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ABSTRACT

The Gunby site, excavated during the summer and
fall of 1977, represents a late Pickering village dating
to circa 1300-1320 A.D. Ten longhouses, ranging from
10.0 to 45.2 meters in length, lie within a village
estimated at 1.1 hectares (2.7 acres). This constitutes
the most longhouses uncovered at a Pickering site to date.

Faunal and floral samples from Gunby clearly
provide important new information concerning the subsis-
tence and dietary preferences during this middle period
of Ontario Irogquois prehistory. Important horticultural
evidence indicates the presence of carbonized corn,
squash and bean seeds. Also, the faunal sample indicates
that hunting of Virginia deer was an important aspect of
Gunby subsistence.

The artifact analysis reveals that closer contact
existed between the Gunby Pickering peoples and the Glen
Meyer villagers to the west than has previously been
suggested. The utilization of various Glen Meyer cording

techniques on Gunby ceramics illustrates this phenomena.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

The Pickering phase of Ontario prehistory (ca.
300-1300 A.D.) was first defined by Dr. Walter Kenyon
(1968:50-54) . After examining the material recovered
during his excavation of the Miller site (Kenyon 1968)
and materials surface collected from the Frank Bay
(Ridley 1954), Boys and Barrie (Ridley 1958), and East
Sugar Island (Ritchie 1949) sites, he defined the limits
of distribution of 'Miller-like' pottery, differentiated
it from the contemporary Glen Meyer-material, and coined
the term 'Pickering Culture'.

In 1962, Dr. James V. Wright excavated the late
Pickering Bennett site (Wright and Anderson 1969) and
subsequently synthesized all of the available information
on the Pickering phase (Wright 1966). Relying heavily
on ceranic evidence, he maintained that Pickering and
its western Ontario counterpart Glen Meyer were the
major foundations of the Ontario Iroquois Tradition.
Although this preliminary developmental sequence has
since been revised (Noble 1975a), Pickering and Glen
Meyer continue to be viewed as the two developmental
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bases for the Middleport Stage and, subsequently, the
historic Iroquoian groups of Ontario (Noble 1975b).

Finally, the Boys (Reid 1975) and Richardson
(Pearce 1977) sites have provided additional data
concerning the Pickering phase. The Boys site, dated by
ceramic seriation and radiocarbon analysis to circa 975
A.D., can be placed temporally between Miller and Bennett.
This fact allowed Colin Reid to suggest, and discuss in
detail, temporal trends in artifacts (particularly
ceramics) for the Pickering sequence. Robert Pearce,
using data from his excavations at the Richardson site
and surface collections from other sites in the Rice Lake
area, has suggested that this group of sites should be
considered an eastern variant of the Pickering culture. He
has also noted some regional expressions within this
eastern variant.

Our present knowledge of the Pickering phase, then,
rests on some small surface collections (e.g., Barrié)
and five reported major site excavations (Fig. 1l). None
of the five sites are contemporaneous and most are
spatially distant. Miller (ca. 800 A.D.) and Boys (975
A.D.) are approximately two miles (3.2 km) apart but are
separated by 175 years; Richardson, dated by ceramic
seriation to 900 A.D. lies 66 miles (107.2 km) east of

Miller and Boys; Bennett, dated to 1250 A.D., lies one



mile northeast of Gunby (ca. 1320 A.D.), and both are
48 miles (78.3 km) from the nearest eastern group in
Pickering Township.

Gunby first came to the attention of Dr. William
C. Noble of McMaster University in 1970, at which time
he noted similarities in the ceramics to those at the
Bennett site, whére he had served as foreman. Since Gunby
was located only one mile from Bennett, the possibility
existed that the two villages were related in a sequence
of local movement. Such a possibility warranted further
attention, but it wasn't until seven years later that
attention could be directed towards this research.

With this background, the following research
objectives were formulated:

(1) To investigate settlement patterns at the
site, including ldnghouses, palisade(s), and middens.
The primary goals were to completely excavate three
longhouses, determine the size of the village, locate the
palisade(s), and determine the size and orientation of
as many other longhouses as possible. fﬁis data could
then be compared to that known from other Early Ontario
Iroquois villages.

