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ABSTRACT

Arch8.eologk~a1 settlement data has t,een use.j to identify HtU'on chief's houses.

finlayson identified (:hief's houses (198~1) at the Draper site, a 15th cent1.JrV Huron

village in the Pk:ke:ring Tovnship. His interpretations vere based on settlement

of ,:ralt s,:reatt,;~.th a.1'1d interior house is01ate·1 post moulds.. and haVing the greatest

distance tJetyt~en hearths. This the$i~ analyzes two houses from the Dr-a~jer site - one,

based on the above l~t'iteria, a chief's house, and at"".lother a 'non-chief's' house. By

examining the V8!'iation vithin and betveetl the artifact ~~em1>1ageg and the

distributions of anifacT.s through these t"lllO houses.. another means of i·1entifying a

(:hief's house has teen tested and the settlement pattern analyses tested.
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Ithnohistork sour-::~es reveal that the Huron f,eof,le re·:ognized t'N"O kinds of

headmen in a Yvillage. The first "f.1'aS a 'dyil chief' 'frho settled di~'lJutes. negotiated

fOt'eign treaties and arranged feasts. datKes and games. The second ,.~as a 'vat' chiet~

~;rho sen:ed only in times of unrest and 'T."6S con'~erned exd~'iYely ~tith military affairs

(Trigger, 1969:69).

It is generally accepted that a chief of a Y,illage was a person of high statw. He

Y'las giy'et1 special insignia of offi(:e and ""8S identified vith his pt'edec.-essor, being

symt·olica11y r3is~j from the gra:ve during the investiture ceremony. His rJQ~rer lay in

his 8Nlity to se·~ure pUNi(~ support. He 8:xomplished this, in part. by entertaining his

follow'ers 'Y.{ith fea:ts and dan(;es. and providing hospitality to ·visitors. It is generally

believed that the chief's howe was used as a communal ~"elling where these events

toot ple'~e.

Archaeologkally, it seems reasonable to expe·:t that the artifact assemblage 811·1

its distribution through the (;hief's house should reflect the higher social status as vell

as the public function of this houreho1<J. The archaeologist should exr.ect a greater

quantity of itt'tife.<;ts in general, and/or spedfic status-valued artifaets. Further.

he/she should expe·~t to find variation in the distribution of the internal fea.ttu"€'S and

assodated artifacts of the chief's house in comparison to a -non-chiefs" house vithin I

the Yolil18,ge. )

Social differentiation in Iroquoian sites has been defined through the ena1~s of

aI"(~heologi(a1 settlement data (fin1ayson.1~'). More specifi('-a1ly. this analy-sis

fo.,;usses on the ~rariation of hou~e structure patterns. CharacteristiC;} such ~ longest

house 3fld greatest density of vall posts, internal howe pits. hearths. and post moulds,

have been intet'preted as indicators of a chiers house. These interpretations are

founded on the ethnohistoric 8.<::counts of The ksuit £~18(ions (ThWfl-ites.1959:8:93;

10:181.231251; 13:59; 15:17"}). In these re·:.ords. the chien: house is des·~ribed as the

longest in the Yvillage 3fld the location fot' all commw1al activities of the village as a

~fhole.

It is my intent to test for socially significant artifact assemblage differentiation,

and comrJ3:fe the res1..l1ts with the conclusions reached through settlement pattern

at181ysis. I chose to examine tvo hou..~s from the A.D. 1500 Huron Draper site (AlGt-2)..
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ne;:;!' Pid:eril1g:. Ont;31"io. My {~hoke of homes is t.oased on the settlement

:pattetTl

inteq:Jretations of Home 12 and House '38. House 12 exhibits the ch8!'a'~teristks

traditionally assigned to a ·2.hief's house: it is one of the longest in the village and it

',.ie1d·3 a Yery high density of 'W~a11 posts, az well as internal features and "fJOst moulds.

House 33.. on the other hand. is t"elatively sh01't and yieldi: a 10'W· density of posts and

featm'es. This pro":.rides an afJpropt"iate comparison of "hat traditionally has teen

labelled 8. chief's house an·j a "non-(:hief's" house. I intend to evaluate -r.,.hether the

existing ·:::lazsifications of these houses are justifiable.

This thesis deals exclusively vith the analysis of individual dwellings. Trigger

(1%8) defines 8. tht'ee-level hienu'chy of settlement 8!lalysis: indiYidual dwelling..

community·.. 8.n1 zonal or regional patterning of communities. HO'W'ever, the fo(~us of

thh-: 1'ese8.r(:h is justifiable since it is re.~ognized that the Huron Ionghouse represented

the socio-political and socio-economic nature of the Huron society (Ba"r·den, 1977, 1982.:

Heidenrekh,1971 :12"3). Emerson (1961 :62) described the longhouse as the

... key to an understano1ing of Iroquois nl1ture. It"'f1'8S moch
more than just a dwelling pIa<-.e - it vas the basis of the Iroquois
philosophy of life - 8Il,j the concept of the longhouse underlay
every aspect of Iroquois social, political and military life.

Despite this, archeological interpretation of longhouses in Onta1'io is something

of a novelty (Doo<U 98~:182). Early exca~rations of habitation sites focussed on small

areas of mi,jdens in order to retrie·-re a sample of artifacts that wuld enable the

archaeologist to place the site in its appropriate cultural and chronological context

(Trigger..1981:11). The longhouse t'emained a construct of ethnohistoric information.

The fol1omng brief history of Ontario longhouse excavations wI summarize the trend

wTrar1s in-.jepth smjies of the longhouse in Ontario.

THE DEVELOPMENT Of SETTLEMENT PATTERN STUDIES AND THE HISTORY Of
LONGHOUSE EXCAVATIml IN ONTARIO

In the late 19'30's, JB. Ste"fr'3:fd put>lished t~"O influential works that attempted to

infer general deYe10pmental processes in the North American South"flest from

prehistork regional and community settlement patterns(19"}7J 938). A ~.eries of major
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field programs, stimulated by the theories and conceptu..=U interpretation that Steward

presented, wet'e to be used as models for future settlement pattern studies.

Notable among these field pt'ojects "if.'ere the sut'vey of the Lo,-rer Mississippi

Alluvial Valley tq Phillips et al. (1951) and the more inl1uemial Viru Valley survey t,y

\}Jilley (1953). '}Jilley's Viru TJalley proje·:t is regarded by many to have tffn the

fathet' of settlement 31'chaeology, and m31'b the fit'st field opet'ation aimed exp1icitl~yY

at infet'ring <:u1tural pro'.::esses from the regional pattet'ning of settlements. "This

stujy:t is also significant in that it marked the first formal statement of the scope of

prehistot'i,: settlement pattern studies an,j their potential utility in

at'chaeology"(Par-wns,1972:128).

In Onttll'io 8r<;haeology, by the 18.te 1940's 81ld 1950's, some limited puNished

reports ·yiel,jed short and incom~·letedescriptions of 1onghouse stnJ(:tures. Jury (1948a

and 1948t·) f·resented simplisti·,; des',;riptions of the houses found at the flanagan and

Ct'awfo1'd sites, as did Jw'Y and Jury's 1955 report of the saint Louis excavations, and

Eme1'son's a{~<;ount of the McKenzie and Hardrod= longhouses (1954). Kenyon's

extensive ex·::avation of the Miller site, which included six longhouses, also failed to

f·ay due attention to the detailed analysis of the houses (1968). Although these

desc:t'iptiolli lacked any extensho-e discussions of~~moulds or internal &rt'angements

of the houses, they nevertheless marked an initial step tovards 10nghouse

archaeology.

It is quite probable that these and other Ontario archaeologists were encouraged

by the vork of 'flilliam. R.itchie on Nev York State Iroquoian sites (1956). His vork

during the 1950's, on Iroquoian settlement patterns culminated 'With Ritchie and

funk's Aboriginel Settlement Patterns in the Northeast (1973). A1t.hough m8rl"f of the

intet'pretations presented in this f,ublication vere tentati·.;e, due to small areas of

excavation 01' to the complexity of o·-rerlapping ~t mould patterns (Trigger, 1981: 12),

Rit'~hie and funt·s ,-rorl: provided inspiration for Ontario 10nghouse eXC8Y'8.tion.

Yet another impetus for longhouse archaeology in Ontario ·~ame from the long

term project at the Cahigue site. Although never reported, the WOrl.. there stimulated

the many archaeologists who were trained at and supervised the eX~'.8vatiolls.. to

emplo~, techniques an(J methods 01'iented more to"i"Bt'ds settlement data recovery.

In the theoreti.::.a! world of settlement archae.ology, the 1960's and 1970's were

buzzing 'With new' ide8,S and struggling with definitions and concer,ts fundamental to

the t1e~/1'esearchpt'ojects in settlement patterns and the reconstt'UCtion of prehistot·y.
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Chang (l9~,8.l962).Winters (1967.1969). an.j Trigger (1967.1968) "li"ere the predominant

contributors to this groving branch of archeaology. Simultaneously.. there was a need

fot' ne1"! sampling prlY~e.jures in O1'der that the functional variability among

sites

within a settlement sy·stem i~oul.j t,e more accurately assessed. Thus began an

esc:a1ating intet'est in spatial analysis ~ an inhe1'811t pa1't of the nev settlement

pattern studies.

In 1971. j.V."right's "totar excavation of the fourteenth century NoJvell site

signalled a change in Ontario archaeology. both in terms of extensive excavations and

a con(:entration on longhouse excavation and ana1~Y3is (l.tt'ight,1974). In his final

report. 'ilright presented a great amount of distributional data and intet'Pretations

t..ase<1 on 1tel1-Jefined intra-longhou::e features and assodate·j artifa·~ts (1974).

The archaeological project at the Draper site TdS in keeping "li'ith this t11>e of

exc:avatiotl. Although the site had a pt'evious history of excavation (Ramsden.l968.:

Latta.!974; Hay<1en 1977,1979), it vas un~jer the direction of Finlayson in 10/75 6!loj 1978

that the site "W'83 extensively -or-ened up·. In his final report on the settlement

patterns at Draper, finlayron documents surely the most extensive and complete data

on longhoure excavations to date (Finlayson, 1985}.

The vork at the Draper site set the stage for many such investigations that

demon~tratethe increasing emphasis on longhouse excavation and analysis. Examples

include the .'Ort undertaken byJ:night(l978) a.t the Ball site; M. 1lright(l978) at Reid

and Uren(1978); Fitzgerald at Christianson(l982) and MacPherwn(pet's.Q')ffim.).:

Re1llsden(1977) at Benson; Smith (l97?) at Southvoid; Penderg~t(pers.comm.) at

I'.'!c:r.:e~ranSite.: and finlayson(pers.comm.;pers.ot·ser7ation) at :r.:effer.

Most e7.·:a~rations that have fO':;ussed on the 8!~quisitionof settlement pattern data

have been of large proto-historic and histot'k ~.nllages (Dodd,I984). This empha..~s is,

in part at 1€'-81t.. due to the fa-~t that ethnohistoric rec..ords are available for this time

1',eriod and se1've as an aid in the interpretations of archeological settlement d3ot8_

Despite this bias.. the development of the longhouse in the Ontario 8j'(:heologica1

sequence has been established by Dodd(1984), through the Early, Middle and Late

Ontario Iroquois stages.

The trends in the develo1',mental sequence for the Iroquoian longhouse del:·ict

an increase. followed 1>y a dec1'ea..~ .. in all house dimensions. Hou..~ length, stot'ag:e
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le.ngth. house vifjth. taper length. house w'811 fJLr.::t mould density. hearth sr,acing. 3.nd

feature density all reach their maximum me&'lj;fements dut'ing the Middle Ontat'io

Iroquois st8ge. This trend then revel'ses i~~lf through the Late Prehistol'k

Protohistori(~ 811<1 Historic period. The great~:t t1uouation is ot·serve·:j in h01.re

length, storage length, and hearth spacing (Dt."j.jJ 984:297). This is signific811t fOI'

investigating the social diffet'entiation between houses, since:

An in'~rease in house length is generally assodated 'If.tith an
increase in liVing sr'i\.ce (hearth number and spacing, house
illidth) and storage space (storage cubicle length, 1>enf~h 'titidL't1)
varia1>les. Therefore. an in<:rease in house length is not only
asso(:iated ~tith an in'.::t·ease in the numl>er of OC(~Urants,1>ut
is an indi(:8.tor of the 'llea1th/status of the inhabitants ...
Apparently the more people a prominent person can hao;!'e
associated "Trith his longhouse the greater his {'..otentiallaboW"
force, and amount of extra foO'j-stuffs, increasing his a1>1ity
to maintain his status through control of access to trade items,
and the redistl'i1>ution of goods. (Dodd,1984: 2%-297)

Regarding wealth/status, I suggest that there may also be a cot"re1ation betw'een

the pre-eminent family and the common Qt~currence of highest densities of features

in the middle sections of 1ongho'l1SeS, sugges:ting t.he 10..:81e of longest or most intensive

occupation of the dvelling (see Hayden,1976). That is, I suggest that it is

ar<:haeologica1lypossi1>le to determine that the central hearth, with its ~"'iated high

density of features, 'belonged to the head of the house. It vould 'be here that people

gathereoj 3111 most &~thitie.s vere un1ertaken. Other than this 1isproporHonate

feature ejistribution, the longhowe through time displays little or no ·roriation in the

symmetrical layout both side to side and end to end. Tltis uniformity applies to

positioning and numl>er of support posts, YB11 posts, features and the alignment of

hearths d01in the centra! corridor.

Interpretation of the settlement data for the Proto-historic and Historic periods

is supplemented 1>y ethnohh"'toric accounts of missionaries of the 17th centw·y. It

should be recognized that these data have some recording biases. The missionaries'

accounts relate·j their interr,retations of the nevand different culture from their own

vhite European :perspective and often o..,erlooi~e<1 information valuable to the

archaeologist .
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ETHNOHISTORIC ACCOUNTS Of THE LONG-HOUSE

I bave dra"\l;·Ti from four etbnofilstoric sources: the vorl<:s of Jacques CMtier

(Biggar,1924).: the y;rritings of S8muel de Champl8in (Biggar,1929); the recorded

a.<x.:ounts of Recollet Brother Gabriel Sagard during his sta.y with the Huron in A.D.

162)- 1624 (Wrong.. 19~i9); and the various "'t'lJrks authored by Jesuit

missionaries..

collected together in !'he !esuit Relatli..'W.f (Thw~aitesJ9~19). from these. a.

description of the Huron longhouse is ·~onstru(;ted.

i) n'e ':i'1~"eofth.I]' l.grt,g'llOuse. It is o1>'tious that longhouse length wrie,j a great

deal.. regardless of the fact that some early estimations probably ~·ere

exaggerations

{Dod<:U984:319). Brebeuf remarked that "There 81"e cabins or arbors of various

sizes, some lllO brasses in length, others ten, others of r~··enty, of thirty, of

forty..... (Th"i..aites,1959:8:107). This indicates a length rarige of bet~"£:en 3.1 metres arid

74.0 metres (from Dod<U984;J19). The most frequently cited figure for the length of

the longhouse was 25 to 30 fathoms or SO paces ()8.1m to 53.4m) (Biggar..1924:156.:

Biggar,1929:3:l2J; Vrong,19J9}JJ).

Uie recorded ~i.dths of the longhouses ,"ere moch more uniform. Estimates of

width were almost c.onsistently 6 fathoms (92m to 11.0m) (Biggar,19"24:156.:

Bigger..1929:J:122.: Vrong..1939:9'3). Bret-euf estimated a .,-fidth of only 4 brasses (6.1m to

7.Jm) and further indicated that this "\I;'8S also the height of the building

(Th . l- cQ -l-7'v81tes, Y)J :i:1: U ,.

ii) LtUiJril:81.4rr8.t'l.:glHli"en!.S'. Both Ch8ID.plain and Sagard stated tha.t the central

corridor or passage.. \\"hich ran the length of the house, measured 10 to 12 feet a\~ross

(Biggar..1929:3:122; llrongJ939;93). Located along this COffidot' vere a number of

hearths.. 88.(:1'1 of ~·hich provi.ded for one family on either side (Biggar..19"29:3:12J:

Th.,-roites..19S9:1S:15J: Vrong..1939:94). The number of hearths per house varied



a,xor(jing to its length and number of families - du Peron reported five heart.hs

(Thwaites..1959:15:15J), while Champlain and Sagard t'eported twelve

(Bigge,r..1929J:123; Vrong..19}9:94). Only Lalemant mentions that the he811hs in

Huron longhouses "W'ere usually spa·:e·:j t1i'O to three pa.'~es ar,art(S to 8 feet)

(ThwaitesJ959:17:177).

In Cartiet"s early a(;r~ount of the dwrel1ings at the village of Hodlelaga in 1535,

there is eo suggestion that the families lived in sepat'ate apartments vithin the

longhouse. Carlier states: ..... insi·1e these houses are many rooms and z:hamters ... the

men retire to the ato·ye-mentioned quarters with their vives and

chiidren "(Biggat·,1924:156). Howevet·.. there is no similar observation made by the

later missionaries. It is possible tJl8.t Cartier's St. La~rrence Iroquois houses were

different from Huron houses. Perhaps.. for privacy, hides 1i·-ere used to fashion

flexit,le, temrJOrary ~/artitions. AS Sagard depicts: .. At the tW'O sides there is a kind of

bench four

to five feet high, extending ft'Om one end of the lodge to the other, on vhi,.;h they

sleep in summer... The whole space underneath the t-en,~hes, theyfi11 "f,';th dry 'VOod to

t·urn in winter ..... (WrongJ939:93-94). As ~-.agard and others suggest

(ThvaitesJ959:8:107-109) the area under the benches was primarily used for stot'age

purpcr-~.

The area under the benches vas not the only storage focility of the 10nghouse.

Accounts indkate that ·porches N at the ends of the houses were used to store casks of

dried corn and fish (Biggar, 1924: 158; Biggar, 1929: 3: 12"3; ,\Trong, 19]9: 94).

Sagard

comments that: N •••they put aTN'ay in casks their most precious possessions end bury

them in deep holes dug inside the lodges. they cover them vith the same

e&·th ..... ('~lt·ong..1939:95). Similar holes ve1'e also dug to store food. This pr-actic.e and

the sveeping of their houses of soot and debris, 'VaS done in preparation for village

attad~s an.j the prevention of fire (VrongJ9·39:156).

