ cod fishir  and processing locations
(Anderson 1984). The abuni 1ce of salmon and the heavy competition for cod may have
made the salmon fishery much more lucrative and reliable for the inhabitants «  Sandwich
Bay. Never :less, neither salmon bone nor harvesting equipment was present at FkBg-
24 either. [ believe thatad ‘rent location, likely further up North River, was used for
salmon harvesting and processit  The mouth of North River, where FkBg-24 is located,
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(Giften 1930; Guemple 1986). Nineteenth-century accounts indicate that Inuit women
had adapted their traditional activities to incorporate new European goods, like ceramic
vessels, European style clothing and decoration, and tending an iron wood stove (Cabak
1991). Furthermore, glass trade beads werc adopted as a status symbol among post-

contact period Labrador Inuit women (Cabak 1991).

Activ es that were traditionally  acted outside of the house, such b 1se
construction and maintenance, hunting and trapping, were primarily associated with men.
Fishing may also have been undertaken by women, but with the decline in the importance
of sealing and the increase ir ¢ economic importance of fish during the nincteenth
century, men became the prii  ry fishers (Cabak 1991). While evidence for these
activities is present within the structure, they items themselves would have been used

inside.

The abundance of d«  stic.  facts in comparison to the hunting, tishing and
trapping assemblage suggests that women’s domestic activities were the dominant
practices within the structure. Artifacts associated with women’s domestic activities were
recovered in e the structure and those artifacts associated with men’s activities inside of
the structure were limited. T :activitics st jested by the male artifacts would not have
been enacted within the structure. The paucity of fishing and trapping artifacts suggests
that these items were not generally brought into the structure but were storeda  used in
other areas. Nevertheless, hunting artifacts, such as gunflints and lead pro tiles, are
present within the structure. They may have been retained as a means of protection or

opportunistic hunting, or ha'  been in a need of repair. The women’s artifacts represent
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activities that would have been enacted inside, which suggests that the interior of the
structure, and the activities conducted within the structure, could be considered to be

predominantly women’s space and organized as such.

The amount of control that women had in the choice of goods that were brought
into the household is debatable. Considering that the nineteenth-century Labrador
economy was based on a credit system that relied on hunting, fishing and trapping, which
were considered male activities, it is easy to assume that men would be responsible for
the purchase and selection of ods. However, Cabak (1991) reports that Labrador Inuit
women were considered shrewd bargainers and conducted the majority of the trading with
the merchants. This would suggest that Labrador Inuit women would be able to sclect
which goods were brought into the household, and would allow for the retention of

Labrador Inuit traditions that are represented in the artifact assemblage (see Foodways).

6.3 Architec re
While the artifact assemblage and faunal collection from FkBg-24 were similar to

those recovered from Labrador Inuit sites, European traditions were visible 11
architecture. The house structure was approximately 10m by 4m with the long axis
oriented east-west. The walls and floor were constructed of wooden logs and iron natls,
and sods we1 »Hiled on the o1 ide of the walls as insulation. An entrance with an iron
latch was located in the center of the southern wall, and clear glass windows w  : also
used. The structure was heated by an iron wood stove that was placed on a sto  platform
in the center of the northern wall. This iron wood stove was also used for food

preparation, and fuel for this stove consisted of wooden logs. A subsurface ccllar was



located in the northwest corner of the structure and measured approximately 11, and

refuse was deposited outside the entryway of the structure.

Functional differences in the use of space are visible within the structu ~ The
east end of the structure contains over 2/3rds of the artifacts excavated from the structure.
Many of them are related to storage. The majority of the artifacts from the we =nd of
the structure are glass beads. This discrepancy between the amount and types of artifacts
in each end of the structure could reflect different activities areas, with the east end of the
structure being used primarily for storage and the west end being kept clear to be used as
work areas, or personal space. ...cse differences may also be attributed to taphonomic

processes and post-depositional factors.

The architectural attributes cannot be directly linked to either Labrador Inuit or
European ¢ struction traditions. FkBg-24 is lacking some key Inuit house features such
as an entrance pass: : or defined sleeping platforms which were present at most
nineteenth-century Inuit sites. FkBg-24 did have architectural features that we - only
present in the European structures in Labrador; an interior cellar and wood based
construction. Cellars were rec | at two sites that were occupied by Europeans
throughout 2 year (McAle:  1991; Temple 2006). Furthermore, the h 'y reliance on
wood as the primary structural material and the location of the site in an area that allows
easy access to several different resource bases could support the argument for kBg-24
being occu' :d throughout st of the year, making it similar to European ha tation

structures.
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However, from the evidence from the nineteenth-century Labrador, the location of
a midden immediat. ' outside the entryway may be considered an Inuit traditic  (Auger
1989; Woollett 2003). Both documentary records from Nain and archaeological evidence
from Stage Cove indicate th  European middens were located away from the  :upation
structures (Cabak 1991; McAleese 1991). If the care and maintenance of the interior of
the structure is the responsibility of the women, then how the refuse from the interior of

the structure is disposed should represent a Labrador Inuit trait.