(2) To obtain a representative sample of artifacts
in order to determine a seriational date for the site and

to further define Pickering tool kits.
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(3) To investigate the faunal and floral remains
from the site in order to establish whether Gunby was
occupied year round, or on a seasonal basis and in order
to ascertain the horticultural practices as well as
dietary preferences of the villagers.

(4) Since Gunby appeared to be late in the overall
Pickering sequence, and spatially close to the Glen Meyer
sites, it offered the possibility of clarifying the
ultimate fate of Pickering culture. Wright (1966:54)
has previously speculated that the Glen Meyer culture
conquered the Pickering branch, but Noble (1975a:52)
has maintained that the precise nature of the Glen Meyer-—
Pickering fusion remains uncertain.

| In the following study, the description, analyses,
and interpretations of the Gunby site are organized as
follows: a chapter on settlement patterns, a chapter
dealing with artifact analyses, a chapter outlining the
investigation of floral and faunal material recovered at
Gunby, a chapter of comparative syntheses, and a final

chapter presenting the conclusions.



CHAPTER IT

SETTLEMENT PATTERN ANALYSES

The Gunby site (AiGx~-5) is located approximately
20 kilometers (12 miles) north of Hamilton on parts of
Lots 3 and 4, Concession VIII of the Township of Flamborough
in the Regional Municipality of Hamilton-Wentworth. It
is situated on an outcrop of the Niagara Escarpment
'adjacent to, and partially surrounded by, sand plaiﬁs
which represent the northern extremity of the Norfolk
Sand Plain (Chapman and Putnam 1973:251 and Map 2226).

Steep declivities on the south, east, and northeast
edges of the village create a naturally defensible
position. Only from the west and northwest is there a
level and unexacting approach. On the south side of the
village, flowing along the base of the escarpment, Bronte
Creek eventually discharges into Lake Ontario, 16 kilometers
(10 miles) to the southeast. The general topography, then,
is very similar to other excavated Pickering villages
which "...are all situated on hills near streams, but
distant from navigable bodies of water" (Pearce 1977:106).

A dark brown to black sandy loam constitutes most
of the overburden which lies 30 to 35 cm deep. The white
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to yellow sandy subsoil made possible clear delineation
of most features. In the past the site was used for
market gardening such that ploughing had disturbed
deposits to a depth of 45 cm in some places and had
therefore obscured certain features such as hearths.
Generally, postmoulds and pits were easily recognized and

recorded.

Method

Overall, 1736 square meters (18,689 square feet)
of the Gunby village was excavated utilizing a grid
system of five-meter squares superimposed_over-&e entire
site. The plough zone of each square was removed by
shovel and this backdirt was examined for artifacts.
Because of our concern for settlement patterns and the
disturbed nature of the site, it was decided tha£ the
plough zone would only be screened when middens were
encountered. Each square was shovel-shined to subsoil
and all features, numbered as encountered, were recorded
by cross—tape triangulation. Profiles and dimensions
of the features were recorded, as well as the nature
of the material remains (if any) located within the
feature. Several large features (up to two meters in

length) were encountered and these pits were screened



(% inch mesh) in arbitrary 10 cm levels. Approximately
one in every five postmoulds was sectioned for verifica-
tion and to ascertain depth.

Back in the laboratory, all features were
renumbered. Specifically, features located within
houses were given a number prefixed by the number of
the house. Thus, feature 1-4 is feature 4 of house 1.
Those features not located within a house were given a
number prefixed by a V for village. Thus, feature
V-48 is feature 48 located outside a house, but within the
village. One of the problems arising from this system
involved features that overlapped house walls. In most
cases, a decision was made based upon whether the major
portion of the feature was inside or outside the house;
however, two large pits (1-12 and 1-89) are now believed
to postdate House 1.