The majority of longhouse acthities,.ras communal and took place in the

central <:ot·ridor. These activities included cooking and eating (Thvaites,1959:15:153;

~lrot1gJ 939:93), sleeping (Biggat·,19"24:247; Biggar,1929:J:123; Th"l;re1tes,1959j8:247;

WrongJ9"39:93), and feastin~ dancing at council meetings, and ceremonies

(nnraites,19~19:15:17"3; Vrong,1939:115,152,161). Sweattathing (Th'fraitesJ 959:"}8:253;
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'O"'rongJ 939:197) and keeping bears in circular endosu.res to t-e fattened for feasts

('9l t'ong..1939:220) "W'ere also activities pt'actised in the longhowes.

iii) Ci..1rl.:7tl'uctioll. Huron longhoures W1'e most often desct'ibed as being

fashioned like "arcades or arbours" covered vith t...~'k (Biggar..1924:156.:

BiggarJ929:3:122; ~.~rongJ 939:9'3.: ThVBites,1959:8:105). AS for the actual constr1jf~tion

te·~hnique.. little has teen do.;:umente(l. Lalemam refers to valls and roofs of tent

poles in which there was no separate roof structure (ThvaitesJ959:17:17) and Bressani

mentions that the bark walls were supported by teams (Thvaites,l959:38:247). The

10,jge built for Sagard "VeS not built -in season n and hen~~e there vas n •••not one single

small corner in our hut w'here the rain ·1i1 not ·~ome OO'f1TI as it ,jid

outside n (WrongJ939:81). This poor constroction might be due to the fa·~t that the test

time for tuilding vas docing the spring season when.. because the sap vas running in

the tt'ees.. the toughs 'WOuld te more pliat>le and easiet' to 1>end in an n 6rcade-type n

fashion (see Hei·jenreich,l97l :120),

The design, or w'hat we know of it "W"aS relatively simple wi.th interior support

posts to staNlize the structure, an arched roof.. no vindovs.. smoke holes along the

midline of the root and one dt.-..or at each end of the house (Biggar,19'29:3:124;

W'rongJ9'39:93-95.: Th"'laites,l 959:8:107;l9:193), Only two features of the longhouse

appear to individualize the houses, The first is that some entr:ances vere shelterM by

a small roof or porch overhead (Thvaites,l959:16:24l); and the second is that the fronts

of the ho1..~--es 'Were often painted Yith figures of animals, birds, men or beasts in red or

tlack: colour'S (Wrong,l9J9:98; Thvaites,l959:10:47),

lY) Functio1181 Piffet"e't1ce be~eetl Houses. Some longhouses vithin the village

were noted as being particulat'ly long. There vere the houses of the Yrillage ch"i.1

(~hiefs or ~"3r captains (Th"W'8ites..1959:1"3:59; Vrong,19'39:149,178). In addition to the

r,rimary function - to serve as a residence for their inhabitants - these ho~::es hoo

communal functions for the ·'lilla.ge as a whole, in accomodating lat'ge crovds

assemtled for ~ounci1 meetings, feasts.. games and in providing lodging for visiting

dignitaries (Vrong,19}3:1lj,lj2,161; Thwaites,19j9:8:93; 10:181.233.251; 15:1'13). Vithin

these multif\.m{~tional longhouse-:, seating a,.~cording to rank vas apf-arently

important. for example, <luring fe&'ts men sat on mats at the· upper en<1 an<1 the
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~romen and (:hildren next to them lover dOm}" (11rongJ9"39:llD. Other example;, of

;;:eating pf10t'ity 'W'ere noted by Sagard at tortw'e ceremonies (~lrong.. 1939:161 J.: at

(:OUtl(~i1 meetings (~lt'ong,1939:149); and at dances and marriage I~eremonies

(1ilrong..19}9:12·3). If this seating priofity were "IisiNe ar.;;ha.eo1ogi(a1l,,:r then this

might t,e one "1itay in which a chief's house could tie recognized. Hove·'I''"er,

Heidenreich (1971 :121-122) comments that:

Archaeologicall·;.'·, ex.;::e:pt on the basis of unusual size, such
10nghouses [that is, chief's houses 1may be difficult to define.
Jujging from meagre ,jescriptiom, the intet'ior of the chief's
house differed little from any other longhome (Thylaites,1959:
13:61). As ·:let no u.nusual differences have been noted in the
interim' 8nangement of Hut'on longhouses vhich ,.rould enable
one to drosify some of the (oundl houses.

There are .;j8ngers in rel·:ring too hea·vily on ethnohistoric descriptions of

longhouses. First are problems of incompatibility among the different ethnohistoric

SOlU"(:es. Secondly.. as missionaries vere housed in chiefs' lodges as dignitaries, it is

possit>1e that their accounts describe the fev unique howes, rather than the typical

.j~rellings of the ~/illage. finally, the missionarie~'llt-ere not motivated by an interest in

ethnography, and i3$ a result their records often lack accurate information important

to the archaeologist. As suggested by Heidenreich, longhouse characteristics pt'o·,ided

in the ethnohistoric accounts of the missionaries often are not recovered in the

ar,~haeologica1context. The ethnohistoric accounts coupled with the archaeological

information have, hO'f.rever, provided the data tare for the traditional interpretation

of the settlement pattet'ns of longhouses on 1roq:ooian sites.

The assumption, based on ethnohistoric records, that the longest house in the

Village is the 'chief's' house, needs to be tested. The artifact assemblages of houses

'/jlithin a Village should reflect the different status of the ,;:hief and the different

fUndiotl of his horue. The 8.!'tifact assemblage analysis may, hovevet', illustrate that

other fa/~torsmay pt'oduce the same results in the settlement patterns. One such fa'~tor

is length of house o·~cu:pation. This would then invalidate the common a)sumption

concerning the identification of a chief's hm.lre.

The next section of this chaptet' vill discuss the differences expected from the

artifa'~t assemblage of a typical house and a chief's hOl~"'e. The final section will
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addres: the p1"oblems involved in artifa·~t ,jistributiOllS as part of the archaeologk~a1

(:ontext and their representation of the sFtemic context.

LONGHOUSE ARTIfACT ASSEMBLAGE

If the difference t-et'li"een a chief's house and an ordinary house is rooted in the

different functions of those nro houses, then ~"e must eX8mine the &(;tivities unique to

e.'3.(:h house and determine if the artifa,:;t assemblage reflects this difference.

1) Ty-pk&'lo-n..gli-ouse. This designation refers to a house that functions solely as a

domesti;:: unit both in terms of so(:iopolit.i<::81and e<::onomk: org8rliz8.tion.

Wilk 8nd Ra.thje (1982:622-6'31) suggest t.hat the functions of 8. hou.,--ehold are: 1)

prO(j'\.Ktiofl.: 2) ,jistribution; 3) transmission.: and 4) reproolJ(;tion. But vhat does this

mean in terms of on-the-ground dailya.:tivities? As mentioned in 8f"J. earlier section,

the <:~)mmun811ifeof the inhabitants centere-.1 on the central corf'idor of the dvelling.

It 11~ here that fow vas prepared.. <:"ooked and eaten1. It vas here that people

ga.thered in social inter8.'~tion - ta1I~ing over the day's events, telling stories, playing

games2. It 'W·as bere that people made their tools of bone or stone on rainy days or

during the <".;old of '-inter. It m.ight l>e expecte-1 that families ,"thin the longholJse

were positione<1 spatially in order of rank. I suggest that the central hearth, vhich

htlS 8rchaeologica1 evidence of longest occupation or most intensive use

(Dodd,l984:296t "W~ the site of the most p~"'tigiow family of the house group. This

f8.m.ily 'lilOuld 8.ct like a. magnet - people vere <1ravn to t.hem because of their sodal

position. This family vould attract the biggest gathering around the supper pot or for

e'vening gossip (see Hayden.. 1m:s). This greater 8ffJ.ount of a.ctivity is f'e(.Xlgnized

archaeologi.ca11y in the settlement feature density and the artifact assemblage density.

It seems more pla.usible that the central heart.h belonged to the most prestigious

family because of this 8rchaeologiC81 evidence and because the mi<Mle heart.h vould

most likel;l t)e the warmest a'l/ay from the drafts closer to the ends of the house. There

1 Hayden (1977) suggests that the members of a longhouse wet'e a corporate unit that
communally produ<~e-j their foo"1.. vhich vas stored in the ends of the house. This food
vas distrit,uted among the longhouse members by the ranking family.
2 These a.cts of socialization an<j transmission of tnov1edge and informa.tion fUlfill
anothet' function of the household as outlined by lli11c and Rathje (1982).
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is no archaeological evidence that suggests the ranking family vould be at one end of

the house, ~'het'e they could contt'ol access to the stot'age at'ea.

Given these typical activities of the 10nghouse membe1's, the artif&-~t assemblage

shouU indu.je a 'f.·ide ronge of dij'ferent artifact types. Ha7den's distributional 1:-'Or1::

on House 2 at the Draper site (1977) illustrates longhouse activity areas and the

diagnostically assodated artifact~. Here chipped stone manufacture vas interpreted

from the (~o-o(xtlrrenceof cores, debitege and SCt'ape1"s; floral processing from m8.nos..

scrapers and the 8.t,sen·~e of other materials; bonevorking from ground m;~teriat

ground phalanges. beads. scored material. scrapers. ground stone and debitage;

rec.1'eational at'eas from ground and fa<;eted phalanges, and Ncup-and-pin" phalanges;

8tld hi,je~/lJrking from a~t1s, serapoet'S Md projectile points {Hayden,1977:15-16).

ii) [i'lie[s Hr..nJ'::'e. Along with the domestic function and activities and associated

artifact assemblage of the t)'''Pica1 longhotlse, the chief's house had atl additional

dimension. It t~ul,~tionedelso as a public house - a representation of the sociopolitical

an1 economic organization of the ~y;l1age as a whole. In terms of pro-.11..1-Ctiotl ..

'1istl'iNJtion, transmission and reproduction, the chief's hot~"'ehold W'L"11"ked at tw

1e~.els: private (domesti<:) and public.

The ethnohistoric records provide numerous a'~counts of the activities that

'W'"ere spe·::;ifica11y anrit,uted to the ·~hief's hot~e (Vrong, l'l39: 11:" 1:.2.. 161; Th'W'8ites,

1959: 8: 93; 10: 181, 2J1251; 15:173). These indu-de, as outlined preViously, nKh events

as gathering fot' council meetings, feasts and dances, curing ceremonies.. marriage

ceremonies and tortut'es of prisoners of war. Again, these activities toot place along

the central corri,jor of the house. The village people gathered to "N"atch and take part

seated 011 the benches or crovded along the length of the house close to the fires. as

food w';» distt'ibuted and pipes passed. .Again, it may be expected that the greatest

pot'tion of the '~et'emonies 'If.'Ould revolYe about the central hearth - the chief's he6rth.

This is suggested archaeo1ogi,~ally by the high settlement feature .jensity and artifact

8$semblsge density fotmd arotmd the central hearth of the hoU;;,."'e.

The nature of the at'tifact as;;emt,lage of such houses vould be a varied (X.llection

of priva.te (domestic) as ~rell as put-lic items. .Archaeologically.. on-=--vould expect the

intensification of features (espeo:::ia11y hearths and sweatt.aths) an·j post m01Jl·js, and

similarly a greater density of artifactual remains, especially those associated with

meal prep81'ation and feasting. This assemblage w'Duld not be evenly distributed
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throu.gh the length of the house and thereby be attributeable to a greater house

population. Rather, it would be more likel~{ that cOtKetltrations would be located neat'

the (entr81 hearth and dt'op off to"frards either end of the house. In a<klition to this

oyerall greater density of 811ifact, one ~lOuld expe(t to retrieve more status /'W"e8ltIl or

ritual related goods. Such 81'tifa-~ts might be turtle shell rattles. beaver or bear
\

' ....1 itKlsors.. ground deer pha1atlges.. bone beads.. human skull gOt'gets, or pipes. There

artifacts have been assodated ~lith lroq\lIJian ceremonia1h"1ll and it is expe'~ted that a

chief's house ~rould ~yiel<! there kinds of materials.. as they "i'Oul1 signal the high status..

power and ~realth ofahouse's leader.

Although these 8.1'tifact types haT.,.'e social status value.. the HU1'ons pt'ized

generosityan,j the equal distribution of goods as the greatest means of acquiring high

sc~:~ia1 status (RamsdenJ981; HermanJ9~16). It is possible then that the expected

distribution of artifacts in the chief's house (those ~wciated with walth and status)

may not be apparent. Ho"W-e..,~.. the redistributional function of a chief presumably

still ,,;'Ou1d result in mOt'e debris (of shell beads a.~d other deCOt'ative items) in his

house. He 'lfi'Du1,1 accumulate these items for a ~·hi1e. use them in r..ersonal <display and

e~?'entu811ydis(:ard them within his house. Similarly, ritual items (pipes and rattles)

"W'ould be \J;)."'ed more in his house and thet'efore also presumably re-~U1t in more debris.

Regardless of vhichevet' s'.::enario is corrt%t. either might not t>e visiNe in the

archaeologkal recor<d due to the depositional and po.;'1-(jeI>OSitional patterns that ten<d

to obliterate the manufactut'e and use patterns of the artifacts.

ARCHAEOLOGleAL AND SYSTEMIC CONTEXTS

Ac(:ording to Vh8110n (1973:115), the basic underlying assumption of spati8.l

analysis is that artifacts .....classified into separate tool types, should be differently

distributed on prehistoric occupation noors as a result of tlleir differential utilization

in the vClrious sepw'ate activities carried out by human groups at each location used or

inh8.t>ited". This has teen the vorking hypothesis of ma.frY archaeologists

undert8king spa.tial 81lalyses.. ind ua1ing Binford (1962), Clarke (1968), Hill (l97Oa

19701;· ).. Longa.ere (1970) f1!ld many others. This notion that the 8rchaeologi(;81 re<::ot'(j

dit'ectly reflects the living culture is vhat Schiffer deems the "single most common
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inappror,riate transform n 0976:44). Schiffer instead pr(1)OSes that there is a dear

di~tit1(:tion. The ·s~.,..stetilic ...:ontext' is "the condition of an element [ie. an 31'tifa(;t]

~fhidl is partidpating in a behaviou!'al system"(SchifferJ 972:157), ~/hi1e the

'81'(:haeologi,~alsystem' is the condition in 'llhi·:::h materials U ...have f-o-SSed through a

cultural sTstem. and [vhich] are nOTf the ot,jects of investigation of archeologists"

(1972:157). Ho"Tt"evet·, it ha> teen commonly 8Ssumed that 31'tifacts spatially 8Ssociated

in the M'chaeologkal context vere also ~soda.ted in the S11"~temic context.: that

ar(:haeologi'~al qmIltities are diJ"eo:::t1y relateo:j to sy'Stemi,~ quantities; similarlT that

archaeological frequencies of distribution are directly related to rr~temic frequencies

of distt'ibution; 31ld that internal v"8.1:'iability 'Within the archaeological remains

'.1it·e<~tly '~ort'espon~ to the systemi'~ V'8ria1>1ity (SchifferJ 976:44). But

8.rchaeologi,:::;jl remaim are n01: in any sense a fossilized (,:ulmral sy:tem. Between the

time artifa<.':ts were manufactured and used in the past and the time these same objects

31'e uni'-3J'thed by the at'cheologist they' have teen subjected to a. set'ies of cultural and

nOtKultural pro'~~~'eS ~thich have transformed them spatially. quantitatively..

form;311y- an·j relationally." (Schiffer.1976:11 ).

The 'non-cultural formation processe-~'or 101-Transforms' are changes that o-xur

to the 31'chaeologica1 record aftet' dep~"ition. There post-depositonal ch31lges s1J(;h ~

vin~t vatet', rodent activir" and chemical action can 81tet' site and artifa'~t

mor!"}hology (&hiffer.1976:15).

It is with the 'cultural formation r,ro-,,~~es' or 'C-Tr-ansforms' that S·;::hiffer is

most concerned. These tt"ansfOt'ms are the '1a.vs that relate variables of an ongoing

cu.1ttu'al system to variables describing the cultural deposition or nondeposition of its

elements" (S,~hiffer,l976:14). S,~hifferoutlines a nov mooel for the life of an artifa'.::t

in the cultural or behavioural system 1i'hich includes five processes: procurement

m31lufacttu'e, use, maintenance (vhich maT involve lateral cycling - recycling or

reuse of an item). 8n,j discartj (1972:156-59). Vhat is important Mld relates to the

con,~eptofC-Transforms is that there is a ..... specifiatle spatia11ocation, or lO'::-..8Jions,

for each process through vhich an element passes- (p.160). That is. at any time

during these five processes, an artifact ma'f te discarde<J and te<:ome 'refuse' ~ithin

the 8.fchaeologkal <~text. Only 'primary refuse' is spatially distributetj in the same

lO':::8.tion as the element's use-area. 'Secon1ar';l refuse' is the con·:Utiol1 in ~lhich the

location of the final d!s<:ard is not the same ~ the location of use. An examr,le of this

rna:, be 31'tifacts that are svept tovards the valls of the house or carried to a ne...-:u-ty
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mHJen. 'De fa·~to refuse' is the condition in "Y{hi'.::h the element has not undergone the

pt'o(:ess of discard. This ma;, O{;(:U!' w'hen an artifa<~t i~ lost Ot' the site is abandoned and

the ~rtif:v~t is left behind despite the fa~~t th8.t it is still usable.

S~hii'fer's argument is inteno1e..1\0 'I/,-'31'n ar~haeo10gists not to oYer-simplify the

spatial distrir,utions of artifacts on an archaeological site. Although I do not concern

myself in this analy-.:;is "With the c:omp1ex statistical operations that Schiffer presents

for detet'm.1ning the cultw'e! prO'~ess of disc81"d.. I have tried to t81<;e into account the

possiNlity that my data are Sl ~estive rather than ·~on·~lusive in terms of

distrit>utionBl patterns. .AS1'Orthe problems of archaeologi . '~1encies- -
of distt'ibution.. and internal variablititycorresponding dit'ectly to that in the s~.ntemic

(:ontext.. I feel that any artifact assemblage is merely a sample of the SurviYOfS of the

materials that 'W'E're olKed use,~l As SlKh, the artifa<;t assemblage ,~an only offer

general interr,retation;.; of vhat the original material co11e·;::tion involved. In gro~s

terms.. hoveY¥er.. a compat'atiY--e anal~Y:>is of artifact assemblages should t'eflect

significant differences in archeeo1ogice1 quantities, frequencies of distribution, 81ld

internal variat,litY;T. True.. there may toe some small discrepancies, but I do not belie"\o"e

these are of a magnitude to affe,~t my results greatly. My aim in most cases is not to

determine use-areas in the houses, but rather to get a general idea. of the actiyyities and

of the artifacts that vere once part of the houses' colle-~tion.

1rith these assumptions an'.1 goals in mind, an'.1 in an attempt to clarify the

differential functions and a.~ociated rode! differences in the Draper longho~"'eS, the

investigation and ·:jiscussion of a-~tiyiW areas and associated artifact assemblages must

be approached cautiously. An effort must be mMe to incorrJQrate a broader

understanding of the behavioural s~tem tha.t formed the archaeological record.

In chapter 2, I outline the b&~ of the analysis - the a·::tual questions that I "Iftill

a'.1dress and why I choose to addre;,'S them in the fashion that I have. Chapter 3

addresses the obset'Yatiotis of my anal~Y:>es, in terms of at'tifact assemblage variation

and distrit·ution. Chapter 4 compares the as~emNagesatld the distributions from the

t"?/O houses and summarizes the re~ults of the ana1~""Ses. The final chapter ,1ra"VS

conclusions and presents interpretations of the study of the t-"'lIO houses.
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CHAPTER2: INTRODUCTION TO ANALYSIS

Before a·j·jressing the a·~tt~~ otser";1ations and results of my ana1y:~':is, it is

import8Jlt to get a dear understanding of why the Dra~:.er site, the hotJS~ analyzed. and

these parti,~u13.t'artifacts were chosen in this study of Iroquoian social ~ifferentiation.

In the fo11o~';ngsection I 'fti11 outline my reasons for S11Ch ~'~isions. This vill provide

the necessar;r foundation for my' anal~iSis.

The Site

The Draper site (AlGt-2) is a late fifteemh century Huron ";,i11age, lo,~.ate·j on the

"r,'rest tJ8J1k of the West Duffin Creek. in Pkkering Township. This site vas antj is

.:..:onsi~ere~ important since it is Y,,"ery large an~ partiall~r~ un~istUt'bed. There

~~har8.'~teristics, couple,j mth the threaten~<!estrurvtion of the site by the proposals to

constnKt the New Toronto Imernational Airpon, motivate·j the large scale sah"8ge

excavations of 1975 and 1978 through the Mtt>"'eum of Indian Archaeology, London,

Ontario and the At'd!8eologica1 Survey of Canada National Museum of Man, Ottava.

