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reportedlooghousestructure5yetrccordcd.SinccitsdiscovcryinI968,thissitehas

played an important role in the interprctation of Labrador Archaic culture history,despite

the limited attention paid to the site as a whole. This thesis auempts to address some of

the problems associated with lhis IimitcdundeTStandingofNulliakasa largescale site

markcdandrapidculturechangeatvariouspointsintheirhistory.UndeTStandingthis

continuity within Labrador Archaic culture allowed fora reintcrprctationofNulliakCove

that suggests a !ong pcriodofoccupation at the site but also recognizestbatchangedid
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Chapter One: Introduction

The sitcofNuliiak Cove I (lbCp-20) (Figure

I) represenlS the largcst singleexprcssion of Labrador ,,%, ..
:~:i::::~~::~:~:::isL:~~: ::eLt:b:d:i: ?~~
ViSibilitYandlargeSize.ltiSdistinguiSbCdbYthe~. I
prescnccofmulliple large linearstnJctures that have ~~ f
been inlerpreled as longhouses(Fitzbugh 1975. 1984. ~ -.L.LU'
1985). Tbc sitc also cootains both Paleo-Eskimo and

Thule culture components whicb are evident from ....---~ n
::::::;c~::S~e:~:~::::i:::~:~~:i:ftCe:t:~:~:~zhUgh >'1"" I. N,III.k cO', ...,100 I

models of Labrador Archaic social organizalion and possible Prc-DorsctandArchaic

intcraclion(Fitzhugh 1981,1984, 1985; Hood 1993). Despite the significanccaccorded

thissitcinLabradorculturchistory(FitzhughI984,1985),thcsitc 's specific purpose has

provcdc!usivc,anditschronologicaldcvc!opmcnthasncvcrbccnthoroughlyor

Labrador Archaic longhouse sitcsare generally thought to bc thccnd productof

rcsourceprocurcmentstrategieswhichrequiredlargcnumbcrsofpcopletouniteto acccss



importanlrcsourcessuchasRamahchert(FilzhughI985:49-50).lnlhismodel,groups

NutliakCovesupportedlhesetripsbyprovidingaccesstoabundantfoodrcsourcesto

support a large population (Fitzbugh 1985:98). Tangentially, lhcdcvclopmcnlof

Labrador Archaic longhouse sites has also becn linked todcvc1oping intcractionsbctween

eastcmarclic. Fitzbugh(1984: 22-23) suggcststhat upon arrival onlhe Labrador coast

lhc Pre-Dorset occupied regions tbat were previously sculed bylhe Labrador Archaic

Thecompclition for rcsources and senJemcnt locations between lhcse groups workcd to

visibility longhouse silcs to maintain "cultural cnclaves" within Prc·Dorselregions

Thcscmodcls,thoughreasonab!c, fail loincorporalclhcchronologicaldepth

obscrvablcat Labrador Archaic longhouse sitcs. Thcyindircctlytrcatcachscttlemcntasa

singlccvcnt, ralhcrthan complex sett!cmcnts which may havc changcdandevolvcd,

servingdiffcrcnt purposes ovcrccnturies. In order 10 advancc our underSlandingof

Labrador Archaic history it iscssential that sitc !cvcl history assumesa more promincnt

wcrcnotconcurrcntlyoccupied(FitzhughI984:11,1985:89·98;Hoodl993:168). It has

alsobccnnotedlhatlhclonghouscswerelikelyoccupicdforshortspansoftime,



(FitzhughI984:18,1985:98).Unfortunately,therehasbccnnoauemptlOdCICrmine

suggested that themajorily of Nulliak Cove longhouse slruclures were occupiedwithina

significance of site history in theconstructioo ofexplanatory modcls of the Labrador

SiICdcvclopcd.2)Todeterminewhich,ifany,fcaturcsatthcsitcmay have been occupied

suggcst reasons for the course ofdevelopment at lhc sitc



Chapter Twa: Histary afResearch

generallyovcrlooked lhe significanceoflong-tenn cultural continuities. Only by

rccognizingthis cultural contmuity,can a greater understanding of Nulliak Cove andthe