Portions of ten longhouses were uncovered during
the excavation (Frontis and Fig. 2), and Houses 7 and 9
were completely excavated. Also, a major portion of
House 1 was revealed although its southwestern end was
not discovered. During the fall of 1977, two lines of
posts were discovered on the northern side of the village
which probably represent palisading. Although no
definite middens were uncovered during the excavations,

several large refuse pits provided a useful artifact
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sample. Utilization of pits appears to be a characteristic

mode of garbage disposal for Pickering branch villagers.

Palisades

The village limits can be accurately estimated
from the general topography of the site, and our exten-
sive test trenching (Fig. 2). The village area measures
1.1 hectares (2.7 acres). Clear evidence for the existence
of a palisade, however, is inconclusive. The available
evidence suggests that the northwestern corner (and
perhaps the entire western side) of the village was
palisaded, but erosion has obscured the northern and
southern boundaries.

The east side of the site, investigated in Test
Trench 1, may well have been open for 26 meters of sterile
subsoil lay to the east of House 1. Also, test pits
revealed sterile subsoil approximately 10 meters beyond
the end of Test Trench 1. Since this end of the village
abuts on the point of the escarpment, palisading may have
been considered unnecessary by the villagers.

House 8 represents the southern limit of the
village as indicated by the sterile squares of Test
Trench 4 and a slope of sterile glacial till immediately

to the south of the house. Test Trench 5 and test pits
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to the west of House 5 suggest that the village did not
extend any further west. The only possible evidence for
palisading at Gunby was uncovered on the northern side
of the site.

During the fall of 1977, test squares on the
northwest corner of the site revealed portions of two
walls oriented northeast-southwest (Fig. 11). The outer
wall, followed for 26 meters, began to curve south at
its southwest end. Extensive digging in the immediate
area failed to locate any other portions of this wall.
The 77 posts ranged from 4 to 11 cm with a mean diameter
of 6.3 cm. The 46 posts sectioned ranged from 6 to
28 cm deep with a mean of 12.8 cm. The inner wall,
followed for 16 meters, is slightly angled towards the
outer wall with the maximum and minimum distances apart
being 10 and 4 meters respectively. The 71 posts had a
mean diameter of 6.5 cm and a range from 4 to 16 cm.
Seventeen posts sectioned ranged from 7 to 25 cm, with
a mean depth of 14.5 cm. The southwest end of the
interior wall extends into the center of House 10.
Possibly a village expansion occurred at the northern
edge and the palisade was moved outward to accommodate
House 10.

These two walls provide the only possible evidence

of palisading uncovered at Gunby.
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Refuse Deposits

Little evidence exists for the presence of
middens at Gunby. Test pits dug near the unploughéd
fence line at the southeastern corner of the village did
produce some artifacts, but they were heavily mixed with
modern material and the deposit was no’ thicker than the
topsoil over other areas of.the site. Although it is
possible that shallow middens were destroyed by later
ploughing, most evidence suggests that middens were simply
not extant on the site. Approximately 95% of all faunal
material recovered at Gunby came from pit and hearth
features; 79.3% of the unutilized chert flakes also came
from excavated features.

Despite the lack of midden deposits, a repre-
sentative artifact sample was obtained from large refuse
pits on the site. Of 608 pits uncovered, 36 had one or
more dimensions in excess of 75 centimeters. Ten of
these large pits were over 50 cm deep. These features
appear to be a feature of some Pickering villages (e.g.,
the Miller site—-Kenyon 1968:25-26; and the Bennett site-
Wright and Anderson 1969:22-23).

In order to illustrate the nature of items
recovered from the large pits, Table 1 presents the
artifacts collected from six pits. Feature V-7 was

excavated by trowel but the other five were screened



Table 1.

Artifact classes from six selected pits.