Despite the histOt7 of the site's previous smaller exc8y.,...ations (Ramsden,l968; Latta,1974;

Ha~;r·jen 1977..1979), it Vi"aS through these rescue operations that the site Tras. completely

"ofJened up", revealing its three components: the Main Village. the South field. and

Stn~ture 42 (the so-called Mspecial purpose" str~ture).

finla:f.i':On untjet'toolc an extensive analysis of the settlement patterns at the

Draper site (1985). In his report, he studied the internallaylJut of ea,~h house, and the

orientation and clustering of houses within the village. from these data he presented a

hypothesis on the sequence of village expansions, suggesting that defer-Ice was a

prindpel fa~~tor in the organization of the village and that wrfare V8S the ca.use fof'

its gro'flth. He further speculated on the dustering of houses 'l'lith similar orientations

as eviden(:e of the presen'~ of clan segmenu 'Within the village. Each segment vas
associated with a civil end/Ot' vat' chief's howe. These homes vet'e r~ogt1ized

through particular char&~teristics in their settlement patterns. Finlay:>lJn used the
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1) t,eing the longest Of sei~:ond longest

2) being: the "/idest

"3) having the highest estimated density of 'It,ra11 post moulds

1) ha~ling: the highest .jensitv of S7:"eat t,ath post moul,j;~

~I) having the highest der.citv of interior house isolated post moulds

6) having the grea.test average distance between hearths

7) ha~ring the greatest estimated area per pet'son (based on the hearth

sp8.,~ing)

8) ha:'iring a special ptU"f..ose hearth inside one end of the house (and

hetKe not associated with an~y·ofthe side benches) <: 1985: 175-176)

Despite this long list of ;3.ttritJutes, of the three ,jesignated u,~hief's" houses in the

Main Village, only one characteristic 'fras common to all three: "That is they vere all

the longest Ot' sei~ond longest in theit' [~rillage] segment" (Finla~y-son,1985:41l). It seems

de.i',:l' that Finlayson ~~tlsidered this feature by far the most valuable in distinguishing

a chief's house from the settlement data. FlU"ther, chara-~teristks numbers ), 4 an,j 5

could tJe more easily explained 8S a function of longer term occupation than diagnostic

of a (:hief's house. It appeat'S that thet'e is confusion atout differentiating between the

t~.

Giv'en the extensiv'e nature of the settlement analysis tmdertaken on this site, and

the conclusions drawn from this investigation concerning dvil and var chiefs, village

segments, and the representation of these segments f,articipating in village council

meetings (1985:416), I chose the Draper site to examine the evidence for this h7'POthesis

of sodal differenHation for Iro';Iuoian villages.

The HolJ..~s

My aim was to choose two houses 'TIithin the site that vould allow (..omparison of

the at·tifa,~t assemblages in association with the intet'nal settlement data of a ·chief's"

house and a "non-(;hief's" house.

House 12 is vithin the Main Village in Segment A ( the core Village, according to

finlay,mn). Ba:;ed on his anal'f~is of the settlement patterns of this house, Finlayson

labelled this as a ,~hief's house as it exhibited all of the above-mentioned diagnostic
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chClrao:::terlst1(:s. It is 10·:ated in the UJ1·ji;;turted (ie. unploughed) portion of the ;;ite.

The method of ex(:a~ration involved the removal of so.:t and hand digging through the

topsoil 'by shoYel in one meter squares. The topsoil vas then sct'eened 'by hand through

l.}::m mesh.

House 12 is Y3.6 meters long and 7.9 meters vide. Its features aI".ld post moulds are

densely distributed. These featta'es often ov'erlap down the length of the ho~e. Seven

cir'.::ultt.t' <~lustet's of pO$1 moulds are considet'e.j to represent ~'edt 'baths, vhich almoot

fill the entire length of the central corridor. A total of 9 hearth I100rs ~tere identified

in H12. Several of these forme-j 'hearth clusters', and vere presumably use'.1 to·f the

same ho~e o(:cupants .,.'ho hM moved their COOkUlg he8:1'th a rHJmbet' of times. One

hearth is located 2.5 m. inside the t1orth-~stern end of the house. This hearth ~~

interpreted t)y finlay:::on az being a spedal purpose hearH"l as it is not azsociate·j 'I·;th

the betKh lines and hence 'Y!ith a fam..ily or domestic a(~tivit'i (l98~d54). In addition to

the sweatb;3.ths and hearths, thel'e 8:1'e also a total of 101 pits. Most of the$e are small

pits1 (n=99). although thet'e 8.t'e two large pits, that haYe 8. mean length of 167.5 cm, a

meon "'lIi<1th of 81.0 (:m, ;3rld a mean depth of 2.:t.0 ·::m. All b'l.u five of the 101 pits are

lo(:ated in the o::entral ·~orridor or just along the bench lines He. roughly 2m in from

the howe ~iall~). The five pits that do not follow this pattern are adjacent to or within

1m of e hou~."'e vall. It must be considered that the three small pits that are located right

against the house w'a1~ may actually be an irregularity in the wall trench lines or

merely a larger, irt'egu.1ar house vall post mould. There is also one dog burial from the

(:entt'al cort'idor 14.3 m from the southeastern end of the howe, associated vith several

small pits just beyond the r-ange of the last hearth duster. Finlayson sugg~--ts that

there is evi·jence of storage cuticles only in the southeastern end of the house (6 m

that 1a(:1<; interior features). Howver, I suggest that other than the 'special purpose'

hearth.. the no"rtll'yle$tern end of the house is also free from interior pits and can

e<Iually be interpreted as a storage 8.t'e8... GiYen the occw'rence of these tvo end storage

,:utides, the length of the central corridor is H.'3m long starting 6m inside the

southeastet'n end of the house, and ending Sm before its north'W"estern end. Given the

o·:X=ut'rence of 2m wide benches along: the house valls (as indicated by se'Y"efal bench

suppm't post moulds 10,,:ate<1 2m inside either ~ta1l), the central cot'ridol' is

1The sizes of these pits have a length range of 18-110 cm, and a width range of 7-81 ·~m
(Finla':/son, 1985: 156).
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approximately 4m 'Wide. With the large number of sweatbaths, hearths, r,its and

int81'iol' isolated post moulds (n=}02) located through the central cOITiOOr.. it is dear

that the a(~ti'vityarea of the house has a dense ',»nrentretion of features: and p~'"ts- 24~lo

of the toti31 spa(e within this house (42'3 square metres) is taken up ~lith features alone.

See figure 1 on page 24 fof' a floor plan of this house.

House 38 is also "Within the Main Village in Segment D (the second expansion to

the cot'e village, which is almost equal in size to the core village (FinlaY'SonJ98~dL.J)).

This house is the shortest and narro"li"est in its segment and does not have house "Ii"a11

trenches as does H12z . Although this house ':l'ielded '3 s"li~~tbaths, '3 hearth floors. and

17 pits.. it has a ·~ompat'atively low densit~.]' of internal feat1..u"es along its central

(:oni<~rr. A 181'ge open 8.t'ee to the east of this house, just north of Midden 5'3 '~f'eated the

vi.llage's se-:::on·j -:::entral plaza (finla:i'ronJ9~0:426). This house.. like Hl2.. is 10,:.ate·j in

the undisturt·ed portion of the site. As a result. the excavation te·,::hniques em.ployed

vel'e simi1at' to those undertaken in H12. There involved hand digging the topsoil b'Y'

shoyel in one metet' squares The living: 1100r deposits 'Were vatet'screened l~~ng 1.) em

mesh.

House -;;8 is 26.8 metres long and 7.7 metres wide. The features and post moulds are

(:0'f1C:8ntt'atea along the central cot'riOOt'. 1ht'ee circular clusters of post moulds

t'ept'esent sweatba.ths. Likevise, '3 hearth l100rs vere recorded from the central

corri.;:)or. In a1.JHion to these features there are 17 pits. Most of these are small (n=1),

although there are 4la:rge r,its with a mean length of 116.3 em. a mean width of 82.3 em

and a mean depth of 25.5 em. All pits are located either in t}le central corridor' or just

along: the bench lines of the ho1..t'>"e (ie. ar,proximately 2m inside the house valls, as

indic8.te,j by the oc(:urrenc-.e of several bench support post moulds). There Tere no

burials found in this house. The lack of features and post moulds in the ends of the

house is suggestive of two end storage (;uticl~. In H]8, the northern end storage area

2 Tren.:.hes .....did not correlate with houres of particular size.. nor did their presen·::-.e or
ab~en(;e relate to a method of excavation" (fin1ay~on, 1985:172). Despite the occurrence
of 8.t least one house in e&.:.h segment that exhitite-1 footing tren(~hes for its ~1811s.. this
c:onstt'u.:::tion technique is flot common at the Dt'aper site.. except rOt' within ~-egmentA
(the (:ore ~rillaget ~;rhere five out of seven houses exhibited this technique. Perhaps
these fil'St houses of the .illage, in antici{-ating a long stay.. adopted this stUf'diet"
te(hni'111e of 'WCI11·~onstrucHon. If this is the case, then, evidence of a vall trench at
H12 and not at H38.. supports the idea that H12 vas occupied for a greater length of time,
or, rather, 'f."8$ meant to be ()o~cupied for a greater length of time.
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i: 8m long:, 'iirhile the southern end is ~,m long. Given these storage area and t,end11ine

dimensions, the central corridor is onl:l 15m long and 3.6m wide. Despite the

O~X1.1rt·et1Ge of sveatbaths, he8j'ths, pits 8jld interior isolated post moulds alOtlg this

shorter and fl;3.!'rO'Tter central corridor.. H"J8 has a ,~omparatively less dense distrit.,ution

of 11lte1'iot' fe.atures ~""ld posts than does H12 - only 810 of the total spa-.::e (201 square

meu'es) is taken up with feature-~. See figure 2 on page 25 fot' a noor plan of this ho~e.

I chose these particular houses to compare tecause of their ot,~Tious1ydistin'~tiYe

and Yvery different settlement r..atterns. further, I aimed to controtas best as I iXltJ1d,

the possiNe YyYarial/les that might skeW" the artifact assemNage yields. Both H12 and

H38 8j'e ft'om undisturbed portions of the site, on sand rich soils (1985:25). Similarly..

both houses 'ii,-ere excavated using the same techniques of earth remo~l'81 and sreening

(albeit H38 vas vaterscreened, both were hand and not mechanically screened). The

f&::t that both houses 'W"ere dug in one meter squares vas crucial to my analy~is of the

,jistribution of 8rtifacts vithin the houses - comparing the yields of one meter squares

'T,iT.h the ·yields of quadrents T/Owd hav"'e been like comr-aring apples and oranges.

I w"aS not. hO"lM"ever. able to control all the variables I wtJ1d have 'Fished. The fact

that these two houses are from different segments of the village and thus represent

differences in the leng"th of house occupations, is voN'isome. This factor indee'.3 couH

skew otherwise ver·f comparable artifact assemblages. That is, if ·jif'ferences occur

betw'een H12 and H38, it may be difficult to determine vhether this is the function of

social differentiation or of differences of length of occupation.

I believe that the affects of length of occupation have been poorly -dealt ~th in

the past. In many cases throughout my Slooy, I have realized that <lifferences foun<l

tet~teen the tTlO hO"lt}es under investigation easily comd be the result of duration of

O(:,~u:[;,ation. Diffet'ences in the artifa<:t a..~mblage size an<J variability, could te

explained by this factor. it. greater number of artifacts vould be expected in a house

that ha<l been occupied for a longer time. Similarly, greater Yroriety WtJ1<1 also be

expected since vith a larger s:-ample size. there is greater opportunirf to ha·-re more

Yariety of artifacts - ie. sample size is related to variety. Alonger house OCCUfJ8.tion also

<::ould ao~ount for the differences in settlement data. This studyadrresses lengt.h of

occupation as an alternative explanation for the patterns ot,ser-red in the t'fi'O houses.

There is another v'ariatle that I could not control in myanal·f,}is of H12 and H38.
House12 is 'l9 degrees "Test of Not'th, and vas labelled as a 'Group I' ho~"'e (1985:150).
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House 38 i$180 degrees Vest of North, and 'Was 1at,elled 3;.} a 'Group 2' hO\re U985:190).

finlav~on differentiates house-~ ~cording to orientation.. arguing that they t'ept'esent

different dan segments ~'ithin the village. Depending on the artif&~ts, 1ifferetKes

that ma¥y9 o,;x~ur tet'Treen the ;jrtifa,~t assemblages of H12 an·j H38 may be related to

differences in dan association.

The Artif8.ct.S

For my investigaTion I "Flamed to ,~ompare the artif8:~t assemMage ;311·1 its

distritJution throughout the tvo houses. In order to do this I hoped to be able to look not

only at a sample of each house's assemblage, as has been done in the past (see

Tyyska,1969), but to look at the entire '~olle(~tion from the houses. Hovevet', in

assessing the feasibility of ooing this I hM to modify my approach. To have analyzed

every fragmentary sherd or ever.., piece of charcoal wuld have left me with an

enOt'mous amount of <lata that may not have yielded any f\lZ1her insights into the

question of socia! differentiation bared on the artifact assemblages. My analysis dealt

only vith the follo"Ni.ng ,~tegories of artifacts:

1. R.im Sherds

2. Pipes

). Chipped Lithicr

4. Ground and Rough Stone

). Bone Artifacts

6. Mammalian faunal Material

It should be noted, too, that the falma! analysis vas only of mammalian species.

Hovevet', it is widely acceptoo that in Iroqa...rian faunal assemt1age-~, mammal bone is

easily the predominant '~omponent. Burns indicates that this assumption is applicable

to the Draper site (Burns.l979: 124). In fact given the exc8'T"ation techni'l'1Je~ of the t'li"O

houses under in9'1"'estigation, only mammal bone wuld toe adequately represented.
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I examined the differential {luantit;1 and 'quality' of artifacts within the at:-oYe

mentione·:j categot'ie.s. In tet'ms of q1..J;..'1t1t1tT I asse;:"'-Sed the frequency of O(:<:urt'ence of

~Y"81'ious types in addition to noting the variation the.t eXisted. For example.. I not only

ot,served the total sample size of r·ipes ~in1in the house, but also the numt,er of

different types of pi1,es. In many instances I ha'{e correlated greater le~;els of

vat'iation of specific types with at'tifact at>undatlce. The length of hou..~ occupation

"f.'ill often aC'~01..mt for such variation since longer ,x{~upation wilt t'esult in higher

artifact yields, and hen,~e a greater ·~hance that the artifa·~t rypes 'lflill be more varied.

The notion of yariety within the spe{~ificartifact class in part deals vith the vay I

re<:orded the quality of the at'tifa<:t assemblage. Depending on the vat'iation present and

the different frequendes of some specific categories.. I determined if this c(lll1~j be

evaluated in terms of ·jomestk~versus puNic a.-~livities. That is, I inten<~ed to determine

if .jifferen·~esin the artifact assemt>1age indkated different functions of the two house-s

in question. Further, (~,.anted to see if the artifact &"'Semblages yielded insight into

diffet'enti81 acce;:-:s to status-valued items. This might be indica.ted in a. higher household

percentage of such items as -deer phalanges or effigy pipes.

In anal~v"Zing the material, I questioned the function of the artif~ts,and how' the~r

might help in determining the acthities of the household. Ceramic atlalysis has teen

used as the theoretical and metho<Jological key to tmdernanding Iroquoian

archaeology. from this anal)"Sis, a site is deHne<'l in terms of its p1a.ce in the c1..l1ture

history of an area In examining the rims from howes 12 and '}8, I concentrated not so
much on the cultural or temporal ~pe(;ts, but rather on the differences that one might

expect to find bet~n domestic ven"'US ceremoni81 ceramic vares. Thus, I focussed on

t.he extrapolated size of pots and the intrie&ies of neck and collar motifs. Howver,

Yarietyand abundance of rims might equally suggest a long occupation during which

time many ceramic pots were used and broken in the course of daily' activity.

The an81ysis of cet'amic pipes also has been used most often to aid in defining a

sHe's place in the culture history of an area. In my analysis of the pipes from houses

12 and 38, I vas more interested in looking at the clustering of pipes and pipe types

8ild their spatial relationships with Sw"eat bath at'e8S. FinlaY""~n suggested that s~'eat

hathing was an important integrative mechanism ure1 by the men in the village

(198~1). If this is ('.orrect, any ot,rerve,j cl1~tering of pipes (,-rhieh ha.ve teen ocsociated

with men's activities) is important to understanding of the household alliance

net'li:'ot·l:s. If there exists a striking difference in the number atld kinds of pipes from
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the t'W'D houses. then this may indicate ·jifferential house functions, in terms of fea:ts

and (:et'emonies.. and diffet'entia1 social status of the house's occupants who f~""':lJ1afly

p&'took in mele ge.therings.

Due to the p8J.Kity of locally aV8j18Ne chert of suitable qU.31ity for chipping, the

fIt'aper 11eop1e imported nearly all of their chi1'j>ing stone. Onondaga chert Yd$ almost

exc1usi·y·el~.; sought. Perhaps tecause of this, the chipped lithic industry and the t'aw

matet'iel itself wet'e high1y va!ued. Poulton notes that the "II'ays in ~fhkh the Draper

people attempted to maximize their (:hert resources

... may be seen in the use of the tipo1ar technique,

in the high in'~iden'.:.:eof retooch and utilization of

(:ores and ·:jeNtage.. an·j in the high frequency of

multi-pur1'/ose tools andior reused or re'Ylorked tools

and tool fragments -(19B~d7)

In my ·:jistributional analysis of r.he chi1"1',ed lithic.s from houses 12 an·j 38, I

focussed on the suggestion that this in'.1wtry vas status-laden. If there is a difference

in the quantity and v8t'iety of chipped lithic objects, and dispropOf'tionate evidence of

(~onserva.tiontechniques in the chippe<i lithic assemblage of the t~ houses. then this

wuld represent differential access to the valuable rav material and ultimately social

differentiation of the tvo hot~"es'occur/ants.

In the ground and rough stone artifact collection, most items '¥ere natural rocks

selected and used 'fI'ith little or no mooifk.ation (Pearce, 1985:15). Those items that 'W"ere

delit-erate1yand extensively modified prior to use (celts, beads, pen<Jants. and discs).

probat1y required mu.~h time and care in manufacture and likely were valued because

of this. It has been suggested that celt> Of' oozes had a special value in trade bet~en

villages. Ka.pches suggests tha.t quarried celts often vere vide1y traded Mld that

.....tracing the distribution of the blanb or comr,leted celts ·:;an 8zsist in determining

trade netT/Dr1(;~ and a"aYel routes" (1979:77). fw'ther. it ha: teen suggerted that

.....gt'ound stone adzes [celts] may hay'e t.een an impot'tant economic item manufactured

at and traded out of Draper" (Latta. peN. (~omm. in Ha.yden, 1977:6). In my analysis I

fo·~usse.j on these specially mooifie1 ground stone artifacts. As for the remaining

artifacts of this a:semblage. I wul1 suggest that they ,-/ere employed in the daily
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adivitie;; of dome;;tk life 'l'irithin the house. If an atundan·:e of the;;e items is reco "~

ft'Ofll the hornes.. then I st1g:gest that this is evidence of long tet'm occu1'.ation.

Bone artiftl.~~ts, 1il~e groun<j and rough stone artif8!~ts, can t>e di'Ssified acconJing

to t'W'O types of fUt1(:tion;;. In analyzing this ~semtlage, I <Hflerentiated t,etveen t,one

tools ('l'irhich are assodated with domesti·~ activities), an,j t,one jewellry, games or

tokens. I would eXJ,ect to find at least some of these lattet' types of tone 81'tifact~ in any

house, but 'II;"Ould pt'edkt the.t there would be a greater number of them associated with

a house ..,;:hose O(;cu:P8.t1tS hel·j a higher social status in the Village.

Sagard wrote of the importan<:e of feasting at ceremonies and dances.

('vlrong..19·39:1ll:> Thus.. in examining the mammalian faunal assemt>1ages ft'om the t~'O

houses, I "1.'8S interestetj in the t'elative quantity and v'8dety of species that were

recovere1. I 3.ttempeo:j to (jetermine if there 'W"ere ar.q 1ifferences in the diet of the

people of HIZ and HJ8. and further if there vas any evidence for feasting a(:ti~yities.

Howevet'._ it may be difficult to distinguish betveen feasting activities and pt'olonged

ordinar~r ())O!:ing a(~tivities. The.t is, variety 8fld abundance of faun61 material might

atternatively suggest a long occupation.