6.4 Foodways
Based on the faunal collection, the occupants of FkBg-24 had a diet ba 1 on wild

mammal, bird and fish, along with molluscs. There is no evidence for domesticated
animals or imported food in the assemblage. The MNI from the faunal analysis indicates
that there is  preference for seal, but a wide variety of different animals were consumed.
Many of the animals in the assemblage were considered prime fur bearing animals, and
their presence within the structure suggests that they may have been pursued for their
meat as well as their furs. The presence of species that were not considered prime tood
sources, like bear, suggests that opportunistic hunting was being pursued, whi  may
have been the normal routine, or a sign of times of str~ The small number of salmon
bones in the assemblage cor | be an indication that salmon was not consumed within the
structure and was perhaps more valuable as a mercantile commodity, but the under
representation of salmon bc - could also be attributed to taphonomic processes. Cod was
poorly represented and the location of the settlement in Sandwich Bay it was 1 likely to

be an important economic resource. Plants, such as berries and v :tables, likely played
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a significan!  etary role, but no evidence for this was  :overed through excavations.
Most species present in the assemblage are available year round, making it difficult to
determine the season of occupation for FkBg ~ °, nevertheless, all seasons but summer are
well represe  =d, suggesting that the structure was occupied for most, if not all, of the

year.

The preference for a broad based-diet, with an emphasis on seal and la  of
domesticates is reminiscent of recorded nineteenth-century Labrador Inuit sites.
Domesticates have been recorded in Labrador Inuit faunal collections, but as relatively
minor portic s of the diet. European sites indicate a preference for birds and

domesticates, with a reduced reliance on seal (McAleese 1991).

The emphasis on hollowware vessels is also common to Labrador Inuits :s. It
may be a continuation from meal preparation in soapstone vessels and consumption
directly from the vessels or wooden bowls (Cabak 1991). The European cerai ¢
assemblages indicate a gen« | preference for plates over bowls, but when drii  ing- and
tea-related ceramics were included, a more equal division of vessel form is obtained
(Burke 1991). These trends are demonstrated in Figure 45, and appear to remain constant
in the sites examined. The Labrador Inuit sites, Kongu, . aglavina, HdCk-21, d FkBg-
24, all have a significantly  ger amount of hollowware vessels than flatware vessels,
while the European site of | 1dle Island, has a more equal frequency. St : Cove and
Degrat [sland both have ah” “ier percentage of hollowware vessels, but the Ic  frequency
makes this data questionable. This pattern represents a primary difference between

Labrador Inuit and European sites, and indicates that t  Jomestic and subsistence realm
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space could result in the artif ~ and faunal assemblage resembling Inuit assem! iges and
the architecture resembling European architecture. This trend was noted in multiethnic
households at Fort Ross, California, by Lightfoot et al. (1998). The architecture of the
Fort Ross structures resembled the traditional structures built by Alaskan men, while their
Native Californian wives enacted their traditional lifeways and use of space within the
structure. Lightfoot et al. (1998) related this to a gendered division of space and power,
where the Alaskan men were responsible for the construction of the structures, while the
Native Californian women were responsible for controlling what went on inside the
structure and ow it was laid out. It appears that a similar trend is occurring at FkBg-24
where a European man constructed the structure and Labrador [nuit and ethnically mixed
women controlled the activities that occurred within the structure and decided what items

were required to carry out these activities.
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7.0 Chapter 7 — Conclusion
The analysis of the e :nsive domestic assemblage, faunal collection and

architecture from FkBg-24 1  resulted in the development of a general understanding of
the lifeways of its former occupants. Since the former occupants of FkBg-24 were an
ethnically mixed family, the lifeways observed can be interpreted as representative of
early Labrador Métis culture. Because of the lack of other excavated known cthnically
mixed sites in Labrador, these conclusions can only be supported through the
incorporation of historic and ethnographic data and comparisons to known European and
Inuit settlements of the time. However, the incorporation of these other data sources has

allowed me to answer four research questions.

(1) What defines an ethnically mixed family's artifact assemblage in Labrador?
A ethnically mixed family’s tifact assemblage in Labrador is a varied domes
assemblage that is comprised primarily of European goods, but traditional Inuit goods are
also present. The occupants were self-reliant and self-sufficient for much of the year, as
shown by mending holes ar medicine jars. Evidence for hunting, fishing and trapping
are all present as part of both a subsistence and trade economy. A preference for
hollowware vessels, associc 1 with continued traditions and foodways, was also present.
European style clothing was adopted, but large numbers of glass beads are present, and
may be associated with clothing embellishment, a status signifier among post-contact

period Inuit women.

(2) What defines ar.  hnically mixed family’s  chitecture in Labrador? An

ethnically mixed family’s architecture in Labrador is defined by a rectangular structure

1






specific activities that were amalgamated to form a new hybrid culture pattern  sresented

at the ethnically mixed dwelling of FkBg-24.