Class 4 1-9 1-12 1-89 V=7 V=48
Refuse bone 346 75.9 538 77.2 4035 64.5 1914 74.5 52 30.9 246 61.4
Pottery 43 9.4 68 9.8 1615 25.8 318 1l2.4 82 " 48.8 94 23.4
Chipping 58 12.7 78 11.2 520 8.3 315 12.3 29 17.3 56 14.0
detritus
Worked bone 6 1.3 9 e 50 0.8 11 0.4 2 1.2 2 0.%:5
Chipped lithic 1 0.2 4 0.6 15 0.2 6 0.2 - - 1 0.2
artifacts
Ground/rough 1 0.2 - - 12 0.2 1 0.1 3 L.8 1 0.2
lithics '
Pipes 1 0.2 - - 4 0.1 4 0.2 - - 1 0.2
Totals 456 99.9 697 100.1 6251 99.9 2569 100.1 168 100.0 401 99.9

€1



through % inch mesh. Also, one square meter section
(50 cm deep) of pit 1-89 was floated, thereby possibly
biasing the artifact sample since smaller, and therefore
more, flakes should be recovered.

Notably, the six large pits of Table 1 produced a

significant percentage of the artifacts recovered at

oo
o\
c\e

Gunby: 38.5% of the pipes; 33.9% of the rims; 26.1
of the chipped lithic artifacts; and 39.0% of the
chipping detritus. All six pits are layered indicating
differential dumping during their formation. Only two,
1-4 and 1-9, are actually located within houseé; pits
1-12 and 1-89 are now believed to postdate the occupancy
of House 1. They overlap and are intrusive through the
west wall Qf the house. Complete excavation of these
two pits failed to uncover any postmoulds belonging to
House 1, and a rim sherd fragment from the 25-35 cm
depth of pit 1-12 physically mended with é fragment from
the 90-110 cm level.

Table 2 presents a correlation of pit shapes
and contents as they appeared at Gunby. This chart
only includes the 576 pits actually profiled of a total
608 pits uncovered. Obviously most pits, whether used
for refuse or other reasons, occur within house struc-

tures, and apart from irregular shaped pits, four other

basic forms are recognizable as illustrated in Figure 3.



Table 2. Gunby pits.

Refuse fill

Sterile fill

Ash fill

c 0 J 66L& o0 CFL o0 0O ES
House 1 35 .37 L., 4 8 14 7 1 15 11 1 - 1 127
House 2 1 4 = o 1 2 - - 1 1 - = = 10
House 1/2 5 4 1 1 1 13 8 - 2 1 - = - 36
House 3 1 1 - - 1 3 2 - 1 2 - - - 11
House 6 5 4 - - - 2 2 - 1 1 o - = 15
House 7 71 62 1 ; 8 4 45 29 2 26 22 - e - 265
House 8 7 9 - - - 2 3 - 2 1 - - - 24
House 9 6 4 - 1 2 5 5 - - - - - - 23
House 10 - 2 - - - 7 - - - = - & - 9
Village 8 13 - 1 3 15 11 2 1 2 - - - 56
Totals 139 140 3 5 16 108 67 5 49 41 3 - - 576

ST
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House Structures

Of the settlement pattern features at Gunby, the
longhouses are probably the most significant. At no
other Pickering site excavated to date, have so many
houses been exposed. At Gunby, a total of ten houses
appeared, two of which were completely excavated (numbers
7 and 9). Other structures were trenched along the side
and end walls to allow definition of their basic overall
shape and orientation within the village (Fig. 2).

Table 3 indicates that longhouses ranged from 12.3 to

45.2 meters long (40.3 to 148.3 feet), by 6.7 to 8.0
meters wide (22.0 to 26.2 feet). Also, there is a
decided preference to orient houses into the prevailing
winds blowing from the northeast and southwest (5 houses).
Four other houses face into the northwest, while only
House 2 is entirely contrary to the rest of the village;
it has an east—-west orientation. Conceivably, other
houses exist at Gunby in untested areas, but we believe
that no more than two additional structures could exist

within the village perimeter.