1lith these questions in mind I analyzed these artifact categories 811d their

res1>e'~tive distributions throughout the 'chief's' house (HI2) and the 'non-ehief's'

house (HJ8) 8.t the Draper site. Can so·~i81 differentiation be ac·:urately assesse1 using

artifact assemblages in lieu ot or in conjunction with, the traditionally employed

settlement data?



CHAPTER3: ANALYSIS OF ASSEMBLAGE VARIATION AND
ARTIFACT DISTRIBUTIONS

In this dl8.pter I outline my 81'!a1ysis and the observations that cam.e from the

investigation of ea<::h artifact categories. The first part of the anal)"'Sis is descript1v--e

rather thar! comprehensi"Ye. My intent is to address the allundance.. variation and the

frequen(:y of 8rtif;:,.(t types ~'it11in the artifa-::;t 8sssemblages of e8.C[! house.

The second part of the ~m8.1ysis is a loeational study of the distribution of the

81'tif8.(:t 8ssemt>1ages throughout the houses. To aid in this study.. distribution maps of

the precise loce.tion ofartif8.cts within each c8.tegoryhe.ve been included. It should 1>e

noted t11at these maN ai'€: not artife.<:;t-sf,edfic.. but rather group all rims, all pipes.. etc.

together. for a breakdo~'T! of artifact-s~-.ecfkprovenience locations, see the catalogue

in Apperb1ix 1.

It ~ill be noticed that artifacts the.t 8.re located outside the house WEllls often a.re

ind uded in these anal~tses. There is some uIl<:;ertainty that these artifacts belong to the

house' artifa<;t collection. I have incorporated them as part of the house collection

t>esed on a study the.t tested for the degree of drolH)ff in artif8.ct densities as one moves

avay from the house walls (see Appendix 2). The results suggest t.hat these 'out.side'

artifacts do t·elong to the house's collection.

In order to <1iscuss the <1istribution pa.tterns in general, I subdivided the

longhouses into the sections as follows (sP..,.e Figure 1 and 2):

1) NorthlSouth Door

2) North/South End

'3) North ISouth Half (Of' in the case of H12.. North / Middle"

South Third)

4) Centrel Corridor

5) House 1lails (i.e. ~'ithin 1-2 m inside or outside of the ~.'f111s)

6) Bend! Lines
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Artifact frequen(~y b8r graphs have been 81so indu:jed in the (jistribution

discussions as another visua18.id in deciphering patterns of distribution. One bar graph

gt'OUps the frequendes of artif8{:ts using the house sections. To sim.phf~l this gra.ph..

numt,ers have been used to signify the sections. Thus.. in H12 house section '1' is the

SClUlh 'Joor area.: 2 is the south en<] ;j1'ea.: 3 is the southern thir,j of the central cort'i<]ot'.: 4

is the m.i.jdle third (the 'tarJ.d' of concentration); 5 is the northern third of the central

(:ort'ido1'.: 6 is the north end.: an,17 is the north ,1001' area. (-,,;'th the 'sI-'€!ci81' hearth). In

H"38 the number of house sections is reduced 8Z the central corridor is divided only into

tllO halves.. 811(J the the south door an,oj en<] 8re8. €Ire (:omtine<] (as there is no t'8a1

The se(:ond bar graph illustra.tes the frequency of artifacts by SxS metre squares.

Here too.. numbers have t,een used to signify these squares in order to simplify the

gr8.p11. Lite the fl01JSe sections, '1' tegins in the south (jJ)or area the very south'W'est

squat'e of the hOllie. The graph plots the frequencies of the squares of the hallie

moving west to east from the southern ,1001' to the northern door.

A (:omp8rative sum.mary will be presented in chapter '1 in order to interpret the

me8rlings of the <]istribution patterns.

R1M SHERi' ANALYSIS

I...Iethod:

In stu,1ying t.he rim sherds of the t1l0 houses.. my aim 'VaS to look fot' 'Y'"€/.riation tha.t

may t'e socially significant in the collections. By examining 1:>oth the elaborateness of

the motif an,1 the estimated size of the pot to which the rim telonge,1, I felt that I would

De able to distinguish socially significant V8J:'ieties of pots. Identifying the rims as

particular ty'pes on the t,asis of the existing ceramic typologies (MocN'eish.. 1952).. li"OlJ1d

haye p!'esented its ow'n problems. Due to a lack of clear distinction between t~Y'1-'es,

(:er8ll1k typologies 8re subje-~HYearid arbitrary in n8.ture. (NOTE: 8. prime example of' the

diilering resu!t5 t[18.1 (::8rl be prOd1.Ked w'hen t'f.'O researchers exa.mine the S8.me

.-, "1
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(:olle<:tion are the. interpretation: of the Payne site presented by t,oth Emerson ;3.nd

Fetidet'gast (Emerson.. 196:3::"; I thet"8fore decided to un,jertate an attribute a:na1~Y'sis of

the rims. Smith'~ cer;3llik attribute ,~oding sy:i:tem (1988) is 3. rigorous and a,~,:urate

metho·:j of ;:malTsis. HO\o"tever.. I felt that it w'c,$ too intensive an·j ·~umt·er~ome to t·e u~e·j

for my simpler rese8rcfl go;:u.s. R8.flis(jen·s A Refinement of Some Aspe(~t of Huron

Cer8.m1-;:: Aneh"sis(l977).. presented a. practical method that I could moJi.fy to empha::ize

myo"'1.'!l interest in the data. He states that the use of attributes i~ m01'e sen~iti~.re as en

in.::li(:ator of t·oth Sp8.tial an,j ,::hronologi-:::a1 relationships: .. The major practical

a,jY'C-illtage of attrit·ute analysis is the e~e of definition and mutual exdusivene~s of

attt'ihutes. Much of the sutje(:t:iveness and a1'bit1'81"in8.ss of type classific:ation is absent..

~1i,j thu~.~ more ,:onfi,jen,:e m8Y be pla<:ed in the ce1'8mk 81181Y"Ji~ of other authors"

(P.;3.ffiS,jen.. 1977: 18; see ;jl~o '1lright.. 1967). His empha:is.. like mine, is on the

nonchronologjc81 (:auses of ,;eramic similarities an·:j Yariations (r/.22).

Initially I vas t'ecot'ding six attributes: presen,-~of col181'.: thickness of rim.: height

of (~o1181'; e$tim~ted ot'if'i'.::e di8meter; location of decoration; end motif. I decided,

h01'rever.. that some of these anrit·utes were either inadequate for ,jetermining pot size

or ??ere re,jun'l~11t in examining the extent and elat·orateness of the rim's decoration.

Rim thic:1mess is a misleading indicator of pot size as the <:ollar may be l'eg81"ded as a

seperate entity from the pot and.. although it is l.mli1e:ely that a vet"y thid: rim T't/Ould be

assodate·j '?lith a ~i"ery small pot there are t/etter an·j more accurate methods of

estimating pot size. Similarly, I f01.md that collar height doeI not alway~ correspond to

the size of the vessel. Although it seems reasonat>1e that a high collar vould fit on a

l81'ger pot I could not support this qtlantitatively. I vas reluct8nt to use the estimated

orifi·::e 1ia.meter to infer vessel sizes.. a:. I felt that this measurement ...-1aS somewhat

art,itrary - a matter of eye-t/alhng - and further because it is knO"l'ffi that Iroquoian pots

often wet'e not perfectly circular. Hovever.. a signific811t positive cotTelation between

estimated orifice diameter end vessel volume ~ indicated in a sample of complete

vessels foun·:j at the historic Neutral Grirn.st~f cemetery (~.r. Kenyon, 1982). Using these

data ~larrid: suggeIts that .... .it is likely that Neutral vessel mouth "'N"idths less than 22cm

(i.e ... about one to six litt'es) w"et'e small ~ooking pots that were used by individuals 811d

nUde8.T f8IDilies...Large1' pots vere prt>~umaNy re~erved fot' guests and hou~ehold

fe8sts" (l984:1 H). In my al1;~lysis, I 1iv'i·je·j inferred pot ~ize (Yolume range) from

orif1<.::e di8meters into four categories of small, small to medium, me(jium.. medium to

181"ge.. and l81"ge.



T,lhen recording the motif of the rim sherd, I had to indicate ~nere the decoration

existed and so simultaneously recorded the presence of collar and the location of the

decot"ation.

Although I noted the existence of interior and lip decoration, I did not categorize

either. Hoveo:.rer, some interesting t1uting and multiple scallop csstellations o11en wre

pt"esent in addition to the regular incised lines and punctates. Collar motif 1io-as

emphasized more than Yer'e neck 811d secondary motifs ~/hich I tended to group

together in terms of extent or elaborateness. The follo'Wing lists the possitle variants

that vere recorded for collar, neck, and secondary motif:

A. collar motif-
I.Simple - Oblique to the Left

- Oblique to the Right
- Vertical

2. Opposed
3. Horizontal
4. Crossed
5. Hatched
6. Complex (Ramsden,l977:96-99)

B. neck: motif-
1. horizontal
2. horizontall?
,. oblique
4. oppose<j
j. complex (RamsdenJ977:1l4)

C. seron<Jary motif-
1. frontal lip notching
2. upper punctates
3. lover punctates
4. 1>asa1 notching
5. su1>-coUar notching
6. dividing puncta.tes (Ramsden,1977:120)

It should t>e noted that I have moOOified Ramsden's use of neck motif categories,

~;ng instead the designations used for collar motifs. I felt that this provide<J greater

detail of motif variation.
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Rim Assemblage:

a) HOUSE 12

The total sample size of rim sherds for H12 is 502 items. Some of there haw been

mende1but I have re·:;orded and plotted each ~.eparately. The follo"fling table illunrates

how the.se were grouped according to their combined motif:

TABLE 1: HOUSE 12 RailS BY ATTRIBUTE GROUPS

ATTRmun: GROUP fREQUENCY or OCCURRENCE }1UMBER

Plain 221. 11

Plain vith Ned:1
Secondary Motif 22'1. 11

Simple 20.5% 10J

Simple over Simple/Hart
Opp ICross lHatch 13:31. 67

Simple over Interruptedl
Complex 1.2% 6

Simple vith Lip/
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Secondat'Y Motif 6.01. 30

Simple ovet' SimplelHorl
Opp/Cross/H8.tch 'With
Intet'iot'/Lip/Secondary
Motif 11.8% ~19

Opposed 1.81. 9

0Pf,osed over Simple I
Opp/Hor 4.8" 24

Opposed vith Lipl
~-.e('.ondary Motit 2.010 10

Opposed over Hor with
Li:p ISecondary Motif 0.81. 4

Horizontal 02.,. 1

Horizontal over Simple/
HorlHatch 1.8.,. 9

Horizomal oYer Complex 0210 1

Horizomal "With Lip Motif o?·z 1.....

Horizomal over Hor Vith
Lip Motif 12% 6
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Crossed 1.6·'" 8

Cro;\,:sed over Simr--1elOppl
Hot'/Hatch/Cross 2.0" 10

Ct'ossed ~·ith Lipl
Se·~on.j8ryMoliI' 1.2.,. 6

Crossed over Complex 02"1. 1

Crosse<1 over Simr,le/Oppl
Hor/Complex with Lipl
Se·:on<1&1 MotiI' 2.411' 12

,

Ha.tched 421. 21

Hatched over SimplelHor I
Opp/Hatch ).81. 19

Hat·:hed over Complex 0.4.,. 2

Hatche-;1 vrith Lipl
secondary Motif 4.0.,. 20

Ha.tched over Simple/Hot' /
01"1> with LiplSeconOOry
Motif ).0'. 15

Hatched o·.,-er CompleII
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Intet"rupted with Lip I
Secondary Motif 0.61" '3

Interrupted 0.2~ 1

Interrupted over Simple I
Hor 1.81. 9

Intet"rupted over Hor10pp
"ilith Lip/Secondary
Motif 0.87. 4

Complex 0.81. 4

Complex ovet" Opp 0.'1fh 2

Complex with Lipl
Secondary Motif 2.6.,. 13

TOTAL 100.0'. 502

n.le rims are extensively decorated. There is a roughly equ...~ split in the

frequencies of decoration ca.tegories. Of the collection, ·31.5'. ha.ve decoration on!y on

their collars; 29.9.,. are decorated on toth collar and neck; 22.1.,. are decorated on the

collar and neck and have either motifs on lip andlor secondary decoration; and 16.j~.

at"e decorated on the collar, and a.1ro either on the lip or have secondary motifs.
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I divided estimated orifice diameters mto categories of small. small to medium.

medium to 18.t'ge~ and lat'ge. This creates a continuum of ve'.>sel sizes that are infened

from mouth diameters ranging from 5.1 '~m to 40.0 em. Not all rim sherds allo'fred for

such 8. measurement. In H12, 2;,1 meamrements (501* of the total H12 rim ·~ol1e·;tion)

?;:ere rei,:or,je,j and plotted in the follo"W'ing table and histogram of freq:uency

distt'ibution (see Figw'e 3) These 1'epl'e;:;ent all mE'.asurable dms. Although these rims:

81'e not a statistically random sample of all the H12 rims, there "N"BS no conscious bias in

the choosing of anyone rim over another and so I t·elieve t.his provi<jes a representative

sample of the tot81 colle·;:tion of r.llr1S .
from this, I defined four categot'ies of y...--e~-:el sizes: small.. sm811 to medium.. medium

to lel'g:e ':l11d large. The average diameter rO!' these categot'ies vas., resp~~tively: 10 em..

16 ·:~m, 21-:::m. '311.:j '37cm There iz some overlap in the f81lges of <Hameten~ for these

(:ategories. The mean o:jiameter from this sample 'l/tdS 17.1 em. Most pots were interr.·reted

as being: small to medium-sized. The le~t abundant pot size 'W'SZ 'large'~ followed by

'smell'. The follo~{ing table lists the fl'e<llJen~~yof vessel sizes vithin H12:

TABLE 2: HOUSE 12 VESSEL SIZE FREQUENCIES

VESSEL SIZE fREQUENCY Of OL."'CURRENCE NUMBER

Small 18.71. 47

Smal1- Medium 48.2% 121

Medium - Large 275"* 69

Large 5.61. 14

TOTAL 100.0.,. 251
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b) HOUSE 38

The tou,l sa.mple size of rims from tl1is house is 64 items. Again, some of these

have t,een mended tut I have recorded arJ.d I.'lotted each set,arately. The following

te.tle illustr8.tes how these ~-ere grouped 8.<:cording to their combined motif:

TA.BLE '3: HOUSE 38 RIMS BY ATTRIBUTE GROUPS

AiTRIBUTE GROUP fREQUD~CY or OCCURRENCE NUMBER

Plain ~lith Lir·/Secona8J'Y'
Motif 6.3% 4

Simple TI.9.,. 23

Simple over SimplelHor 12.541. 8

Simple ~tith Lipl
Secondary Motif 6.3% 4

Simple over SimplelHorl
Opp/Interrupted vith
Lip t<'...,econdary Motif 10.9.,. 7

Crossed 1.6% 1

Crossed o'"t'"e!' Hor IOpp 1.71. J

Crossed ,.ith Lip 1.6,.. 1

Crossed oyer Simple with
Lip Motif 1.6,.. 1
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H;3.t(:hed 4:.7'1" 'J
J'

Hat<:hed with Secondary
Motif 1.6~\ 1

Or,posed 1.6'7. 1
,
I

Horizont81 "'irith Se-:~on·:jary

Motif "3.10)1" 2

Complex with Interior /
LipiSecon<j817 Motif 7.8(i7~ 5

TOTAL 100.0'7. 64

The rims of this house are not extensively de'~orate.j. Slightly mot'e ri!:lu ShO"'if

evidence of decot'ation on the collar alone. Of the collection 43.S'7. are decor-ated on

the '~ollar.: 28.1 '70) are decorated on the '~ollar and either on the lip or have s~::ot1dary

motifs.: 17.2~, are decorated on the collar and neck of the sherd; and only 10.91. are

extensively decorated on the collar, neck and lip or have se·~ondarymotifs.

In H38, only' 18 orifice diameters could be measured ( 28'10 of the total rim

collection). The-3e are plotted in the folloYing histogram of frequency distribution

(figure i).

Again, this sample is not $tatisti·~ally random from all the H38 rims, but as no

conscious bias influenced the choice of rims to measure.. I believe this does provide a

t'ept'esentative sample of the total collection of t'ims from this house. Similar to Hl2,

the histogram of vessel size freq'uencies present;~ four pea!:s, or dasses of ve~~l size.

These size -:~ategories are small. small to medium.. medium to large and large, Tith the

t'espec:tive average diameters of: 12.5 em, 17.5 em, 24 em.. and 30.5 em. The mean

diametet· ft'om this sample 1:"aS 16.3 em (only a 0.8 em difference from that of the H12

eolle(:t1on). The range of diameten, 10.2 em to 30.0 em, 'W"8S how'ever.. subsrantially

smaller than that of B12. Eqtl.81 numt,ers of pots fit into the small and the small to

me·jium size (;ategor~.;. These two categories comprised the majo1·ity of the pot sizes
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foun·:j from this house. The follo":iring taNe lists the frequen;.:y of vessel sizes within

H3E::

VESSEL SIZE fREQUENCY OF OCCURRENCE NlTMBER

Small ;'8.9'7. 7

Small-Medium 38.9"7. 7

Medium-L81'ge 16.7'1. ....
')

L8.f'ge 1:\ ". t\~ 1_}.tI "/'1

TOTAL 100.1 "k 18

Distdbution Through the House:

a) HOUSE 12 (see Figure 5)

In generaL the majority of rims in H12 were recovered from along the north co

ot'dinate line 18). This "band' of concentration extends from the east wall tht'Ough the

central corridor to the vest vall and beyond in the square 165-225. Similarly, the

North thin:! of the central corridor yields a large number of rim sherds. Meny

other

rims are found within 2m of the valls. There is also evidence of man~~ items along the

bet1~~h lines on both sides of the hou.,.~. The north end ,jemonstrates slightly higher

numt,ers of rims than does the south end; and more rims are found in the

north doorway than the south doorway. These .,atterns may be 8£sodated with the

'special hearth' of the north end of H1Z. The majorit~. of features and post moulds that

yielded rims are lo~~ate<J along the centre! <~orridor asscdated "1:"1th the busy &~tiv'ity

areas of the house (see figures 6 and 7).
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collared rims with sewndary and/or neel<: de-:.::oration. but neither of these kind~ of 1'ims

are found in the routhet'n end of the ho1..~~.

Simple Gol181" rims mate up the majority of this house's rim '~11ection (1Cf3 rim

s.herds). Every ;~rea of the tlO1.1Se y;elds some examples of this tn'>e. The greatest

;,:ollcentration is along the north co-ordinate line l8~,. There is also a small cluster

located at the not'th doorlN·ay.

Most Opposed '~o11ar rims are l~'atedvithin 2m of the hm.~"'e VB11s. A small cluster

of 0Pf,osed ·:.o118r rims "IUith neck decoration i.J found in squares 19~1-21~,. 195-220. and

200-220. There is no evidence for the usual pattern of high c:oncentio.tion of these items

along the 185 (:o-ordinate line.

Hot'izont81 'X)l1ar rims ere found along the house 't"811s.. through the length of the

central cor1'i·jor an(j along the 'bench lines. No area in the house has 8. high

;~oncentrationof this type of rim.

Crossed and Hatched and Complex (:01181' rim.s 81'e found along the howe valls 81ld

tht'ough the central (,:orri~!."'l1'.and long the bench lines. primarily from the middle third

of the house. Neither end yiel·j any Hat,:.he·j (AlUer rims vith ned: motif.

Interrupted \.~l1ar rims are found through the length of the l~entra1 corridor. No

concentration of this t)"{>e occurs in H12.