2.1 Origins, Both Research and Cultural

The origin of Maritime Archaic culturc and by extcnsion the Labrador Archaic,

remains poorly understood. An early suggestion was that this culture developedinsitu

from early marine adapted Paleo-Indians who inhabitcd the Gulfof St.Lawrence

migrationofamaritimeadaptcdArchaicpeoplewithrootsthatcxtcnd inloNcw England

(Deal ct al. 2006). Given the similarities in tool types between the two locales, the

prc-cstablishcdArchaicgroupsfromthesouth.UnfortunatclY,thismay ncvcrbc

conclusivclyprovengivcnthatmanyolderArchaicsitesinthcMaritimes arc now

submerged, making data coneemingthe movements of these populations inaccessihie

(Dcal ctal. 2006). Nevertheless, archaeological work on the Quebcc north shorcmay



England region. In his extensive work in the statcofMaine from 1912-1920,WarrcoK

the Red Paint People (Moorehead 1922). Moorehead's (1922) definition of the Red Paint

graves proved frustrating, and with a lack ofcompar.l.live material availablc,Moorehead

New England region. Tbeircultureispeculiarandcaonotbccorrelatedwith any known

continued to bcprimarily identificd through burial sitesunlil recentlY,ensuringthatthe

exceptional,non-habitation sites to define the Maritime Archaic would eventually lead to

(1958) inlroduced the concepl of the Archaic slage. The idcaofanArchaicdcvelopmcnt

stage allowed the Red Paint culture to be linked throughout Ncw England,thcMaritime

provinces and Newfoundland and Labrador, becausc these rclated groups had similar tool

types and shared certain cultural traditions such as similar burial forms. Willey and

Phillips refcrred to this widespread group as the Boreal Archaic,butcautioncdthatlhis

wasundcvelopcdtheory(1958:117). Again,lbe northeastcm Archaic culture was left



largelyundefincdduetolackofdata,butthegroundworkhadbcenlaidfor further

brougbt to the auention of Memorial University,wbodispatcbed Dr. JamesTuckTuck

reported that he bad foundartifaclS and some additional graves in this locale (fuck 1971)

placing the burials from Port 3UX Choix. into the Archaic pcriod usingsimilarities such as

pcrsislent themes thai dominate the life ofa people" (Tuck 1971:350·351) and requires

an overview ofall systems used to constitute a cultural whole. Byusingthis

tcnninology, Tuck demonstrated tbat the Archaic of the northeastem coastnotonly

pursuedmarineorientedresources,butcarricdwiththemlongstandingtraditionsof



certain lhat lhey werelhe first people to cntersouthem Labrador. A series of very old

strategy, balancingtcrrestrial and avian resource procurement strategies alongside marioe

mammal hunting (Fitzhugh 1972, 1975). Ncvcrtbclcss,archacologicaIrcsearchin

ccmctcryat Rattler's Bigbt in central Labrador (Fitzhugb 1972; Hood 1993:166), and lhe



symbolism represented at these sites runs counter to other imponant cu)tural themes

many of the same cultural hallmarks as the L'Anse Amourburial,mound the oldcst dated

oflargcnon.funclionallithicimplements.Thatlhescritualattribulcsnresbaredby

populntionsresiding from thesouthem Labrador coast 10 New England is even more

significanl because tbese same cultural attributes can also be found among many oftbe



archacological evidence concerning the Archaic (Fitzhugh 1978). However,some

According to Hood(1998:8),the archaeo!ogy of Labrador follows a pattern common to

northcmstudywherebyaresearchareaisdominalcdbyafewpionccr researchers and the

students they personally introduced to the region, As a result,new researchers tend to