House 1

House 1 (Fig. 4), measuring 8.0 meters wide and

traced for 29.0 meters long, has its southwestern end
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Plan Shapes Profiles

Oval Irregular basin

Oblong Saucer

)

Kidney Conical

Fig. 3. Plan and profiles for
Gunby pits.
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Table 3. Gunby longhouse dimensions and interior features.
House Area Orien- Length Width No. of No. of
Excavated tation (m) (m) Hearths Pits

(m?*)

1 232.0 NE-SW 29 0¥ 8.0 4 127%

2 36.2 E-W 16.5+ 7.0+ x 10*

3 33.7 NW-SE ? g 2 11

4 16.2 NW-SE 10.0 7.0 0 0

5 0.0 NW-SE 38.0+ 7.3 - -

6 20.0 NE-SW 24.0 13 0 15

7 343.5 NE-SW 45.2 7.6 10 285

8 25.0 NW-SE 30.2 7.6 0 25

9 82.4 NE-SW 12.3 6.7 3 23

10 17.5 NE-SW 36.5 d+3 0 10

*An additional 36 pits for Houses 1 and 2 are impossible to
discretely separate as to structure.
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disturbed by House 2. As with the other houses at the
site, House 1 exhibits generally straight walls which
taper before rounding at the ends. While the maximum
width measures 8.0 meters near the center, the house
narrows to 7.5 meters wide, five meters from its north-
eastern end, and at one meter from this end the width
is only 5.4 meters. While the southwestern end could
not be located, the house is 7.8 meters wide at the
point where the east wall ends. If the house was
originally symmetrical, then its southern end would
probably lie 5 meters beyond this point.

Two hundred and forty-nine wall posts ranged in
diameter from 4 to 20 cm with a mean of 7.5 cm; the 51
posts profiled ranged in depth from 9 to 34 cm with a
mean of 19.5 cm. Two possible doors are observable in
this house. One lies at the northwest corner where
there is a seeming windbreak entrance reminiscent to
that of House 2 at the Bennett site (Wright and Anderson
1969). Another door conceivably existed through the
eastern wall just south of feature V-7.

In the interior, 465 posts ranged from 3 to 26
cm in diameter with a mean of 8.3 cm. The 105 posts
sectioned ranged from 4 to 53 cm in depth with a mean
of 16.4 cm. The myriad scattering of interior posts

makes it difficult to delimit 'bunkline' or interior
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support posts; however, an area clean of features,
approximately 1 to 2 meters wide, extends almost the
entire length of the eastern side of the house and,
except for the above-mentioned large refuse pits, the
western side. Sleeping areas or platforms may well have
been located along these walls.

Of four hearths recorded in House 1, three are
medial while the fourth lies near the northwest corner.

Table 4 summarizes the hearth data from House 1.

Table 4. House 1 hearth characteristics.

Feature . Length Width Shape Profile
' (cm) (cm)
6 61 40 oval irregular
basin
26 148 45 kidney saucer
27 166 64 kidney saucer
91 49 46 oval basin

The 127 pits of House 1 are described in Table
5. Pit profiles were as follows: basin 90; conical
22; savcer 1ll; irregular basin 2; and unknown 2. Besides

the four large refuse pits (1-4; 1-8;1-12;1-89) which
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were screened, four features (46,62,121,131) produced

over 100 artifacts each.

House 2

Oriented east-west, this house (Fig. 4) overlaps
the south end of House 1. Only a portion of a straight
north wall and the rounded west end of the house were
“uncovered.

The north wall measures at least 16.5 meters
long, with the width being 7.0+ meters at a point 3
meters inside the western end.

One hundred and six wall posts of House 2 ranged
from 4 to 15 cm in diameter, and their mean of 6.8 cm
is slightly smaller than those of House 1 (7.5 cm mean).
Twenty-one posts sectioned ranged from 6 to 35 cm deep
with a mean of 13.0 cm. A well-defined door without any
windscreen opens through the west end of the house.

Table 6 presents details of ten pits which are
definitely believed to be associated with House 2.
Profile forms include: basin 5; irregular basin 2;
saucer 2; and conical 1. Feature 4 produced over 100
artifacts. Unfortunately, no hearths.can be clearly
discerned in House 2. Table 7 presents details of the
36 pits which may belong to either House 1 or House 2.