When the e~matedsize of the ve~"'els is exam.in~, it t>ecomes appttt'ent that all pot

sizes are foun·1 more in the northern than the southern end, but the greatest

concentration ofall'7essels is from the middle section of the howe.

b) HOUSE 38 (see Figure 8):

In general the north half of the central corridor in H38 yields the greatest

number of rims sherds. Many other rims are foun,j within 2m of the house valls and

along the 'bench lines of t>oth sides of the house especially in the middle section. Both

ends yielo onlyafevrims (see figl.Jres 9 and 10).
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ATIP. mUTE GROUPS:

Plain Gollar rim~ genet'ally are lo~ate.j "Yrithin 1m. of the house ~;ri31ls. Simple

(:01181' rims._ "'f/hich make up the l31'gest Pa!'t of this house's t'im collection.. are also

found along the house walls. In addition, these rims are ltxated in the central

corridor.. in the north tl:31t ;3.s~0·~iate.j with the busiest feature ':~I1Jster. Oppose.;~ (:01131"

rims follow' the same pattern. Crossed collar rims are re,~overe.j from along the t·ench

lines of the house, ow'hile toth HatcheJ a!ld Coml,lex C01181' t'ims a!'e found towarJs the

house walls, "ftithin 1-4m outside the house.

~!hen the estimated size of the vessels represented is eX3lIlined it t..e.~ome~

apparent H3E: has ve1.'Y fev! large vessels al'ld that these are fou,nd to'f.rards the valls of

the hou;:.~. ihet'e at'e small ·v·essels ft'om the (;entt'al (:01'1'idot' activity a!'eas .. as ~'B1l as

from "'ftithin 2m inside or outside the house 'If.'811s. The majority of vessels from E'j13 are

smoll and small to medium sized. Both the southern Cln·j northern end yiel,j these

vessels, tut the c01.1(:entr8.tion is from the middle section of the longhouse along the

cenu'al (:otTidor ;311.1 against the ow'alls in this sec:tion of the house.

PIPE ANALYSIS

Method:

To study' the pipe fragments 1'0un<2 in the two houses more easily.. I broke the

colle·~tiondown into six categories. These categories in'.::luded: Identifiable Pipe Bowls;

Unidentifiatle Pipe Bo~1s; Elbows; Stems with Mouthpieces; Stems vithout

Mouthpieces; and fragments. Identifiable Pipe foO,l1s offered the most

information and,

(~onsequently, the following observations deal mostly with the description of

these pipe items1. I initially used Smith's coding s~.,..stem (1988) to analyze the

Identifiable Bow1s. HO'lf.rever, this sY'stem is rather compli-.::ated and although it is

probaNy more ;3.(>~urate an(j less sut·jective than most s:l'~tems, I ·:~onsidered it to be too

1 I ,ji·j record observ8.tions on tooth the shape of the mouthpiece of the stem, an·::] the
stem cross-section shape.. wing '.,Ton Gernet's (1985) coding: method for these, but
found the: this yielded no signifi.~ant insight for my questions of house i'1.m,~tion an·::]
social status.
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(:umDersome for this simplet' type of anal~Ysis. I dedded on the use of Emet'son's

typology fot' (~oding pipes (1954.. 1966). 1·,oI·f ,jecision to employ this typology is not

~'i~hout some misgivings. At times.. I t,e,~ame frustrated "Iilith its limitations as I "f.'8S

forced to do some 'guess W'Orl-~' .. 8!'Ntrarilyassigning an item to either Iroquois Ring or

Conical Ring.. despite the fact that the diffet'ence betw'een these two types seemed almost

imper(~eptible. Further, this typology ~"8S not exhaustive enough to ac'~omodate some of

the Yari8.tion th~3.t 'ifl':""~ apparent in the collections. P.e,~ause of this, it was necessary to

'(reate' ne'ifftyt",es in addition to those offered by Emer-ron. These nev types include: a)

Plain Outi18!'ing.. b) Conical Ring V8!'iation.. c) Plain Collared, d) Conical Pun<:tate, and e)

Cylind1'ice1 Plain1. As is obvious, these new types are merely spin-ofl's of Emerson's ovn

wpology.

Pipe AssemN8.ge:

a) HOUSE 12

The total sample size of pipes for H12 is 107 pie(.es. Of this (.(lllection, 6 did not ha,"e

precise provenienf,::es, but vere recorded as being from this howe. The large~ class of

items vas Identifiable Pipe Bov1s (n=41 or 38.4'1.). The folloving table outlines hov the

collection 'f.'8S trol<:en down into categot'ies:

1The dest'iption of these new1y ct'eated pipe types at'e as follov~: a) Plain Outf1at'ing
pipes are l..1n.je,~orate.j tov1s that are straight-edged With a f~on,~aYe lip; t) Conical Ring
Variation pipes have horizonta11ines over many !'OWS of punctates, vith punctates also
on the lip of the slightly' concaye tJOw1; c) Plain Collared pipes are undecorated t-o"'lf.o1s
that 8!'e stt'aight-edged vith a poorly developed collar; <1) Conical Punctate pipes are
straight-edged to slightly concave with a ro'f.-' of pun,~tates;and e) Cy1indrical Plain
pipes have large unde(:orated, straight-edged hovis.



TABLE ~o: HOUSE 12 PIPE CATEGORIES

PIPE CATEGORY FREQUENCY OF OCCURRENCE I NUMBER

I1entifiat,le BO"'N1s )8:i1t 41

Unidentifiable Bow 9jfJ. 10

ElboW'S 14.0'1. 15
Stems with Mouthpieces 12.2'", 13
Stems "Viithout

Mouth:r,ieces 16.8'1(\ 16
Fragments 9.3'k 10

TOTAL 10010 107

Of there 107 pie~, 10 "I1ere juvenile pipes (thm representing 9.31, of the total pipe

sample from H12).

As I indicated earlier, the majority of items vere identifiable pipe bo'i1s and wre

typed according to Emerson's coding method. It wl1>e on this basis that I vill discws

the distrit>lnion of pipes and the significance this ma.., hold for an interpretation of the

house function an<J the status of the household occupants. The folloVing table lists the

frequency of occurrence of identifiable pipe types found:

TABLE 6: PIPE TYPE FREQUENCIES

47

PIPE TYPES

Iroquois Ring

Plain Out.f1aring

Hard Rock Trumpet

Conical Punctate

FREQUENCY OF OCCURRENCE NUMBER

20

4

'3
"3



Apple Bowl Ring 4.9'. 2

Undecon\ted Trumpet 4.9'1. "'"~

Conkel Ring 4.9'0 2

CDnical Ring Variation 2.4", 1

Vertical Outflaring 2.410 1

lroqouis Ring Varia.tion 2.4Oi. 1

Collare-j Ring 2.4.,. 1

.. Special- 2.4'. 1

TOTAL 100% 41

b) HOUSE 38

The tot81 sample size of pipes for H)8 is '38 pie<;e-s. The sample vas broken 001nl

into the following categories:

TABLE 7: PIPE CATEG-OR. IES

PIPE CATEGORIES FREQUENCY OF OCCURRENCE NUMBER

Identifia1>1e Bovis 28.9'. 11

Uni<lentit1atle Bovis 132% 5

Elbow 52% 2

Stems 'With Mouthpieces 132'. 5
Stems "ftithout

Mouthpiec--es 2).7% 9

Fragments 15.8% 6

TOTAL 100'. '38
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Of these 38 pipes: from H"38, 5 were juvenile 'pipes: and thw rer,resented l3.27~ of the

entire howe pipe assemblage.

A/xor~jitlg to Emerson's typology (1954, 1966), the most I~ommon type of identifia.ble

pipe found in House '38 "lil8:l- the Conical Ring pipe follo"lf.ted by the Iroquois Ring pipe.

The table below li;,}lS the freq:uen·;::ies: of all pir,e tl1>es found:

TABLE 8: PIPE TYPE FREQUENCIES

PIPE TYPES fREQUENCY Of OCCURRENCE NUMBER

ConiGal Ring 36.3% 4

Iroquois Ring 27J1~
....-,
J

Plain Collared 9.1 '10 1

Collared Ring 9.1". 1

Cy1indrica1 Ring 9.1"0 1

In<Jeterminate 9.1 % 1

TOTAL 100'1. 11

Distrit,ution Through Howe:

fl.) HOUSE 12 (see Figure 11)

The total sample is similarly distritH.ned. That is, ~'here an elbo"l:T or stem is fou11,1,

it is likely that there 'Will be rome other category of pipe in close association. Most

o,x;urt'et1ces are within l-3m inside and/or outside the house valls. There is also a

duster of pipe items located in sq. 185-225 vhich is, ex(~ept for 7 sub-squares,

outside the eastern house "f!all. Similarly, along the north (:o-ordinate line 185 inside

the house, there is a 't,and' of ~on~entrated pipe yields. In comparing the south





dOOf"1:ray to the north ,joor,ray, there is a greater yield in association "Wi.th the north en·;1

dustet'ing: 81'ound the 'special purpose' hearth.

I have indkated that there are 42 f.-ipe bo"'ft1s that ~~ou1d 'be identified 1>1" Emerson's

typology. The distriNltions of the-~e t'o1i1~ aid in interprering the so,~ia1 atmo;;phere

'\jfithin the hot~e;.

Although most <:ommon.. h'oquois Ring pipes at'e not found in association vith the

t>l~Y '~entr81 ~~ort'i1or811d the dl.~--tet"sof hearths, sveat baths.. and pits. Rather.. they are

foun1 clore to the walls tJtJth intide and ol.m:ide. Notable ex,~eptions are the three

1ro'100is Ring pipe items lo~ated at the north end of the house near the 'special

purpose' he-d1'th. All othet' t'1ng-type pipes are located against the house valls and not

"'ftit.hin the centt'81 '~ort'idor. The dis:1r:it>Ution of the plain pipes also follo~"S this pattern.

four items ;31'e i·jentifie·j 8Z trumpet pipes- 1 unde.::.orated and "3 Hardrock. These

are from the <.:entral o::.orridor. tw from the sq. 185-220. 'Y/hich is roughly the

longitudinal middle of the howe and the a!'ea of highest concentration of features. The

single punctate pipe is also located in the central corridor, but further south than the

densely ,~ll~tered 8!~tivityareas yie11ing the trumpet pipe;}.

Unfortunately, the t"W"O unique pipes of H12 - one vith side t,arbs and one ,rith a

human effigy can'e<1 on the bowl - vere given only a general provenience and lacked

the appropriate recording ofsquere and sU1>square.

There are four items from features, locate<1 along the north co-or<Unate line 180

(ie. roughly longitudinal middle). Tw of there are Conical Punctate pipes. one is

Iroquois Ring and one is Coni<.'.81 Ring (see Figures 12 and 13).

Most of the pipe sample from HJ8 is from vithin 2m the house ~'811s, especially in

the south h\311' of the hou~"'e. There ere a fev pipes in both north and south door'WaYS. not

asso,~ii9.ted with any post moulds or features. Only some stems with mouthpieces and

unidentifiable t·owts are located in the central (:orridor of the house. These are from the

mOt'e not'ther1y 8n.d less dense of the tva c1wtet's of activity 8!'e8S in the centt'a1

~~o:rri~jot'.

It should be note.~ that 6 items lie approximately Sm or so outside the north en1 of

the hO\.~e. These pieces were included in the study and in the calculations of
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DRAPER SITE: AIGt - 2
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frequeno:::ies of occurrences, t,ec8,use I considered them to t~ part of H38's artifa{~t

assemblage.

I have indicated that 11 pipe tovls could te identified using Emerson's typology.

None in this sample i~ round "Within the central·~rridor.. and none i~ 10·~.9.te·:j in a feature

or post mould. Rather, except for '3 items ( of Iro.-,juois R.ing and Plain Collared pirJ8s)

found Sm outside the north end of the house, all identifiable pipe bovls al'e against the

valls; "Within 2m inside Ot' outside t.he house. It must be 1c=ept in mind, hovever, that this

is a very small sample an·1 so it is not surprising that there are no otviOi.lS ·~lt1Sterings (

figures 15 and 16).

CHIPPED LITHIC ANALYSIS

Method:

Poulton's Analysis of the Draper Site Chipped Lithic Arti1acts (1985) is a

met.iculollS 811,1 in-1epth stu.:jy. I de(:i,:jed to make use of Poulton's ana1:l'Sis an·:j ,~ode

sheets rather than do a 'hands-on' investigation. Ho-w"ever,I did not rue all the data

recorJed by Poulton but inste.ad se1e(:teJ that information vhich most suited my goals. I

vas intet'ested in compiling the desct'iptiotl of the artifact varieties that 'Vere yielded

from the houses. I was also interested in re,:::ording the tyr,e of chert used in the

manufacture of these items, and the extent of conrervation as reflected by reuse,

retouch and the use ofmulti-tUnctional tools. Some of the categories of lithic items 8!'e

functional, ",;rhile ot.he~ are descriptive. For example, 'strike-a-light'indicates what the

lOl)l "lf1'8.S used for, vhile 'tiface' describes the t.napping te,;::hnique l1Se,:j to produ~e this

item. In some cases a ooscriptive label is ure<1 be-~use the function of the item could not

t,e ,;jetermined.. or because the tool vas multi-functional.

Chipped Lithk A:;semblage:

.3.) HOUSE 12
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The total sample of chiH,ed 1itjlk~s from this house is 217 1"ie·~e;;.. The following

table outlines the ~y~31'ious catE-~·orie;:; of chipped iithks found 811d theit' frequency of

o~XUtTetlCe:

TABLE 9: HOUSE 12 CHIPPED Linne CATEGORY fREQUENCIES

LITHIC CATEGORY fREQUENCY OF OCCURRENCE NUMBER

Scra-pers 16.1 CIJ~ 3~,

Proiectile Points 0.9Ok "£.

We(::!ges 11.5'7~ 25
Utilize,:j f181:es ~1.:;I"~ 12

Bifaces O.5~ 1

Strike-a-11ght O.5~ 1

Pet'for8.tor O.5~7~ 1

Chipping Detritus 46.11~ 100

Non-flint Detritus 16.1 CIJ~ ~

')-'

Cores 2J~. 5

TOTAL 10010) 217

As evidence of conser~tion,the chipped Ethics from H12 illustrate tool reuse and

retouch, bipolar technique of mapping and evidence of many multi-functional tools.

Examples of this are obser~Yed in the scraper collection, where 10 items have secondary

functions or have been turned into ve<iges. Likevise, one of the t'WO projectile points

vas reused as a knife. Further, 'i of the 5 cores yielded evidence of bipolar technique in

knar,ping.

All but t'?fO pieces are of imported Onondaga chert. The two exc.eptions are one

piece of detritus in local Chalcedony-like chert and a Flake End Scraper on a Bifac:e

Ft'8gment of Colling~dchert.



r

b) HOUSE 38

The tot;31 sample of '.::hipped lithics from this house is 34 pie(~es. The follo'lJi"ing table

lists the v:n.rious c'3.tegories and their frequency of oo::>:urrence through the house:

TABLE 10: CHIPPED LITHIC CATEGORY FREQUENCIES

LITHIC CATEGORY FREQUENCY or OCCURRENCE NUMBER

Scrapet's 20.6'1'. 7

Proje(;tile Points '/ Q91 1~._...
~re(jges 11.81" 4

Utilized flakes 2.9~ 1

Bif~s 11.8"7. 4

Chipping Detritus 50.01lJ. 17

TOTAL 1001. 34

There is no evi.jence of conservation of chipped lithic artifa-~ts from this house.

Only one item provides evidence of reuse: a biface trimming flake. None had multiple

functions Of' were reused.

All of the chipped lithics from H)8 vere of importe-j Onondaga chert.

Distrit,ution Through House:

a) HOUSE 12 (see Figure 17)

for this part of the analy~is, I grouped the chipped lithi(:s into '.::lasses of formal

Took Informal Tools, and Debitage.

The Formal Tools include scrapers, projectile points, and vedges. The overall

distribution is uniform. That is, there are no obvious ,~lusters of chippe<j lithic tools,

although there i~ a slightly higher density of tools located in a 'band' along the north

co-ot'dinate line 185. SCrapers at'e located along both house walls in the nOt'thern and





~outhet'n h81( they 31'e 81so found in both north and ~outh door"'W~a~ys, and are scattered

tht'oughout the length of the Gentt'al GO!Tidor. The greatest '~on(.entrationof scr;3.pe1"s is

810ng the IS:, line. BOlh proje(tile points are within 2m insi,je an,j outsi·:je of the house

wall along the line 185. The 25 wedges have aromewhat different distributional pattern.

There 31'13 no '~le.jg:es south of the line 180 in the southern h811' of the house.. save for 2

items located at the southern doot'W8.y. The majority of ve-,1ges are Yithin 2m inside and

outsi~je of the house '1:ra11s.

The Informal Tools inc1uje utilized flakes. the single biface flake. strike-a-light

311.J pet'fot'atot'. The ovet'all pattern obset've.J vith Informal Tools again depicts a D311.J'

of '~on<~entt'ation 810ng the north co-ot'din8te185.. but also suggests a rnlall

clustering: of these (~l1ipped litl1ics in the sq. 20:,-210.. ,:;lose to the 'W'estern walloI' the

house.

The Detitage includes chipping dett'itus, non-l1int detritus, and cores. It is il1tere.sting

that one of the 4 '~ot'es from. this house is within the small dustet" of sq. 205-210. One

other is found in the northern half of the h01..tre along the ,~entra1 ,~.orridor. The last

t'Wu are located in the 1,and' along the l85line. There is no area that does not

yield chipping dett'itus. Both doorways have small c1wterings of detritw; both east

and vest ~ra11s, 2m inside and outside, have detritus against them; and all along the

length of the central corriooT.. there is chipping oobitage. But the greatest

con·;:entration of chipping detritw is foun~ in the 'ban~' along the north co-or~inate

line 185.

The chipr·ed lithi~~ items from features antj roOSt moulds also follo"fl this pattern.

Although the greatest yield of chipf,ed lithic prod1..K':ing features is within the 'band'

along the 185 line. there are lithics from features that are in both the northern antj

southern half of the longhowe, in the central cort'idor antj along the valls of the house

(see Figures 18 end 19).

b) HOUSE 38 (see figure 20)

Sin<;e thet'e is only one Informal Tool, a single uti1ize~ flate, the distt'ibution of

formal and Informal Tools ';'111 be analyze,j together. Biface.s are included in t.he Formal

Tool class for H38. The distribution pattern for these chipped lithics illt~tr-ates that the

tlorthet"n half of the house is relatively bare. Indeed, all sct"ayers.. pt"ojectile
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DRAPER SITE: AIGt - 2

HOUSE 38
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points.. bifaces and the utilized t1ake at'e ft'om the southet'n half of the house.. either

from the <~entra1 <~orridor or jtt:"'1 beyond in the mid<jle of the feature-ft'ee south end.

Three of the -1 vte·1ges from this house are lo·~a.ted along the ?""estern ~'811 in the

norther11 half of the house.

This f;,attet'n is imitated by the distribution of chipping detritus. Although there

are several pie(~es of debitege 10-:::8.te1 in the northern half of the house, the majoritYf are

from the southern h;:uf of the central (:orridor.. in the middle of the southern end or up

ag:ainst the walls (see figures 21 and 22).

There are no chipped lithics from eithet· featut'es or post moulds in H)8.

GROUND AND ROUGH STOIa ANALYSIS

Method:

My goals for this section of analy'sis li'ere to examine the variety within the

ground 8Jld t'ough stone assemblage and to determine the level of complexity involved

in mal1ufactut'e an1 the extent of use-vear and re-use. I ~--ed as a guideline Pearce's

Draper Site Ground 8nd Rough Stone Artifacts (1985). I fOlm<t however, that this

rigorous a..."1a1·i'""Sis vas more extensive than I needed and consequently I used only

selected definitions of~veat'from Pearce.

I V8S also intet'este-j in identifying the type of rock preferentially use.j, aide-j by

Chesterm8n's field Guide to North American Rocks ond Minerals (l979). Over h"lf of the

items w"ere of schist/amphibolite, and limestone had the second highe.}t frequency of

O(:(~ut'rence. Othet' minerals represented were sandstone.. gnie-.}s, slate, and diabase.