William Fitzhugh of the SmitbsoDian and James Tuck of Memorial Universily.Tuck's



Fitzhugh(1972,1975,1978)waspurnuinghisworkinHamiltonlnlct,whichestablished

Duringthelale 1960s and early 1970s, Maritime Archaic research was marked by far-

fiung surveys of southem, central andnorthem Labrador. Projects included the



the majorityofrcsearch to be continued by Smithsonian projects which cootinuedintotbe

1990s. Most published material from this time concerns the excavation and interpretation

oriargehabitationsitesinc1uding:RanlersBight,Aillik,ulliakCove.andNukasusutok

Island(FitzhugbI984,I985;HoodI981).OtherLabradorArcbaicrcsearchduringthis

pcriod included examining Ramabchert trade routes, and locating the lithic sourcesused

by the northern prehistoric groups (Lazenby 1980). Tbe investigation of the rclationship

during this period (Fitzhugb 1984; Hood 1993). However, the 18tcrresearcb moved away

demonstrating that the culture history bad become codificd and accepted

cultural change rather than cootinuity. The result hasbeco to split Archaic culturebistory

into multiple complexes on the central and northem coasts of Labrador. Yet,muchof

publication history of individual researchers rather than aclua I intemal cuttural change

among the Labrador Archaic people. Therefore we must alsoconsiderevidenceoflong

tcnn continuity in explanations of the Labrador Archaic culture history

Despitc similarities in environmeotaod food resource availability in northem and

various complexes arc used to discuss Archaic cultural development (sec bclow). Many



ranging from bi-pointcd, to steep shouldered, to ncar rcctangularstems(1978).Tbis



hcavilyon Ramah chert for tool production, occupicd large scale sites and participatedin

adoption of Ramah chert, to date sites and situate different temporn I and regional

Archaic longhouses suggests that they were developed to support trips to acquire Ramah

dcspitcdifferencesingeography(Dealcta12006).Givcnthatboththcintroductionof



thclonghouseandthedevelopmentoflongdistancctradcsccmedtoexistbeforcthe

widcspread adoption of Ramah cbcrt it seems unlikely thai adoptionofthi5 raw material

was the driving force bchind the otheranribules of the latc Labrador Archaic culture

Bightcomplex.Additionally,thereissomeevidenccthatafourtharchacological

complex,thc Hound's Pond complex, was present in the region. Since the Hound'sPond

The Sandy Cove complex (6000-4500 B.P.) is one of the most clearly defined

complexesfromtheHamiltoolnlctrcgion.ltisdefinedasanearlyexploratorycuhural

Iegilimatc category in which differences bctwccn complexes can bc seen. Thc Sandy

COYC complex populalion relied heavily on locally availablcquartzto make their stone

tools (Fitzhugh 1978:69). lnaddition, Sandy Cove campsites includcd largequanlilies of

slalC, and rcd quartzite dcbirage. Small numbers of fine-grained chcrts were also found

along with a recognizable purple chcrtwhich was used almost cxclusivclyforthe

production of flaked points (FilZhugh 1978:69). Ramah chert is present, but poorly

represented in Sandy Cove complex sites. A significant ground slone component which



During, lhe Sandy Cove complex, material culture consists mainly ofbifacially

flaked points witheilherbi-pointedbascs orlapcred stems. Thescstemmcd pointshave

nOp3rticularcomplex-diagnosticcbaracteristicsandarenearlyindistinguishablefrom

The flaked tool industry also includcs knivcs of various conslruction, namely asymmetric

Ieafshapcd,small bi·pointed examplcs, and flake knives. Olhertools rnatappearinsmall

marks a complctc break from lhe typological tool tradition of the other ccntralLabrador

anintrusivesouthcmgroupthatmovednorth,Therefore,itisnotalikelycandidalcfor

being an intcnnediaryculturecomplexbetwecn Sandy Cove and Rattlers Bight. The

I) it containcdahigh percentage offelsiticchcrtwhichwas commonly used among

southern groups; 2) there was a lack of ground slatc tools, and 3) thc asscmblage

containcdan cxpanded tool base type that is unlike any outside southern Labrador. The

assignmcntofthisgrouptoaseparatecomplcxmakcspcrfectsenscbecause it does not

appear to be associated wirn orner groups in thearca. This complex should slandas tbc

exampleofa meaningful distinctioo between groups, reprcscntinganaberranl group that