(4) Are there enough differences between an ethnically mixed site, Labrador Inuit
sites and European sites to justify a separate archaeological definition for the Labrador
Métis? Upc examination of the data obtained from this excavation and comparative
literature, enough differences are present between Labrador Inuit, European and an
ethnically mixed site to justify further rescarch on the question. While similar to both
Labrador Inuit and European sites, FkE 24 resembles an amalgamation of bc  cultures
into a distinct hybrid pattern. It is presently unclear if this hybrid culture pattern can be
extended to all Labrador M¢étis sites, but until further research is completed to dismiss or
support the hypothesis there is merit in the retention of a separate Labrador Métis cultural

definition.

While the results of is research are interesting, they must also b¢ g |
critically. FkBg-24 is the only ethnically mixed sod house structure excavated to date,
and itis unl >wn whether = patterns represented at this site are represer  itive of other
contemporary Labrador Métis sites or if they are the result of the | sonal choice of the
occupants. The close res  slan  between the Inuit sites around the Moravian
missionary station at Nain and . .Bg-24 suggests that hybrid households are not limited to
FkBg-24, or to Labrador Métis culture, but only further excavations can support or
dismiss this hypothesis. O - nineteenth-century ethnically mixed sod houses will have
to be identified and excavated before researchers can definitively determine t  traits that

are representative of a Labrador Métis site.
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The lack of comparative nineteenth-century archaeological data from either
Labrador Inuit or European structures is also a concern. While many sites have been
identified, very few have been studied in depth. The majority of what is known about
nineteenth-century Labrador is based on historic docuir s and ethnographic research,
and has yet to be supported by archaeological research. This means that our
understanding of both nineteenth-century Labrador Inuit and European sites is ¢ ) vague.
Further archaeological resear  of culturally identifiable sod houses is required  refine

the archaeological traits associated with each ethnicity.

The lack of standardi: ion within the published artifact analyses from
contemporary archacological sites must also be considered. The sitcs examined in this
research were excavated at different times and with different research goals in mind. This
has affected the ways the material was presented and has restricted what could be done
with the data. A beneficial next step would be to re-examine all the existent collections

and standardise how the collections are described.
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inherited soil features that formed in a different location than were they are currently
found (Stoops, 2003).

Summary and Conclusions

A total of nine thin sections, horizontally and vertically spanning the occupation
surface of site FkBg-24, were examined in this study. All nine thin sections contained a
combination of natural and cultural, organic and inorganic, material. The natu ly-
occurring, or non-anthropogenic, material consisted of organic-rich (peaty) soil and fine
sand-size to pebble-size rock and mineral grains. The rock and mineral grains were
consistent with derivation from local orthogneissic (metagranodioritic) parent material.
The cultural, or anthropogenic, remains consisted of burned wood fragme (- iferous
species) associated with dw  ing construction, charcoal fragments, and skelet  material -
the remains of terrestrial and marine animals acquired for nutritional and comi  -cial (fur
trading) reasons. Human trampling would also have introduced organic and inorganic
material into the structure. Trampling produces a palimpsest of anthropogenic :tivities
and natural processes.

The occupation layer is described as a dense organic soil that includes a thin,
uppermost layer of highly decomposed wood. The occupation surface is buried by sterile
layers of eolian sand and an incipient soil (an Orthic Regosol) (Beaudoin, in preparation).
The high percentage of mec  n to coarse sand-size grains comprising the sterile deposits
- those particles between 0.0 and 1.00 millimeters in size — combined with the high
degree of particle sorting (moderately to well sorted) attest to eolian transport and
deposition of the material, most likely by strong, prevailing winds coming off the
Labrador Sea (Ahlbrandt 1¢ ; Leigh 2001). The most probable source for the sand is a
terrace to the east of the site (Beaudoin, in preparation).

One of the primary characteristics displayed by occupation surfaces at the
microscopic level is compaction of the matrix and pre  red orientation of its constituents.
Organic remains (plant resi  2s) within the occupation layer are compacted ai  display a
preferred, horizontally-elongated (north-south), orientation. The incorporation of the
wood fragments within this horizon suggests that the floor was constructe directly on top
of the pre-existing, peaty R »sol.

Greater concentrations of burned wood observed in i )les collected from the east end
of the site support field obs sations that this area of the house suffered f d iage.

The micromorphological investigation of the occupation surface at site FkBg-24
yielded the following conclusions:

1) The concentration of moderately to well sorted, medium to coarse sand-size grains

comprising the sterile, post-occupation layers suggests eolian transport and deposition
of this material, its most likely source being a terrace to the east of the site,
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2) Compaction and orientation of the organic remains within the occupation layer are
consistent with micromorphological evidence indicative of occupation surl  es at
other sites,

3) The incorporation of wood fragments within the occupation layer supports the
presence of a wood floor constructed directly on top of the pre-existing soil, and

4) The high concentration of burned wood observed in thin sections from {  east end
of the site suggests that this area of the structure suffered fire damage.

In the case of this study. cromorphology supported interpretations thatv ¢ based
on macroscopic-scale field and laboratory investigations. It did not reveal any :w or
contradictory evidence. Its most limiting factor was the small samplc sizc, only nine thin
sections.
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