Ground an·:j Rough Stone Assemblage:

a) HOUSE 12

The total sample size of ground and rough stone from this house is 109 pie-~es_ The

collection is t,roten rjo~n into t..~e follo"%ting categories and freq:uen'~y of occurren<.~s:
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TABLE 11: HOUSE 12 GROUND AND ~~OUGH STONE CATEGORY fREQUENCIES

G/P.. STONE CATEGORY FREQUENCY OF OCCURRENCE NUMBER

Celts 34.9?1l ·~o
)LI

Ha:m.met'stones 150.6 ''7. 17

Ab!'aders 14.7$70 16

AnYil-H;:lmmerstones 7 .'3~(1 8

Ground Stone fragment 6.4% '7
I

Misc. Mo·1ified Stone 4.6? 0:;:
_J

Cobble Spalls j.7? 4

Game Balls (?) 1.8% ..,
l..

Manos 1 Ofro .".u /0 t.

Pestles 1.8->7. .;
<.

Stone Pendatlts 1.8% 2

Stone Be8.,:j;~~ 1.8'.
..,
l..

Anyi!s 1O~ 2.u 10

Stone Pipe 0.9"7. 1

Metate 0.9'" 1

TOTAL l00? 109

The ,~elts exhibit a wide 'o/8TietT of manufacture techniques which include 1:,

different ·~omt,inationsof grinding. nal~ing, pecking, carving. polishing, and sawing.

Despite this multitude of techniques, there 00es not spyeat' to t>e any preferential

procedut'e in manufaturing celts, as no combination of methods occurs more than five

times in the ·~ol1e·~tionof "38 ·~1ts.

Ha:mmer-~tones, anvils, anvil-hammerstones and abraders are gener-a11y natural

t'ocks (ie. there "W'aS no manufactw'ing involved). There is, hOw'ey--et', some degree of

Y8j'iability in these items' extent of use-veer, although most were not extensively wed.

Most hammerstones w'ere t~ed on one or tJQth ends but -were not used t'ef,eatedly to

prodtJ,.~e i~ontinuous use-wear along all edges. An,ils vere used only on one side. and

anvil-hammet'stones V8t'e used on tw'O sides for 1>oth functions but not to the extent that
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there y!82 evidence of continuous w'ear along all edges. At·raders, in contrast had

eviden(:e of extensive use-W'ear. Man~y~ of these w'ere 'W'or'n t1at.. indicatiYe of abrading a

flat tool slKh as a (:elt ~lhi1e m811Y also exhibited str'iations or grooyes - indicative of

shaping or sh8rpening tone 8.'W1s or celt toits.

Tv/O of the four ;~obble sf'al1;~ Y;''ere used 82 s(~raf'ers.

The item recor'ded as a stone pipe is veQl small and so it is not w'ithout some

hesitan~~y that I hiwe labelled it as such. Li1<;e~rise, the t"i'O game balls are egg-shaped

smoothed 'talls', t,m "frhether these were naturally shape·j or modified an.j used in some

type of game is unclear.

to) HOUSE "38

The total sample of ground and rough stone for this house is 10 pie<::es. The

followi.ng taMe lists the categories of items yielded and the frequency of occ'W'rene:e:

TABLE 12: HOUSE ·38 GROUND AND ROUGH STONE CATEGORY fREQUENCIES

G/R STONE CATEGORY FREQUENCY OF OCCURRENCE NUMBER

Celts 60.0" 6

Gt'o'Wld Stone Fragments 40.0" 4

TOTAL 1001. 10

Despite the small numt~r of celts, there is still a range of manufacture techniques

exhibited whkh comNne gr'inding, polishing, pecking and t1aking. Again there is no

pt'efet'ential combination of methods observed.





Distrit,uhon Through House:

a) HOUSE 12 (see figure 23)

for this f.-..:U"t of the analysis, I grouped the 8$semt1age into 11/0 (,ategorie.s: stone

tools and debHagel and stone ornaments and game balls.

Hammet'stones.. abra&3rs and celts make u!; the majot'ity of the gt'ound sone tools.

One of the <~omplete celts is locateod in the nOt'thern h61f of the central cOt'ri<Jo!" in sq.

20:,-21~f, 81 are a large number of the celt fragments and tw'o of the four ·:~elt N'311ks or

preforms, suggesting a manufacturing area. There is another cluster of celt item:

lo<:ated 'Within the "band' along the north co-ordinate line 185. Abraders closely'

1'0110,£' the distribution pattern of the celt pie'~es, dustering along the north co

or<:linate line 185. There is also a cluster in the northern half of the house along the

e3;.}tern wall. Generally the southern half of the house lades abraders. Hammerstone$

ai'e somevha.t more evenly distributed throughom the length of the house. Most are

located along the house valls although there are some in the north end of the houre

associated 'With the 'special purpo~.e' hearth, in the northern cluster.

The grotmd stone ornaments include one stone pendant one stone t-ead, and tvo

game balls. These are located i.n the northern half of the house just east of the

longitudinal '~ross-section of the '~orridor, and 'Within the "band' along the 1~1 line.

Some of these items are found 2m inside or outside the house 'l"1'811s.

In general, the distribution pattern of ground and rough stone in B12 involves the

absence of items in the somhern door~'a)·; a small c1ustet'ing near the not'thero

doorvay &'Sodated vith the 'special purpose' hearth; a clustering along the 'band' of

concentration in the Middle third of the central ,~orridor; a dustering in the northern

half from line 190 to 205 inc1\.1;.).i·'1""ely (the north third of the central corridor and the

nOt'th end) ft'om the longitudinal midline to the e&"'t vall; and the even distdbutiOtl in

the southern half from line 170 to 185 inclusively (the south end and south thit'd of the

central corridor), tJoth under the vall benche.s an·~ within the central corrioor. Thi.s

represents a much greater concentration of grounlJ stone a',;tivity tovard the northern

end of the house (Figures 24 and 25).
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t,) HOUSE "38 ( Figure 26)

,
Both the celt and gt'owld stone ft'agments that form

together. That is, were a (~elt item is located, there is also a ground stone fragment. The

ojistrit'Ution is s'llggestive of sveer·ing, in that all the groun·j stone fragments anoj all tut

two celt items are b.;ated within 2m inside or outside of the house valls, especially in the

south endidoor. These t~'O pieces came from the same subsquare in the longitudinal

middle of the house. There are no celt or ground stone fragments located in either of

the ·;joorYi·ay~,nor in any features or post moulds (figures l:l and 28).

BONE ARTIfACT ANALYSIS

Method:

The tone artifact coUections~e not availatle to me as they are presently teing

analyzed by Bruce Jamieson. I vas, however, able to make use of jamieson's analysis,

using his revised catelogue and comments on the assemblages for ooth House 12 and )8.

I merely recorded the information provided by jamieron and plotted the V8rio~ 1>one

artifact types on the house floor maps.

Bone Artifact Assemblage:

a) HOUSE 12

The total samr,1e of bone artifa·;:ts from this house is 101 pieces. The follOwing tatie

tists the <~ategoriesof bone artifacts from this house and their frequency of occut'!'ence:



TABLE 13: HOUSE 12 BONE A~~TIFACT CATEGO~~Y FPEQUENCIIS

BONE ART IfACT CATEGORY FREQUENCY Of OCCURRENCE NUMBER

Bone Beads 46.Ylo 47
MoJifie<l Deet' Pha1ange~ 19.8°1. 20

Modified Bone Fra;gment 9.91. 10

Bone ATI1 7.910 8

Modified Beaver Indsor 5.0% c;
.J

Corn Husking Pin 2.0"7. ?..
(01'0 Scraper 2.010 ."'\

G

Ant1er flaker 2.0"'{\
..,
<-

Antler Handle 1.0f. 1

Modified Tooth 1.0"7.. 1

Decorated Arm Band 1.0~70 1

Human Skull Gorget 1.01" 1

Modified Antler Fragment 1.01. 1

TOTAL 100'. 101

I grouped the 1:>one artifact assemblage into cl·as:;:es:,..1j

and Ga.mes), Bone Tools, and Bone De1:>itage.------------.---------.- ._-- -.-- .. .. .•.....-
The first of t.hese classes vas the most common, and inc1u.1e\1'bone 'beads, modified

deer phalanges, the de·~orated arm band and the human skull gorget. Interestingly.

oone 'beads ~'ere the most common bone decorative item from this houre. Possibly, these

"fret'e assodated vith spede1 dress and are thought to have had social value. Modified----- ---_._-~-

deer phalanges are the next most ·~ommon item. McCullougfi'i---,,15fK ofilhe Ijeer

phalanges at the Draper site (1978) vas of little help to me as she did not address the

iSSl..Je of pro~.;enience locations in her analysis. Howevet'.. she, with othet's (jamieson,

pers. comm.; Ramsden. pers. commJ. has indicated that there ere several interp:retations

for the use of deer phalanges. )!cCu1lol!gh (1978:98) suggests that:--
All1ine.s of eviden/~eseem to indicate that mo<Hfied deer



toe t,ones wet'e multipw'pose items in the m.aterial culture
of the Draper inhabitants. This suggestion is Nl,seo:j
upon the mul tiuniformity in modific:ation from {,ieees
only ffi8j'l=:ed t·y burning to specimen almO;:"1: ·:.ompletely
gt'ound ay,ray. It is alw possible that W'hile some
speo:;imem may t,e ornamentat others prot-aNy
pet'formed mOt'e of a utilitat'ian function. The extent
of mo,jifk8.tion on a numt..er of spe·;::imens inJicates a
gt'eat -deal of time and effot't itn~olV"ed in the
manufa,:ture of thes.e artif8.(tS. On the other- han·:1. the
manner in which the phalanges 'W'"et'e t'eadi1YdiSC3f'de~,
/~g foun<1 ell ov-er the zi e wih the majority in gar age

/ dumps does not suggest any symbolic or erotet'ic yctl.ue
C'$sodated '?lith the artifCt,~ts. __ -

The -je(~orated arm t,and and human stull gorget are suggestive of prestige 8nd

so(:i,3.1 status. Both these items are of'ten 8zsodated Y;'ith special events slxh as

,:eremonies and feazts. The s1:ull gorget could have t..een w:rn as a pendant arou,tl·j the

neck of a person 'W·ith high stat'llS, or made into a rattle to be used in t'eligious events.

However, the possibility that these items had lesser signifiC811'~e'~annot be rule1 out.

Bone Tools in·~lu:je 8.'0'1s, corn hus.-.ing pins. corn s·:.rape:rs, I1al:ers, 8. l1andle, an1

mo·jified teeth. These items are all domestic in nature and are azsodated -;lith the daily

a(;tiYities of the normal household in food pt'o<~essing.

Bone debitage itl'~ludes both modified bone and mo<jified antler ft'agments. The

distritJution of these items may indicate the lo·~ale of bone artifact man1Jf8:~t1Jre or

repair.

b) HOUSE ·38

The tJ(lne artifact assemtlage for this house is 14 pie·~es. The folloving table lists

the types of 1:>one 31'tifacts yielded from. this house and their frequency of occurrence:

TABLE 14: HOUSE ;S BONE ARTIfACT CATEGORY FREQUENCIES

BONE ARTIfACT CATEGORY FREQUENCY OF OCCURRENCE liUMBER

Modified Deer Phalanges 42.9% 6

Bone Av1 21.4'~ '3
Modified Beaver Incisor 14.3"~ 2
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Bone Bead HJ?-;

Modified Bone Fragment 7.11.. 1

TOTAL 100"'1> 11

Due to the high I:·e(:entege of modified deer phalanges in this house, the number of

de.;::oraHve tone arHfa·:.t items is again the largest grouping of tone artifact ·~lasses.

The tone tools consist only of aw1s and the mooified beaver incisou. The presen<~e

of onl~.,one piece of mo,jified tone fragment suggests that there 'W'SS no manufactw'ing

of 'bone ~'tifacts in H-38.

Distt'ibution Through the House:

a) HOUSE 12 (see figure 29)

There is a cluster of items ~'ithin the 'band' along the north co-ordinate line 185

whkh includes items ft'om the sq. 185-225, that is almost entirely outside the east vall of

the house.

Of the 47 1>one beads, 25 come from sq. 185-225, and 19 of these are from su1>square

4 alone. The remainder of the beads are located in the middle of the house, between line

185 i9!l,j line 200.

The modified deer phalanges are also distributed through the 'band' along the 185

line, as vell as in the central corridor acthity areas and against the eastern vall in both

the north and south halves of the house.

The single human skull gorget is associated vith the bone !>eoo concentration, in

sq. 185-22~1, perhar1s representing a broken ned:1ace.

The decorated arm band is the one decorative bone artifact that does not follow the

pattet'n. It is located in the not'thet'n end of the house.. associated vith the 'special

purpose' hearth.

As for the bone tools, s:w1s, corn husking pins.. corn scrar..ers, flat.ers, the modified

t,ea~rer incisor, and mo,jified tooth are all found in the 'band' of artifact
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CO!i-:::entration 810ng line 18;,. Some 8."Ijf1s also are from the northern end of the house

up against the 'lflalls.

Bone debitage is found throughout the house. Thet'e are some items in the l,8,n1',

others 8.g:::;tinst the w~a11s in both halves of the hot~e, and one piece located in the north

aoorv:ray.

Bone artifacts from features :~nd post moulds foUov the pattet'n of high

(:ot)(~entt'8.tionsin the longitudinal middle of the howe, "t'ithin the ''band' along north

co-ordinate line 185 (figures 30 and 31).

The tone artifa(~tasremblage of H38 is very small, but thet'e is some clustering in

the distt'ibution of these items. .Although very rev items vere fotmd in the south

en<J/,joor, none 'lftere found in the southern half of the howe. The items assodated ~ith

the central (:orridor a..::tivity areas are from the northern cluster of the tw central

cotTidOt' feature/hearth groupings.

Modified deer phalanges, beads, and av1.s are from the nothern duster of

feature/hearths in the central corridor of the house. One av1 and the two beaver

indsor (:hise1s are located in the north doorway of the house. The single piece of bone

deNtage is located 4m outside the east 'fraUs of the southern half of the howe ( figw'es

"3"3 8nd "34).

There are no 'bone 8Ttifacts from features or post moulds in H38.

MAMMALIAN FAUNAt ANAiYS IS

Method:

Burns' PreliminarY Faunal A.t1a1vsis of the Draper Site Mam.m.aliIID Bone

Remains(1979), is a meticulous and in-depth study. I did not, hovey'e!", use all tbe data
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recorde·j ty Burns tut instead selected that information that most suited my anal·fsis

goals. 1 'W'aS interested in <:ompiling the description of the artifact V8!'ieties from the

howes, in an attempt to reconstru'~t if only partially.. the diet of the house occupants.

I also w'anted to see if any' preferences wre apparent vhi·~h might give an indication

of the Yalue of some species over others in their diet. To facilitate this goal. I recl)rded

the follo"{r'ing chara(:teristi(;~:
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1. species type

2. part of tody- indeterminate

- sk-u11

- forelimb

- hindlimb

-limb (indeterminate)

- extremity

- axial

4. sex- indeterminate

-male

- female

3. age- indeterminate

- old Mult

- a.dult

- robadu1t

- juvenile

50 firing-charred

-~cine<l

- not

Having recorded all of the above characteristics, I conclude.j that some of these

'li"ere not applicable to my analysis, since in both H12 and H38, no rex vas identifie<l for

the faunal material, and further, all ages that were recorded were either indeterminate

or sut>adu1t.

It should 1'18 noted that I vill1>e using only the common names in the fo11oving

otser'lrations. A list of those species yielded from both houses with their scientific

names is given below:

Indeterminate

White-taile<l Deer (O<Jocoileus virginianus)

Dog (Canis fBmiliaris)

Muskrat (Ondatra zit>ethicus)

'Woodchuck (Marmota.monax)



Bla.d.;: Bear (Ursus 8.meri(;i3,nus)

Grey Squirrel (Sciurus carolinesis)

Grey fox (TIro-cyon crnereoargenteus)

Beaver (Cestor canadensis)

~,7oif ([:;:tn1:; lupus)

River Otter (Lontrac8nadensis)

Eastern Cottontail (Svl"r"i1egus florida.nus)

Ra<;coon (Procvon 10tor)

Snowshoe Hare (Lepus am.eric8nus)

'~lapiti (Cervus canadensis)

Red Squirrel (Temiesdurus hu,1son1<:1Js)

fisher (Martes pennanti)

Human (Homo sapiens)

J.,·!amma1ia%l faunal Assemblage:

a) HOUSE 12

The mammalian fatmal ~"emMage for this house is 1486 t:·ieces. Of this collection,

there 'Were yn identifiable items, comprising 16 different sr~cies. The folloving table

lists those sr,ecies and their frequency of occurrence:

TABLE 15: HOUSE 12 MAMMALIAN FAUNAL SPECIES FREQUENCIES

SPECIES FREQUENCY IN FRIQUINCY IN NUMBER

TOTAL IDENTIFIED OF

ASSEMBLAGE ASSEMBLAGE ITEMS

Indeterminate 63.5?$ - 943
1lhite-tailed Deer 29J~. 80.3% 436

Wood'~huck 2.2~. ).9'. 32
Dog 1.7$1. 4,8". 26

Black Bear 1.1 fh 2.9% 16

Beaver O.8fJ. 22,. 12



Muskrat OJ '7v O.9~~\ c:
.J

Pjvet' Onet' o·")o~ 0'"'('7 4. .J'Iv . ,I I~

Human 0.1 oJ" O.4~7" 2

Grey Squirrel 0.11v O.4~7"
.,
(.

Grey fox 0.11v 0.47"
.""\

.:.

Snowshoe Hat'e 0.1 '70 0.2"1. 1

Eestet'tl Cottonteil 0.1 vl¢ 0.2~7" 1

Ra.c·~oon 0.1 ~7" 0.21" 1

Red Sq:uirrel 0.1 '7. 0.21v 1

~lapiti 0.1 "7. o 1""·i}1 1.~ '"
-";;Tolf 0.1 ~iO (1.2010 1

TOTAL 100.170 100.1 '70 1486

No f,artkular t,od·;r part is sing1..J1arl:T preferred. Of i1entifie·j oones, extremities

Ct(;counted for 34.9'., sku1124.61.), hin·j11mb 20.81,;, forelimb 13.77,,_ and axial ;•.47,;. Less

than 1OJ.. was indeterminate. In white-tailed deer.. as vith mat1Y of the larget' species

from this house, the predominan'~e of extemities, limbs and skulls is suggestive of

tiutchering away from the habitation site. The frequent o<-xurrence of skulls may be

asso·~iated with rituals and ceremonies, or may be associated ~th hide-tanning

pt·ocesses. The human skull fragment and leg.. which at'e not associated ~ith a budat

suggest rome special octivity or event (ritue1?). House 12 hes e. large proportion of

slaJ11 fragments in its mammalian bone ar-semNage. It should be noted that the

relatively high frequenc;r of shJ11s observed may simply be due to the fact that they

are easier to identify, first as ct'a:nial and second to a particular species (Spence,
,

pet's .comm..J.

[:.) HOUSE 38

The mammalian faunal assemblage for this howe is 176 pieces. Of this ~I)llection

only J3 items could be identife·l representing 7 sf,·ecies. The follOwing taNe lists these

species and their frequencY' of occurrence:
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TABLE 16: HOUSE '38 MAMMALIAN fAUNAL SPECIES fREQUENCIES

SPECIES fREQUENCY IN fREQUENCY IN NUMBER
TOTAL IDENTIfIED Of

ASSEMBLAGE ASSEMBLAGE ITEMS

Indeterminate E:L3~+ - 143

lothite-tailed Deer 15JOJ. 81.81. '"''1
~.