The Ranlers Bight complex (4000-3700) typcsite was discovered in 1968 and was

complex in Hamilton lnlet, and also the apex of the Labrador Archaic cuhure in this

region. When the Sandy Cove complex is comparcd tOlhc Ranlers Bight complex

Ranlcrs Bight complex thc Labrador Archaic populalion, while implementingvarious

Salldy Cove complex, becomes the sole material from which chippcd Stone tools are

produced (Fitzhugh 1978:70). Slate continues to be used in much the same manner as it

was during the Sandy Cove complex but a sing!e type of slate is adopted for all tools

Celts,gougesanda variety of small poinls dominate the slate assemblage(Fitzhugh

1978:70).AIsopresentintheslateassemblagetoalcsserextentarekeeleddouble·edged

complex pecking tcchnology was abandoned as the manner of production forslatetools

(Fitzhugh 1975). Conversely, the adoption of flaking and grinding in the productionof



raw material types are of less importance. Miscellaneousstoncs were uscd as grinding

geographically from Hopedale to New England (Fitzhugh 1978:70)

exaggeratcd.Forexample,wecouldviewtheuseofRamabehcrtasacontinuationofa

also emphasizcd a single matcrial in their tool production,namclythepurplechenthat

adoption of Ramah chert. The cultural importance ofusing a spccific materiaI for specific

loolssccmstorcpresentathemebetwecn thesccomplexes that sccms as importantasthc

stcmmed points in various sizes and with greatlyvaricd stylistic attributcsincluding

unifacialpoints,nakcpointsandmicropoints(FitzhughI975:130).Thesepointsare

c1ttrcmcly similar to the Sandy Cove complex poinlsand,save formatenalof

includingasymmetricbifacialknives,semi-lunarknives,widc-stemmedknives,leaf-

shapcdbifaccs and chipped rectangular adzes (Fitzhugh 1978:70). Thc ground slatc

component increascsgreatly io Ratders Bigbt and becomes much more formalized and



tools types and the reduction ofothers, the two complexes could bc interchangeableaside

againemphasizcs tbatcultural traditions were maintained ovcr time

Changes to central Labrador coast Archaic complexes can therefore be explained

grcatly) are based on extremely small collections. At 1he same time, the Naksak(7000-

Whale Island group and The Gull Arm complex arc over-emphasized. The Whale Island

projectile points which are thick with wide stems, and a variety ofwedges (Fitzhugh



complex was defined by FilZhugh (1978) astbc mostrcccnt Labrador Archaic occupation

in lhe Nain·Okak region. However, Hood(1981:18-19)suggcstcdlhatthisgroupshould

complcxareprescntonthesitesdalingtotheukasusutokcomplex.Unfortunately,

using minimal data may mean weare simply unawarcofthe full range of cultural

esquillees) (Fitzhugh 1978:72). Projectile points occur in a varicty offormsincluding

triangular; tapering slemmed based; and most commonly wide sidc nolchC5 with nipple-

bascd points (Fitzhugh 1978:72). Among the other chipped Slonc tool types are a serics of

endscrapersand side scrapers of the eared varicly. Poorlyrcpresented types include flake



variety of fine grained cherts were also recovcrcdin large amounts (FilZbugh1978:72)

quartz wedges, as well as stemmed points Wilh sharp shoulders and slraighl Slems, some

tYPcs,inciudingtlakepoints,micropoints,bifacialknivcs,utilizcd flakes and flake

groundasscmblagc is made exclusivcly from slalc and includesslaIc points, celts and

collections (Whale Island and Gull Arm) look difTcrent because Ihere is nolthe range of

Naksak complex populations are stylisticallydifTerent from each other andFitzhugb



specific silccomparison but itwiU also create further barriers lhat will inhibit our