When screened, feature H-14 produced 320 artifacts.
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Table 5. House 1 pit types and dimensions in cm.
Type N Length Width Depth
Refuse Fill 78
oval (37) R 24-206 15-132 6-74
X 46.5 33.7 20.2
S 30.4 19.97 15,3
circular (35) R - 16-104 4-45
X - 35.6 20.3
S - 171 10.5
irregular (4) R 81-430 53-240 17-78
X 251.2 150.5 45.7
S 174.4 103.5 32.8
kidney (1) 51 26 13
oblong (1) 50 23 10
Ash Fill 27
circular (15) R = 14-56 G-31
X - 32.9 16.5
S - 10.5 7.4
oval ©(11) R 23~52 21-41 3-26
X 39.7 29.6 14.3
S 8.4 6.6 7.3
oblong (1) 23 13 24

continued on p. 24.
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Table 5, continued

Type N Length Width Depth
Sterile fill 22
circular (14) R - 13-50 525
X - 24.7 11.2
S - 10.2 6.0
oval (6) R 29-71 12-55 9-31
X 38.4 22.7 17.3
S 14.5 14.9 8.4
oblong (1) 76 28 12
Total 127

Where R = range, X = mean, S = standard deviation.
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Profile forms are as follows: basin 27; saucer 5;

conical 3; and irregular basin 1.

House 3

Uncovered during the fall of 1977, House 3 is
poorly defined. It would appear that we have a portion
of the southern corner and end wall, as well as some
interior features (Fig. 5). The house appears to have
been oriented into the northwest.

Only 17 wall posts were identified, and they
ranged from 4 to 8 cm in diameter with a mean of 6.3 cm.
The depths of 12 posts profiled range from 6 to 25 cm
with a mean of 13.5-cm. Sixty-six interior posts,
measuring 3 to 24 cm, have a mean diameter of 7.4 cm.
Forty of these posts were sectioned and proved to have
depths ranging from 4 to 44 cm, with a mean of 12.2 cm.
As with House 1, the interior posts of House 3 are
larger than the wall posts but they are not set as deep
into the ground as the wall posts.

Table 8 presents details of the 11 pits found
within House 3. A large disturbed area has obscured
some features, notably central hearth feature number 4.
A second hearth (feature 7) is also centrally aligned.
Profile forms of the pit features are as follows: basin

9; and conical 2.



Table 6. House 2 pit

types and dimensions in cm.
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Type N Length Width Depth
Refuse Fill 6
oval (4) R 50-172 40-142 8-33
X 107.5 78.7 19.2
S 50.1 44 .4 10.6
circular (1) s 48 28
irregular (1) 126 40 30 + 33
Sterile Fill 2
circular (2) - 25 4
- 60 23 + 37
Ash Fill 2
circular (1) - 12 4
oval (1) 19 1b 5
Total 10
Where R = range, = mean, S = standard deviation.
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Table 7. House 1/2 pit types and dimensions in cm.
Type N Length Width Depth
Sterile Fill 21
circular (13) R - 11-28 4-21
% - 2.1 11.1
S o 4.6 5.4
oval (8) R 20-37 14-24 6-25
5 27.5 18.5 12.4
S 6.4 3.7 6.4
Refuse Fill 12
circular (5) R - 16-28 11-20
X - 24.8 14.5
S = 540 4.8
oval (4) R 29-143 2)-82 5-29
X 68.0 39.5 16.8
S 514 28.5 8.6
oblong (1) 75 30 32
kidney (1) 86 48 13
irregular (1) 98 93 47
Ash Fill 3
circular (2) i ; 4%6 f%
oval (1) 38 27 11

Total 36
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Table 8. House 3 pit types and dimensions in cm.
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Type N Length Width Depth
Sterile Fill 5
circular (3) e 41 12
= 30 28
- 28 13
oval (2) 137 79 13
36 20 13
Refuse Fill 3
circular (1) - 64 26
oblong (1) 27 12 25
irregular (1) 133 120 50
Ash Fill 3
oval (2) 34 23 g
29 21 15
circular (1) e 21 17
Total 11
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House 4

A series of postmoulds uncovered during the
excavation of Test Trench 2 has been tehtatively.identi—
fied as House 4 (Fig. 6).- This appears to represent a
small rectangular house, 10.0 meters long by 7.0 meters
wide, oriented northwest to southeast. ©No internal
features were excavated. One hundred forty-six wall
posts measure 4 to 12 cm in diameter (6.3 mean), and

were set 6 to 39 cm deep (15.4 mean).