Bl8.d\ Be81' O.6~~ '3.0~0 1

~loo(1<:hu~k 0.6% '}01. 1

Dog O.6-J. 3.0-J. I

Beaver 0.6% ').0+7. 1

Sno....rshoe Here 0.61. '3.0'. 1

fisher 0.61. ).01. 1

TOTAL 100.2'. 99.8'1. 176

As in House 12, the majority of bulle items cannot be identifie<1 to species.

furt.her, in House )8, Z7 of the identifiable items 'Were vhite-taile<l deer, vhile all the

other spedes "W"ere represented by onlV one item.

The part of the body most often recorded vas the extremities 02.,.,. of the

identifiable colle<:tion). The other pie<:es vere evenly distributed among s1ru1l (19.4,..>

forelimb (16.1'10), hindlimb (16.1 ".), and axial (16.1 "-). 'C/}lhite-tailed deer had a very lov

proportion of stull fragments. vhile bla<:!: tear. dog. beaver. and fisher vere

l"epresented only by skull frsgments.
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Distribution Through House:

a) HOUSE 12 (figure "35)

The cfverall,:jistrit,ution of the i,jentified mammalian faun:31 assemN8.ge depkts a

(011(:8ntration of items along the north (:o-ordinate line 185. along the house

w·a1t::.. and in the nOt'th end of the house.

Spedes sUf.~h 8$ sno'fl'Shoe hare, eastern '~ottontait r&~'~oon. red squirrel, vapitt

<:I..."fl,j 1;:olt as 'W"ell as some pieces of t,eaver. tlacl<~ t,e& anJ 'W'hite-tailed deer &e located

w'ithin 2m 1tuide Ml,j outside the house ,;ra11s.

S!,ecies such 8:':: gt'e7:l fox .. gt'ey squirrel.- human.. rivet' otter, 811d muskrat &e from

the 't8111, of GOll(:entt'ated Mtif8.'~t density along the line 185. Like'flise some beaver,

H3.'::t t,eM.. ,:jog.. v/ood(:h1.K:}-.:, and many 1',ieces of 1rhite-tailed deer are 1'oun·1 in this P;jJ't

of the house.

There is evidence of black bear, dog, and vhite-tailed deer in the north end of the

house. Many of these t'emains 81'e assodated "i'ith the 'spedal purpose' hearth.

The faunal items from features and post moulds are similarly distributed in the

'band'.. and not'thet'11 end of the houre. as well as along the ",~a1ls of the house under the

ten(~hHnes. Also of note.. there is mot'e dog yielde-.1 fmm features and post moulds.

In general, there sre more ~IhHe-tailed deer, bla·:.k tear and ,jog in the central

corridor activity areas. Othe:r sr.edes are found more consistently along the walls of

the house (figures'36 and 37).

There is no e7~dence of feast pits, ie. pits vith dense faunal remains. The tot81

number of t,oth identified and unidentified faunal Hems recovered from t.he JO pHs that

~,rodu.(etjfaunal remains is only 61 pieces. Another 25 pieces of the faunal assemblage

w'et'e re(:overed from r,osts. Howevet', it should be noted that featU1'es and post moulds

that Pt'o~juce tu'tiftKts may he:ve 8. different significance: material in posts ma~, h8Ye

~imply t,een lJsed as fill, \".....hile materials in features suggest a portion of a meal's

,jis(:arded remains.



b) HOUSE 38 (figure '38)

The 0""re1'311 distribution of the identifie-j mammalian faunal ~~emb1~.ge in H38

in·jkates that the north en·j 1f!8i: more productive of faunal items, slJggesting more

butchering:, (:oobng, an·j/or eating activities at this end of the house. further, the

<:Bntt'al (:ot'rioot' is relatiYYely 1>31'e of faunal items, although there is a small cluster

along the ben~~h lines of the ~~entt'al corridor. There is also a duster of faunal t'emitlns

in sq. Jl~I-21:" v{hi·:.h is 7m outside the north end of the house. There is a possiNHty

that these items are not assoi.:iated with H38 tut with some other house or some outdoor

activity (figut'es '39 atid 40).

M81lY of the white-tailed deer are from the ten<:n lines area of the central

COITi·10c not ;3zsociated with the a(~tivitYrareas of features an·j hearths. "oo·1chl~t. 8.."'1·1

sno'?tshoe hare are also found in these areas of the house. Other deer items w'e located

7m outsi·je the tlot'th end of the house in sq. 315-215, as are the single pieces of fishet'

81id t·eavet". There is also a duster of white-tailed deer ft'ag::ments in the northet':n end

of the house. B1ad: tear and ·jog are also found in this duster.

Th~re is no faunal material from feature~ or po~t moulds in House 38.

The follo"!:ring ~~hapter "'till dis~us-s and compet'e the over81l distribution pa.tterns

of the various artifa·~t types from t,oth houses. Some (Xlnc1usions and interpretations

'7,irill be offered ba::ed on these comparisons.



CHAPTER 4: HOUSE COMPARISONS ABD SUMMARY

In this (h8l,tec I "Vlili dLKUSS the (jistribution pattet'f.i.S of the artifact assemblages

for ect.(:h house 8!id (:omp81'€' the.se p8.tterns bet~-een the houses. I 81so COIDI>Bl'8 the

13rtif13.,~t assem.blages of Hl2 13nd H"3fs. The 81m of this chapter is to examine the t":irO

81·1.if;:t.(t (:oltections an<:I their ,jistrit·utiotl patterns to try and offer expla!18.tions fot' the

differences observed. Perhaps the differences a!'e due to different activities that tool~

p18.{:e 'W'ithin the houses - ie. the houses he.<1 ,1ifferent fun<~tions. Or perh8.ps they

refle(:t t:l. different SOd81 st8.ttlS of the ho'xe 1e8:=:1e1's. A fin81 81ternative expIt:lna.tion for

the ot·serve<l ,jifferences betvteen H12 arid H33 may be t11e difTeren(:es in Hie lengtl1 of

time the t'YlO houses y;rere occupie\l.

DISTR IBUT ION PATTERNS

In describing the spatial distributions of the artifa<:t essemb1ages in the houses in

Chapter J. I made observations t>.~"ed on f.he visual examination of lxlm square plot

ruaps of ea.(:h artifa,;:t (~l8SS. From these I described patterns ttlat 'duster' 81'o1.1n<1 the

hearth.. are concentrated along house valls, etc., or are 'randomly'distributed. In order

to verify these obSet·...,Cit10nS, I performed Poisson tests for random distrit>ution of

8.i:'tifeK:ts in 5x~)ru units through etl<;h house and calculated chi-sqoore values to test for

signifi<:a1it (jiff"ereuces t'et~'een the expected (random) and obset'y-ed distributions.

Tests for non-r;91i<joru pattet'fts tlave t-.een <leyiseJ..
t>8se.j on the l>roperty the.t for 8. re.n.1om pattern
the nurut,ers of qoo.dr8.ts [ SxS ru $<lu8res] containing
0.. 1.. 2.....etc points 81'13 determined by the Poisson
function (Greig-Smith.. 1964: 61). nle til..lmt,er of
qU8.drats ~ont8ining 0.. 1.. 2.....et(:.l>oints ~&n be ~ounted..
Mid this obserYe,j fre'11.lerKY distribution (~an be
dire~l1y (:omp8red ';'ith the Poisson distribution (:orres-
pon,1ing to the same density of points.. by me.:t1iS of 8.

goodness-of-fit test afb1 X statistk...{Ho<Mer and Orton..1981 :J3-34),

90



PoL~son "?1111 test the probability that the ot·served pattern '311·j the aPI,arent

c:lu,stering happened only due to c~han(:e - ie. "I/ti11 test to gee if the patten1 really is

n:~.:ndom.

follo"lf.·ing this~ I summ'3l"ize the ·jistrit,utions of ;:tl'tifaGt groups in each house.. 81-d

<'!i;xuss their patterns. I then comr·are these l>aHerns t,et"oAreen the houses. for this, I

used only the hOl..~e section sutidivisions (see figures 1 8J1d 2 of Chaptet' '3 on pgs. 24 and

House 12:

Poisson ch;:trts for each artifact .;::1;:-";:>$ .:tre foun·:j in Af!pendix '3. In order to

c.31culate <::hi-sql..18re Yalues, it ow'as necessary to combine (~e1is in orijer that none \oj'ere

less than 5.

The :rgoodness-of-fit test will not be effe(:ti·y~ if
the numt·er of quadr8.ts is small or the density
is 10"W'. Because this test is only approximate
and does no ho1d.ill ~icientlya(:curatel:t for
'small' expected values (i.e. w'hen the pt"e<.1kte<.1
numt/et' of qlll3.<Irats containing a ,~ertain number
of points each is small J.. then if the num'bet' of
quadrats pre·:jicte1 tlY the Poisson roo·jel to have
(fot' example) Jt points each is less than five.. this
group mtl$t be merge1 with another (for example,
those pt'e<.1icted to have k-l points each) and so on..
until all groups have at least five quadrats.
(Hodder and Orton, 1981 :'}7-38)

Thet'efore, the 'Observed frequen(~y TaNes' for ea(~h of the artifa<~ts belo,:, 8J'e the

result of the GOmNllation of the complete Poisson ·~harts found in Appen1ix}. In these

taNes, Column 1 represents the 'Grouped Observed Distt"ibution frequen'.::ies' and

Column 2t'ep1'esents the 'Grouped Poisson (Random) Distribution Frequendes·. In each

<~8Se, the Re:::eat'ch Hypothesis is that the t~'O v81'iaNe::: 8re der,endent (ie. the

cjistrit,ution is not random). The Null Hypothesis is that the t"?/'O variaNes are not

dependent (ie. the distribution is random). The test statistic (for chi-squ'-.=tt'e) is as

follov~:
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xl. =I (0 - E)

E

1Jlhere 0 is the observOO frequen-cyan(j Eis the expected frequen-cy.

31

5.62

6.02

11:n

S 6.256£~

6 221£-2

5 .62

~ 10.04

7 24

9 2.];7

ftserYH Fr......' T."

Column 1 Cobm 2 Tot~1s:

S

RowS

Roy 2

Row 6

Row 4

Roy 3

1ot1\1: 3'7.05 74.05

Total Chi-Square - 29.221

Degrees of freedom - 5
Critkal Value at O.021e-rel ofsignifican<;e -1'3.'388
Nutl Hypothesis - REJECTED

: .Distribution is NOT RANDOM



Ro'Af 1

Row 2

RoW' 3

Obnrn4 Fnqu.nc, T~bl.

CoOUnn 1 Co1tl'M 2

20 122

9 13.54

8 11.28

Totals:

32.19

22.54

19.28

Totals : 37 31.01 14.01

TOla! Chi-Sqlk'U"e - "):)6"3

Degrees of freedom - 2

Critical Value at O.021evel of significance -7.824

Null Hypothe~is - REJECTED

... Distritmion is NOT RANDOM

Chipped Lilhics
OItSH'YH Fnqu..ct TAitJ.

Cobnn' Cobm"2 Totals:

Row 1

RO'ojf2

Ro... 4

7 .t

9 2.4'

S 14.76

6 10.92

7 8.82

7.11

11.41

22.76

16.92

15.82

Totils : 37 37.02 74.02

Total Chi-Sqlk'U"e - 14.14

Degrees of f ree<lom - 4

Critical Value at O.021evel of significance - 11.668



Null Hypothesis - REjICTED

:. Distribution is liOT RANDOM

Groun,j and Rough Stone
ObHrn4 Fn.......c, T.bJ.

Cobnn' Column 2 Totals:

Roy 1

Roy 2

Row 3

Roy"

RowS

11 1.94

6 5.71

5 8.43

6 18.01

9 2.92

12.~

1,.n

13.43

24.01

11.92

Tot~1s: 37 31.01 14.01

Total Chi-Square - 16.3'36

Degrees of freedom - 4

Critical Value at O.021eve1 of significance - 11.668

Null Hypothesis - REjICTED

:. Distribution is NOT RANDOM

25.08

12.~9

15.83

18 2.14

6 6.~9

8 17.08

5 10.83

Obs.rv.d fn4lUtttet TMh

Cobnn 1 CobM 2 Tot~1s:

20.14

Ro.... 2

Row 1

Rov3

Bone Artifacts

Totals: 73.64



Total Chi-Square -17.946

Degrees of freedom - ')

Critical Value at O,021eo;/"el of ~ignifi(ance- 9.8'37

Null H~Yr,othe;}is - REJECTED

,', Distt'ibution is NOT RANDOM

Mammalia!'! faunal Remains
ObnrY.4 Fnqu8Ct T.-.

CollJmn 1 COMM 2 Totals:

iotal Chi-Square - '36:324

Roy t

Row 2

Roy 3

Roy 4

Roy 5

ROWD

Totals:

5 1.56(£-5

7 LCMX-2

6 3.ca:-2

7 22.22

5 1423

7 .33

36.82

7.01

6.03

1923

7.32

73.82

Degrees of Freedom - ~I

Critical Value at O.021evel of significance - 13.388

loIu11 Hypothesis - REJECTED

,', Distdbution is NOT RANDOM

In summary then, Hl2's artifact assemblage is not randomly distdbuted. That is,

the obset'ved paHet'us of clustered distribution are unlikely to happened by '~h8tlce (ie,

coul,:j only have happened by chance 2 times out of 100).



The following (hart illustrates the lo(:ation within the house of the greatest

(:oncentt'ations of the iU·tifact groups:

TABLE 17: HOUSE 12 CONCENTRATION DISTRIBUTIONS

ARTIFACT GROUP CONCENTRATION WITHIN HOUSE

Rims - along 'band' (185 north co-ordinste line)

ie. Middle third of central corridor

- in North third of central corridor

- along walls ("'fIithin I-2m in- or outside

of house valls)

- along bench lines

- in North <k>orvay ( associated vith the

'special purpose' hearth)

Pipes - along 'Wlls (Vithin 1-2m in- or outside

ofhowe~s)

- along "'band' ( 185 north co-or<1inate line)

ie. Middle third of central corridor

- in the North third of the central corriror

- in North doorvay (associated vith the

'special PU1"pOSe' hearth)

Chipped Formal Tools- randomly distributed

Lithics Informal Too1s- along 'band' (185 north

co-ordinate line) ie. Middle

third of central corridor

- in a cluster at sq. 205-210

ie. in North end
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Debitage- randomly distributed (there is no

81'ea within the hou..~ vithout

Ghipped lithk debitage)

Gt'ound and - in North end, especially in a cluster

Rough Stone at sq. 205-215 (asso'~iated vith the 'special

purpose' hearth)

- along 'band' (l85 north co-ordinate line)

ie. Middle thit'd of the centt'al \."'.Ot·ridot·

Bone Artifa'.:ts Tools & Ornaments - along 'band' (185 north

co-ordinate line) ie. Middle

thir.j of central corri,,k"'t'

Debitage- randomly distribute" (there is no

area of the hoU;:.~vithout bone

debitage)

Mammalian - along 'band' (185 north co-ordinate line)

Faunal ie. Middle thir.j of central corridor

- along valls (vithin 1-2m in- or outside

of house walls)

- in North end (associated vith the 'special'

purpose'hearth?)

In general then. four are~ within the house yield concentrations of different

81·tifa<:t gt·oups. There include the area I have called the 'b811d' of 81·tifact

concentration along the 185 north co-ordinate line; along the valls of the house; and in

the North en,j of the house ~$sodated "With the 'spe·~ia1 purpose' hearth. In aj.jition to

these three are~, there is also "W'hat ar,pears to be a ground and rough stone

fJl811Ufacture area in the North end of the house. This is apparent through the



(:Ollc:entration of gxound and rough stone tools and debitage in this area. It is likely

that these a1'tifa-~t~ are assodate·j with the 'special PW'I,ose' hea1'th .. as I will discrns

le.te1' .

Certainly the richest ;Tie1ding area of the house is through the Mi·jdle third

section of the central corri·jor. This band. l',ing ~ it ·joes along the 185 north ';:0

O1'dinate line.. {:uts act'oss the longitudinal mi<klle of the longhowe. The hearth and

sun-auuding a~~ti'Vity8.1'ea of this middle section of the ho~~ is the most intensively

;IDd extensivel;; used area. I believe that this is the head of the house's hearth. As

Hayden (l977:~,) states:

If 1ire mate the reasonable assumption that tlle density
of small post holes.. pits, a11d fire reddened earth, 8!'e
positively (:orrelated to the intensit'fand size of meal
preparation.. it is possible to argue that these concentrated
features represent a residential locus of unusually
intense feasting activity whkh in turn one finds
asso.:,iated ,;·;th big or head men and ·:;hiefs tllroughout
the wodd.

This wou.1d explain wh'f this area was used so intensively. Given what I have

already mentioned about the use of the headman of the longhowe'~h8&'th.. it is likely

that this "Would have been the pivotal meeting and eating place.. 8.T....ay from the cold

·jrafts of winter at the ends of the house an1 S'lU"rOunding the family "'flith the highest

s:tatus~ within the house.

A gt'eat tlWD.ter of at'tifacts are located within I-2m of the house valls. It is

possi1>1e that some activities "'frere pet'formed tulder the benches, resulting in the debris

found by the ".....al1s. HO"frever, I do not t,elieve that much activity took place here

because of the relative laCK of features and pits - the central corridor vas the area

w'het'e most tas1,:;~ were performed. Rathe1'.. I believe tllat this distribution along the

~"811s refle'.::ts the &~tivityof nreeping debris under the ben'.::hes in order to teep the

central corri·jor relatively clean. Hay1en and Nelson (1981), using

ethno81'cha.eo1ogic8l data suggest that residential refuse tends to aC(;1.unulate mostly in

a1'eas ne81' the "....al1s of st1·UCtures. That some of these item~ 8!'e outside of the howe, is

pro"bably a ~~ase of post-depositional movement. Vhen houses fell into disrepait' and

·jisuse afJ..j eventual decay, it u prot,a1>1e that det·ris near house w"81ls e;-:r-erien·:;e·j the

greatest amount of f,ost-defJositional movement. These artifa-;:ts are. hO"W'ever. Pa1't of

the house St'tifact assemblage.



The duster of artifads in the north endidoof"YTay and ground stone ioti)rking

duste1' along north co-ordinate lines 205 and 210, at'e p1'otatly rosociated with the

'spedal puq>ose' heat'th. This 11e81"th is in squ8!"e 210-210 - 'isol8.te~j' in the sense t11at it

is an unusu8.11ocation within the house (so ne8r the ·10or".J.'ay), 8.011·1 is not assodate,:j

-rr1th tenc11es on either si;je. 'Ylithin the o:::entr8.1 corridor, heat"ths are (:omide1'e·j

'domestic:' becawe they at'e thought to 1>e wed by the t'Wu families that occupy the

betKhes on either side of the he&'th. This suggests tha.t this 'isolated' he81"th ha,j a

function other th;311 ordin8ry domestic 8.ctivities. Because of the at'1..mdan(,:e of artifacts

in this Mea, I suggest that this indicates that 's~~ed81' a(;tivities 1lere t8bng pla(~e t,y

this hearth. The con('enH'ation of ground stone items indiG-a.tes that

m811ufactut'elrepait' of ground stone 8!'tifa(~ts "ire;? being pet'fot"med het'e. Similat'l:.'.

the ;3.tundance of mammalian faunal items, ;:\S w-ell 8Z the high o(>:.urren·:.e of ceramic

rims an,j pipes in this area. indkates that at 1erot some feasting too}:: {)18.(:e here.

Cet'3IDic vessels that held the foods of the feast may have teen broken and hence the

eviden(~eof m8jlY !'im shet'ds in this area is suggestive of (~ooking 8n1 eeting. It is not

·:.le;3r i'rhy these activites 'fl'Oul·j have 't,een performed here, at a hearth th8.t ~eemingl·:r

did not 'belong' to anyone family. But it is dear that this hearth had a special

fWl(;tioti .. ·ji~tit)(:t ft'OOl. the domestic hearths of the central corridor1.