2006). This group changed architectural styles, adoptcd and abandoncdthe use of various

scgmcntcd the Archaic tradition into multip!c chrono!ogical and rcgionallyfocuscd

complcxcs and prcsenledthis cuhure as a series ofdistantly rclatcdpopulations



long.tcnnvicwoftheLabradorArchaicthatwecanunderstandthechangesthattake

place within the culture, not as quick reactions but as mcdiatcddecisions that must fit



many of these issues archaeology will need to fiodways tocompcnsate for limited site

continuity ofcuirural traditions. Anempts to resolve thesc issues will alwaysbe

complicatcdby the realities of research in Labrador such as access to remote locations

spccifically an archaeological pbenomcnologyapproach,ofTers the potentialtoovercome

backdroponwhichhumanactivitytookplacc.lnrealily,landscape archaeology tries to

people addresscd,uscdand altered theirenvironmcnt; and to extendlhcintcrprclalionof

descriplions,whicb describe the landscape in purely matcrialislic tenns as a storehouse of



meaningful ways in wbicbpeople define themselves and thcirp!accin the world. To

"embodied" individuals experienced tbeir environment through the same senses as that of

modempcople(Tilleyl994).Usingtbesehumansenseswecanexperiencetbelaodscape

heart of phenomenology (Brock 2005). Phenomeno!ogy, the study of landscape through

represent the mediation between the natural and the cultural constructed environments

(Knapp and Asbmore 1999:15-17,20). In this manner, Labrador Archaic sites can be

and the organization ofa site and specific placcment of site features may be scen from the

point ofvicw ofa person that bc1icvcd that thc inlcraction with the environmcntwas

inlcgral to both physical and spiritual survival. By cXlcnsion an individual'sinteraction

viewed at larger scales such as lheregion. The usc of phenomenology to undcrstandtbc





2005:46-47). \Vilh the publication of his 1994 book "A PhenomenologyojLandscape,

asaplalformtocriticizccarlierarcbaeologicalworkwhicbsuggcstcdthat landscape was

devoidofmcaninguntilimbuedwitbilthrougbhumaninlcraction.TiIIcy(1994:7-11)

humanactorsperformcd.Thismeantthalthctraditionalarchaeological methods used to

(1994:28) Ihc observer is important because it is their presence in anenvironmcnlthat

cnsurcs memory, names, and idenlity arc applied to places allowingalandscapelobc

Thus, Tilley suggests that the cxpericolial aspccloflandscapc is moreimportanl

than any other factor when inlerprcling the pasl. ThisaUows lhcarchacologist to move

away from a mctric based two-dimensional understanding of space and re-engagewitb

the qualitative aspects ofa landscapc(1994: 26-34). ThcapproachthatTiIlcyadvocatcs



expericnccandperccivcthcworldbecauscwcliveinthatworldandareintcrtwinedin

thc objccts ofconsciousness in tbe manner in which they arcprescnted toconsciousoess

~pcctiveleadTilley(1994:26)tosuggcstthatlandscapcsmustbcinvestigatcd in the

that physical invcstigationby the archaeologist is the only mcans to gain a "bodily

pcrspectivc" (Tilley 1994, 1996,2(04). [nthismanner,currentintcractionswith

eontcmporarylandscapesallowapointofcntryfromwhichtounderstandthcscplaccsin

the past, based on the fact that both landscapcsare/wcre mcdiatcdbythchumanbody,

(2001: 296) introduction claims that traditional archaeological tcchniquesfor

investigating landscape end with two dimensional,static and disembodied diagrammatic



representation of sites, which limits the value oflandscapcstudies. Inslead,Watsoo

(2001) advocates an approach similar to Tilley's which draws (rommultiplclinesof

aspccts would complement existing fieldwork" (Watson: 2001: 297). By finding a middle

groundbctwecntrnditionallandscapcstudiesandaphenomenologicalapproach,Watson

(2001) was able to reinterpret the traditional archaeological data with the aid ofembodied