House 5

This rather long house (Fig. 7) was located on
the extreme southwestern edge of the village. It is
oriented northwest-southeast and is 7.3 meters wide by
over 38.0 meters long. Trenching revealed the north-
western end and portions of both walls but no definite
southeastern end was uncovered. The 237 wall posts had
a mean diameter of 6.6 cm and ranged from 3 to 20 cm.
No interior features of House 5 were recorded, but test
pits dug during the fall did reveal that interior

features were present.
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House 6

House 6 (Fig. 6) was discovered during the
opening of Test Trench 3, and was subsequently outlined
by trenching. It is oriented northeast-southwest about
8 meters to the west of and approximately parallel to
House 1. Extending 24.0 meters long, its maximum width
is 7.3 meters. The ends are rounded. Unfortunately,
poor post preservation has obliterated the southeast
wall.

Measurement of 201 wall posts indicates their
range from 4 to 11 cm in diameter and a mean of 6.9 cm.
Of 48 posts sectioned, their depths ranged from 6 to
38 cm with a mean of 11.1 cm. Door openings are apparent
through the centers of both ends of this house.

Approximately 20.0 square meters of the interior
was excavated and recorded in Test Trench 3, and 21 interior
posts were recorded. They ranged from 4 to 27 cm in
diameter with a mean of 11.2, while the 18 posts sectioned
averaged 24.8 cm deep and ranged from 5 to 46 cm in depth.

Table 9 presents available evidence for 15 pits
within House 6.

Pit profiles for House 6 inclgde: basin 12;
irregular basin 1; saucer 1l; and unknown 1. Pit feature

6 produced 372 artifacts after screening.
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Table 9. House 6 pit types and dimensions in cm.
Type N Length Width Depth
Refuse Fill 9
cirgular (5) R - 18-39 11-23
X - 27.0 15.8
S . 7:1 4.7
oval (4) R 35~87 19-71 12-30
X 51.7 41.2 22.0
S 24,2 201 8.5
Sterile Fill 4
circular (2) - 23 12
= 17 13
oval (2) 45 35 12
39 34 32
Ash Fill 2
circular (1) - 25 -
oval (1) 42 39 4
Total 15
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House 7

House 7 (Fig. 8) was the longest structure excavated
at Gunby. Stretching 45.2 meters long, it comménds the
center of the village. Its width of 7.6 meters tapers to
rounded ends. For instance, at 5 meters from the southwest
end if measures 6.7 meters, narrowing to 5.3 meters wide
at one meter from that end. At the northeast end, the
house tapers to 6.6 meters wide, five meters from the end.

Five hundred and thirty-one wall posts have
diameters ranging from 3 to 24 cm, and a mean of 7.2 cm.
The 65 posts sectioned averaged 17.4 cm deep with a range
between 5 to 53 cm. As with other houses at Gunby,
entrance gaps are noticeable through the central end
walls. Side entrances, if they existed, are difficult
to delineate since poor preservation has left several
blank areas.

Turning to interior house features, post lines
indicating storage cubicles are located at either end of
House 7. A cubicle at the northeastern end measures 3
meters deep, while the southwestern end is more complex.
Here two lines of interior wall posts may represent
cubicles or stages of house expansion.‘ The two division
lines of posts at the southwest are spaced 4 meters and

6.1 meters in from the end wall respectively. Clearly
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unusual for house walls at Gunby are the intensive array
of posts forming the interior wall at the northeastern
end. Perhaps this represents post replacement associated
with rebuilding.

Features within the end cubicles of House 7 are
sparse. Only two oval sterile pits (288 and 299)
occurred at the southwestern end, but the northeastern
cubicle was more interesting. It yielded two features
(3 and 4), of which Feature 4 was an oval refuse pit
containing 12 bone fragments, 5 bocdy sherds, and a single
chert flake. Feature 3 proved to be an inhouse burial
(see p. 53). No artifacts were recovared from this
feature.