Archaic longhousc is a poorly understood feature. This extends to even the most basic

aspectswhethertheywereenc1osedandthemannerinwhichlhcywould have been

roofed. Aflcrviewingthearchaeologieal remains at NulliakCovc 1have no doubt that the

longhouscs were occupied forbabitalion. Aspcctssueh as intcmal caches,inlemalwalls



andlargeamountsoflithicmatcrialscemtoconfirmthis.:2)ThestruclUrcsmostlikely

correspond to the size of Pit houses (Wolff 2009) it may be that this sizecorrespoodswell

largerslructures. 3) Nulliak Cove was most likely only occupied forlimitedperiods.The

aggregation ofa large number ofpeople at the site would have taxed resources and was

likely only possible during tbe migration ofa specific resource. By kcepingtbese aspecIS

such as changing access to raw material usc or interaction with fo rcignpopulations

3.3/nterpretativeApproach

Dcspilc the value of this modificd phenomenological approach forcollecting

difficultloapplytotheephemeralmaterialleftbythehighlymobilcLabradorArchaic

research thai have highlighted the link betwcen the individual and the grcalcrcultural



milicuoverthclong.term.Rankin(2008)explorcdthcuseofcachepitsas an Amerindian

rcpresentedanextensionoftbehouseholdlhatencodcdmanyofthedifferentaspcctsof

life. Thispapcrbroughtforththeideathatsmall.scalcconstructcdfeaturesareinherently

cvcrydaydomestic tasks to larger more symbolic acts, isencodcd in all cultural featUTeS

pcoplc. The attributes ofaculture, including changes in traditions, arc also rcpresented

throughcontinuityorchangcs in material culture. These material lraccs are able to reflect

individual. FollowingRankin(2008)allowcdmctovicwlbefcalurcsatNulliak Cove not

as only cvidence ofhuman activity,butas physical reprcscntations ofthcLabrador

Cove as a key to understand the changing mindsct and cultural organization of the sites

organiZ3tionwasdetcrmined locally by Labrador Archaic individuaIs at sitcs such as

of two longhouscs hclpcd decide the manner in which the Huron associatcdwith

Europeans, showing how contingency also innucnccs archacologicalintcrpretation.The

outcome Oflhcse pcrsonal decisions in villagcsacross the Hurontcrritory,idenlifiable

through architecture, material culturcand food rcsourccs, eventually shaped the Iimitsof

Europcan influence. When spcakingofprehistoric pcoplc, wc must understandthatthe



daily life. DespitetheculturalandgeographicaldifferencesbctweenHuroniaand

HuronvillagebelwecnlradilionalistsandmodemislSconccrningtheirassociation with the

foreigners and access to European trade whicb is visible in everything from competitive

By observing small individual and site level changes at Nulliak Cove it should be possible

10 decode ways in which the Labrador Archaic occupants intcractcd with Ihc widcr world

archaeological record. DespitcthcdifTerencesofracc,agcgenderand ability,thc human

body remains a rclalive constant through lime. The body is a humancommonalityand

allows an engagcmcnt with place that isoftcn lacking in standard archaeologicalstudies,





Chapter Four: Methodology

occupicdby Labrador Archaic, Rattlers Bight populations, and 2) can the different

through the analyses of large numbcrs of stylistically complex and culturalIydiagnostic

phases/complexes bad occupied NuJliak Cove, nol only RanlersBightcomplcx

populalions(Hutchings 2006 Tables 1·7). The SilCofNulliak Covcwasfirsloccupied

during Ihc Naksak complex (7000·5700 BP) as shown by the diagnostic tools recovered

to negate the likelihood that the raw.material conservative RanlcrsBightuscdthcsitc

cxclusivc1y. There was enough artifactual evidence in thccollcction (300 complclc and

panial tools) to separate lhc Nulliak Cove struClures into eight distinct chronological

groupings (Hutchings 2006). Thecbronology ofsite occupalion was complex. At the



micropoints. At the eastem edge of the site, structure 15 had a completely difTerent t001

House # Ramah Other Total Site Area

17
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