Interior posts, numbering 786, ranged from 2 to
30 cm with a mean diameter of 7.4 cm. Eighty-four of
these posts were sectioned, and they ranged from 6 to
55 cm deep with a mean of 25.2 cm. As noted for House 1,
no clear pattern of sideline bunk posts exists, but the
northern and southern wall interiors are relatively clear
of pits.

Ten hearths were located in House 7. One (7-289)
was uncovered near the southwest corner of the house
overlapping the innermost cubicle wall. It was very
shallow (2 cm deep). The other nine hearths are all

centrally located, and five are very closely spaced.



38

Indeed, two of them (154 and 187) overlap while the
others are 0.7, 1.0, and 0.8 meters apart. Two other
hearths (27 and 28) are 1.0 meter apart and located in
the northeastern half of the house 10.0 meters from the
central group. The two remaining hearths are 1.4 meters
apart in the southwestern section of the house about
4.5 meters from the central group.

In addition to the many hearths in House 7, 284
'pits also attest to intensive occupation. Table 11
presents dimensions for 265 of the pits, while a further
19 pits recorded but not excavated, had the following
plan shapes: oval 12; circular 5; and irregular 2.
Four pits (50, 85, 190 and 219) in House 7 produced
over 100 artifacts each. Pit profile forms were as
follows: basin 222; saucer 20, conical 17; irregular basin

5; and irregular 1.

House &

This house, initially intercepted by Test Trench
4 (Fig. 9), is oriented northwest-southeast. Extending
30.2 meters long by 7.6 meters wide, it tapers to 5.4
mneters wide, one meter from the rounded northwest end.

Two hundred and sixty-six wall posts range from
3 to 14 cm with a mean diameter of 6.6 cm. Depths of 19

posts ranged from 6 to 45 cm with a mean of 19.8 cm. An
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House 7 hearth characteristics.

Feature No. Length Width Shape Profile
(cm) (cm)

27 161 43 Oblong Irregular
basin

28 104 34 Irregular Saucer

129 90 47 Oblong Saucer

140 139 34 Irregular Saucer
154 117 76 Irregular =

185 156 80 Irregular Saucer
187 201 93 Irregular -

267 67 39 Oval Saucer

276 84 77 Oval Saucer

289 89 38 Oblong Saucer




Table 11. House 7 pit types and dimensions in cm.

Type N Length Width Length
Refuse Fill 139

circular (71) R - 10-68 2-42
X - 31.8 15.9
S - 12.9 9

oval (62) R 19-84 17-65 4-50
X 44.8 31.7 16.1
S 13.2 10.3 9.0

irregular (4) R 46-221 28-174 9-28
X 97.0 77.7 18.5
S 83.1 65.9 g+3

oblong (1) 31 14 18

kidney (1) 30 16 11

Sterile Fill 78

circular (45) R - 8-43 4-27
X - 22.9 11.6
S - 8.7 6.0

oval (29) R 21-67 14-53 3-33
X 37.4 26.5 13.9
S 13.3 10.2 9.2

oblong (2) 28 14 9

244 80 12 & 22

Continued on page 41
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Type N Length Width Depth
Sterile Fill, cont.
irregular (2) 59 5d. 15
103 66 47
Ash Fill 48
circular (26) R = 10-73 4-27
X - 27.5 12.6
S - 14.1 6.3
oval (22) R 12-60 11-46 3~35
= 41.9 51.2 13,8
S 12.4 8.8 15
Total 265
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entrance way exists through the northwest end of House 8,
and gaps are apparent through the central side walls.
An interior wall of posts neav the door in the southwestern
wall may represent a windbreak ifeature. The 11 posts of
this interior wall had a mean diameter of 6.4 cm and a
range of 4 to 8 cm.

Approximately 15.7 square meters of the interior
of Mouse § were excavated; and 115 interiocr posts ranged
from 3 to 23 cm <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>