House 18:

Poisson ;~hal"ts for ea..:-:h artifact dass al'e found in Ap:pendix 4. As in BIZ.. in order

to ca1·;:u1ate chi-square values it vas ne,:-:essary to ·~omNne cells in or-1er that none w'ere

less than ~I. Therefore. the 'Ot,served frequency Tat,1es' for each of the at"tifacts belo'W'

are the !'e~u1t of the combination of the complete Poisson charts found in Appendix 4.

Again, in these ta.bles .. Column 1 rep1'esents the 'Gt'ouped Obset've~j Distribution

1 It i~ possitle that the fi1'e and the animal greroe were wed in the polishing of the
,;:eUs as Kapches (1979: 67) explains that:

Polishing Catl be achieved ty other techniques.. such as wing
organic materials to cre.ate a lustre (Ska·y1em in Pand.. 1930 and
Robet'ts.. 1975). By rutting the surface 'W'ith chaned tree ash
an,j a ,:.h8mois coated 'With animal grease a high polish was
(:reated. Roberts heated the celt dudng this procedure. This
process coats the surface an,j (,:o'Y-ers the irregularities.



frequendes' and Column 2 represents the 'Grouped Poisson (Random) Distribution

Frequencies'. In each case.. the Rese&'ch HYr,othesis is that the two variable.s are

dependent (ie. the distribution is not random); 6tl,j the Null Hypothetis is thet the t'lf.'O

V';~iat1es are not dependent (ie. the ·:jistri'tution is ranoom). The test statisti,~ (for chi

squares) is as follo'f.";;::

Vhet'e 0 is the obset"Y"'ed frequency and Eis the expected frequency.

ObstrYe4 frecaueDq T~bJ.

COMnn 1 Co'hrm 2 Totals:

100

Ro.... 1

Ro.... 2

6 .65

7 10.08

6 827

6.65

11.08

1427

Totils : 19 19.01 38.01

Total Chi-Square - 5.213

Degrees of Freedom - 2

Critical Value at O.021eve1 ofsignifkance -7.824

1{ul1 H)yothesis - NOT REJECTED

:. Distribution is RANDOM

Totils :

Roy 1

Roy 2

Toti1s:

13

6

19

10.65

8.3:5

18.99

23.~

14.~

31.99



Total Chi-Square - 0.617

Degrees of freedom - 1

Ct'iti<:al Value at 0.021eve1 of significance - 5.412

Null Hypothesis - NOT REJECTED

.'. Distribution is RANDOM

Chit-t·ed Lithics

Obnrv.4 Fn.,.ncv TU~
Cobm 1 Cobm2 Tobls:

101

Row 1

Rov2

Rov!

5 3.17

6 5.68

8 10.1S

9.17

11.68

Totlls : 19 19 38

Total Chi-Square - 0.672

Degrees of Freedom - 2

Critical Value at 0.02 level of significance -7.824

Null Hypothesis - NOT REJECTED

... Distrit,ution is RANDOM

Ground end Rough Stone

CobMl CobM2

Row 1

Row 2

Totals:

14

19

1123

7.n

19

25:23

12.n

38



Total Chi-Squ31'e - 0.904

Degree~ of freedom - 1

Critkal Value at 0.021evel of significance - 5.412

Null Hy'pothesis - NOT REJICTED

... Distritution is RANDOM

Bone Artifa.cts

ObnrYH Fnqu.ncv TM1t

Co\.lm 1 CotUI'M 2 Totals:

102

Roy 1

Roy 2

Touls:

10

,
19

9.09

'.78

18.87

19.09

18.78

37S7

Total Ch1-Square - 0.075

Degrees of freedom - 1

Critical Value at 0.02 level of significance - 5.412

Null Hypothesis - NOT REJECTED

: . Distrit,ution is RANDOM

Mammalian F8.unal Remains

Cobnn t CoUM 2 Toia1s:

Roy I

Roy 2

10

,
19

3.33

1~.67

19

13.34

24.67

Total Chi-S·~ua.re - ~o.l34

Degrees of freedom - 1

C1'itii~al Value at O.02leve1 of significance - 5.412



Null Hypothesis - NOT REJECTED

:. Distt"ibution is RANDOM (but close to being clustered)

In summary then. H3S's artifact assemblage is randomly distributed. That is. the

observed pattet'n of clustered distribution. could have happened by chance more often

theon 2 out of 100 times.

It should be noted that the statistically tested random distribution of most of H)8's

artifact collection mayt-.e due to the very small size of that collection. I believe that the

visual aid of the distribution maps is useful at this point to examine the distribution

pattet't1s that do exist.

The following chart illustrates the lo-~ation within the house of the greatest

(:oncentration of the at'tifact gt·oups:

TABU 18: HOUSE 38 CONCENTRATION DISTRIBUTIONS

ARTIFACT GROUP CONCENTRATION VITHIN HOUSE

- in the North half of the central corridor

Rims - along valls (vithin l-2m in- or outside

of howe valls)

- North and South halves of howe yield

ran&Jm distributions

Pipes - along 'Walls (within i-2m in- or outside

of house 'Y8118), especially in the South

half of the house
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Chipped - in South half of house

Lithic~

GrolUld and - along valls ('ftithin I-2m in- 0:1' out;}ide

Rough Stone of house ~~a11£:J.. especial1y in the South

end/door

Bone Artifacts - in North half of house

Mammalian - in North half of house

faunal

There is a ,:oncentration of artifacts along the valls of the hou.~, vhich includes

those items located vithin l-2m inside or outside of the house valls. As vell there is a

',::oncentration of specifk artifact types in the North half of the house, including bone

artifacts an·j mammalian faunal remains. Chipped lithics, in ·~ontrast, cluster in the

South half of the house. Perhaps these concentrations represent the beginnings of

w'Drk a!"eas.

In H"38 there i\1"e tVD loci for activity in the central corridor - tYO clusters of

pons. pits. and sveattaths. The north activity area is not as densely use<t as the south

one - there are fe~"er pits and posts and there is only one sveatbath, vhich does not

appear to have been fe-used to the extent of thore in the south a<;tivity area of the

central (~orridor. I voul,j have expected that all of the clusters of artifact groups YOuld

t,e '3Sso(:iated "f.-ith the ;}outhern activity area ~ it is more intensively re-used. This is

not the '~ase. how"ever. as the majority of tone artifacts and faunal material are from

the not"thet'n activity 8.1"ea. Howevet'.~·hen the north and south hal~ visually are

compared using the distribution maps, the overall distribution pattern of the artifacts

in this hOl1Je is random.
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It must t,e kept in mind that the artifact assemt-lage from H38 is far smaller than

that of H12.. 311d that this.. at least partially ct(:counts for the lack of any apparent

d ustet'ing.

COMPARISON Of HOUSES' DISTRIBUTION F'ATTERNS

In t;oth howes m311Y 81'tif8<:ts are located at the house IN'811s (including those

Hems "ilithin I-2m inside or out~ide of the hDl~e valls). This may be eV'HetKe of

s\it'eeping and that those items that were founJ outsi,1e the 'W-a1Is 'W'ere sw'ept and then

subjected to post-der/ositional movement. H3S's (.-entral corridor. hO'lN"ever. vas far

de8net' than that of H12.. and more artifacts along the valls indi<:ate eyiden<:.-e of

s"'Iteeping <1eb:1'is to~'"tU'ds the house valls in H38. I believe that this illt~trates that H38

'Wo.s younger than. H12 - H12 VBS occupied for a greater length of time and more

artifa(:ts "'Itere trampled into the Ihing floor than vere in H38.

The distribution pattet'n of North end producti·.,ity and the stone vorking cluster

in squares 205-210 end 205-215 in Hl2 are unique and can be interpreted as a

manufacture an·j repair are-a around the isolated hearth in the north end of the house.

This kind of work area does not occur in H38. suggesting that in H12, activities vere

performed that did not take pla<:e in H38. Hove·.,~r. this may again be due to a

difference in the length of time both howes vere occupied - had H'38 t>een occupied as

long as H12. it too may have exhibited sf/ecial -voa areas. Although the data from H18

are not (:onc1usive. there is a suggestion that the concentration of bone artifacts and

mammali311 faunal remains in the north half. and the clustering of chipped lithics in

the south half may be the early beginnings of special ~rk areas.

The 't·&n<l' of high yields along the l8j north {'.(I-ordinate line in H12 i~ the rerult

uf the actiYity around the he-a.-j of the house's hearth. This accounts for the intensity of

both at'tifacts and featw'es in this area vhere people often gathered. The hearth in the

't>and' is yer·f large OJm x 1m), suggesting a long period of use and re-use. There are

more than 10 small pits near the hearth alone, either under- or overlying it. further,

there is one s'lileatbath within this high dentity area. Surprisingly. it is not as

intensively used an<:J re-usW as some of the other slN-eatbaths in the Ionghouse. I
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n1ggest that this is be(:ause the focus of this 8.(:ti'yity at'ea 'With its Yery high artifact

yield.. w'as cenlel'ed on the acti'Yity at the hearth.

Ho~! does this compat'e to the distt'ibutiotl pattern of H38'~ In this house the

-:::entr31 he3rth - the head of the house's hearth - is betY:teen the t~;."o dusters of a-:::tivity

at'eElS. In fa(:t none of the three hearths in this house are within these activityarea.

dusters. This seems to imp1y that the intensity of activities at the hearth 1i"8S not gl'eat

- peo!"le did not gather 8.!'OW1,j the hearth to any great extent. Rather, activities too~:

p18.ce bet,\,\·-een hearths - if s~ree.tb.'3.ths~-ere only built for use on particular occassions,

then this area v:rould t;e free for other acthites most of the time. In ,,::otlsidering the

8.1'ti[act assemblage.. onl')" one 8.1'tif3(:t vas found within 1m of 3 hearth. Again.. this

seems to illust1'8.te a li1!~~: of fo~;U'> 8.!'Olill,j the hearth areelS. The central hearth of H12

apPBrentl"? 'W"c-!$ more intensive1'{ used in fe;~t an1j other a-:.:tivities. This function may

be related to the status of the house leader.

In ,~omp8.1'ing the distl'ibution patterns of H12 atld H38. it should be kept in mind

that t.he 8.1'ti1'a'.::t assemblage in H38 is far smaller than that found in H12. This may

3.o:xoum for the lclf.::1<: of any apparent artifO(,;t clustering in H38. Hov:rever, t.he

distribution patterns of li12 do strongly suggest that special activities vere taking

p1a(:e.

ARTIfACT ASSIlYmLAGES or H12 AND H38:

I have just stated that there is a1a.rge difference in the artifoct assemblage sizes

of the tTro houses. This may be the cause of the random distribution pattern exhibited

in H38. It may also be the re.ason for the lesser '.,rariability of artifact types and

mammaliatl species vithin the H38 artifact collection. Before aMressing the 8.!'tifact

assemblages of the houses, it is nece~"'arfto inYestigate f\l.t'ther this question of semple

size versus the samples' internal variaNlity.

House 12 'yields a distinctively larger sample Tlith a greater tltun.t,er of t1'Pes of

8.!'tifacts. further, some of the t?:l'Pes that are wlique to the H1Z sample &'e somevhat

rare (eg. a humatl effigy pipe, a human stull gorget or a decorated arm 1>end). It is

nec:ess3ry to .jetermine Trhether the dif'feren·~e in the ot,serve·j variability of the

samt;les is merely a function of the difference in sam~·le sizes.
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In order to test for this, I cal'2-u1ated 'Z Scores' (Table 19) for ea·:;h of the artifact

groups (t'ims.. pipes.. chipped lithics.. etc.). This kind of analy'sis .... addres-..>e-":: the

question of the li1c:elihood that an observed diffet'en/~e I~ould have ariSetl by (:htl11ce.

The "z" test i~ the simplest example of a statistical test and examines the .jii'feren·~e

tietvreen a sample and a population, when the variable is a measured quantity"(}lorman

and Streiner..1986:27). FOt' this pW'po:se, I called the larger H12 a.~emblage the

'population', and the smallet' Hj8 assemblage the ·sample'. This ~11 test vhether the

smaller H')8 sample 'f";th its lower le,"'el of variability, i~ merely a 'subset' of the Hl2

sample.

My t'esults showed that in some artifact groups the lack of intet'nal variability of

types in H"j8 is simply due to the ;IDlall ~ple size. These groups indude Pipes, Chipped

Lithics.. and Bone Artifacts. HOvre-ver, rome groups tested sho"'fre·j t.11at the internal

homogeneity of tYIi8S in the H38 assemblage is not <iue to the small sample size. These

gt'o\.l{"S include Rims.. Ground and Rough Stone and Mammalian faunal Remains. In

these ~~8$es it must be 6Ssumed that the lack of internal Y'8riability of types is the result

of some or.her 1'8..2-tor.

TABLE 19: Z SCORES

z=!..:.JL. 'Where x = the number of types in H38, and u = the mean number of

S.E of types in HI2 vhen the sample size is equal to that of the

H"38 sample.

Ho = the mean of the H"3l3 sample is equal to the mean of the H12 population

ie. that the t'flO collections are from the same assemblage

~R IT" I '~'I' rLAC":: X U S.E Z P NULL HYPOTHES IS.. ,j,,L AL 1 _. ..'...'

Rims 14 20.1 0.2 "305 ( a.OllOl REJECTED
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Pir..es 6.0 " .., 0.5 1.6 0.0)5 NOT REJECTED.J.L.

ChiH:·e.o Lithics 6.0 6.0 02 0.0 0.0 NOT REJECTED

Groun.j/Rough 2.0 ~1.6 OJ 10.6 <0.0001 REJECTED

Stone

Bone Artifa<:t~ 5.0 5.4 0.5 0.8 0.206 NOT REJECTED

JAammalian rauna: 7.0 3.8 0:3 10.7 <0.0001 REJECTED

Assemt-lage

N.B. if the probability (P) ~ 0.05, then the Hull Hypothesis cannot be rejected.

The following chapter will conclude by discussing the explanation8 for the

differences observed in the artifact variability, as 1reU as the assemblage size and the

settlement data
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CHAPTER 5: CONCLUSIONS

So(:ial diffet'entiation on Iroquoian sites has traditionallyo teen determined

tllt'ough the -ar~~he.eolog:kal analysis of house settlement data. In these sttwies..

c:hara-::teristi·::s S'lK:h as longest house and greatest density of ","a11 posts, internal house

pits, and post moulds, have tJeen used to interpret spedfic houses as chiefs' houses.

By coml>leting an artifact analysis, I have attempted to evaluate the traditional

assumption th8.t a chief's house can be determined tht'ough settlement pattet'n e.nal~"'is

alone.

In comparing Hot~es 12 and 38 from the Draper site, I found consideraNe

diffet'en(:es in the settlement patterns, the a1'tifact s;""dD.ple sizes.. and the internal

v\:U'iablity vithin the artifact samples. In my analy~is, I have suggested that stJf~h

<:lifferen(:es may be explained tJ¥ various hypotheses. These alternative explanations

include: 1) a difference in the ho~"'e function; 2) a differelKe in the amount of status

held ty the headman of each house; and 3) a difference in the length of occupation of

each house an~j the number of occupants at anyone time. (\OSllf) '\ ¥,"'\\ ~ \-\ ::: -,\ -fl! "?- < , r

Zscores have indicated that the 1ifference in the internal variatilit9f "ithin the

Pipe, Chipped Lithic, and Bone Artifact &'"Semtlages is the result of the difference

between the t"W'O sample sizes. The Z scores also indicated that the ~ifference in the

variability vithin the Rim, Ground and Rough Stone.. and Me..mmalian Faunal

assemblages is not the result of the difference between the tv!) sample sizes. It must t)e

assumed that some factor, other than duration, is the cause for these .jissimilarities.

The settlement data provide independent e',idence that in~icates that H"38 vas

o<x:upied for 8 sho1'tet" time than H12. H38 is in 8 later village segment than H12 and

hen·::e is a younger hous.e. By using the number of house pits as an intensity measure

of the size a.'l~ duration of hou;:.~ occu!,J3.tion, H12 with 101 pits compared "With H"38 with

17 pits.. a l"atio of 6:1 is achieve~. This t'atio can then be used ~ a taseline for

eYaluating other measures. Tht~, H12 has profJOrtionate1y fe~ter hearths, S"li"e8tt>e.ths

(sn.;j thus more space lJer family), and pipes than HJ1l but more rims, ground an.j

!"ough stone an1 mammalian faunal items. Based on house size a.<'}.j heilrth counts, H12

h~ twice as many' families living in it as H"38 - a ratio of 2:1. 'With an intensity ratio of
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6:L that sug:gest~ that H12 ~r.~ o·:xupie,j 4 times as long ;3S H"3S. This repr~ents a

significant differenc:e in duration. This seems unlikely.

In dete:rmining the se{p.Jen(~e of the village expansions, finleyson (1985)

eX;3mine<l three sets of ,jata. The relation~hip of the segments to e;3.Gh other ~,oz

analyzed by determining y;rhether !>i..'\lisade posts ~rere obscured w'hen they (:rossed

houses. Thus.. he detei'mined w'hen palisades "W'et'e taken dowu to allow' fot' the bw1ding

of additionel houses. B8~~j on the assumption that greater densities of ,,-rell.. s"Vt'.atbath..

;jL.j imerior post mou1,j;:~ 8;:: r:rell as interior pit~ resulted from longer o-~,~upation, he

predi(;ted the sequence of segment expansions. finlayson corre1ate.1 this with the

de(;t'e~ing space devoted to housing and the e-~timated area pet' person w-ithin the

vi118.ge 8$ the numbet' of vi11:3.g:e segments gre~l. Based on these analyses.. he pre<ji,~ted

th3J Segmem A (Hl2) r:1~~ the core ';:illage i3rl,j that Segment D (H"j8) was T.he ;:..e'~ond

expansion. in a total of five eXf;ansions of the main village. Therefore, H38, though

yDunget' tlEl.t1 H12.. L~ still a t'elatively eat'ly house. It is not 1ikel~y to be foUt' times

YlJunget'. Therefot'e.. the difference in duration '~ou1d not cause all the diffe:retEe'S

Cit,served in the settlement ,jata.. 81semtlage size and artifa'~t variability.

In the l)re~/ious chapter, I have dis·~usse.j the different distribution patterns of

the two houses. The concentt'ation of at'tifacts around the special purpose hearth in

the not·th end of H12 indi'~ates sped81 activities. These are the manufacturing and

repair of ground a.11·j rough stone, and fe~ting ~ in,1i'~ated bV the at,l.Jn,jance of

mammalian faunal items as ":N'ell as the concentration of rim sherds. The concentration

of at'tifacts associated with the central hearth of Hl2 also suggests intensive activity,

vith spe(,:ii'J emphes1s on feasting. By summarizing the ertiftK,:t assemblages of the t~

houses in terms of the activities and oyerall function of the houses and the status of the

house leaders. there is strong e'yidence to suggest that H12 is a chief's house.

Rims:

Is it pm:sit·le to dizting1..lish domestic from ,~eremonia1 ceramic 'W"8fes? Thh~ may

help to interpret house functions- for example, !,ut,lic activity stKh as ceremonial

fe~ting. To this end.. I analy2ed the estimated size of pots based on the estimated ot'ifice

di;:lmeter, and the extent and variety of motifs.

H38 yieUed primarily pots that are small and small to medium size·j (77.S,. of the

assemNage). H12 has. hO'i'e'ver, comparaNy more small to medium and medium. to large

sized pots(75.7'1. of the ~~emb1age). This suggests that more feasting activities took
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The 11umber of families in each
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house also may be a significant factor 1'01' the disc1'e:pat1cies in the average pot sizes.

,}lith !'eg81'd to the extent and V'at'ietyof motifs, H12 has, "flithout doubt, i\ far

greater numt,er of ·:jit'lerent tin·js of motifs on the (~ol1ar.. necK lip an·j interior of the

dm sherds. fw'ther, H12 rims have a gre-.ater freq:uenG)~ of more complex designs an1

mot'e rims 'r,y'ith gt'eater extent of 1ecoration( ie. there 81'e more t'ims that have a

comt>inatiotl of colla:c t1ed:~ interior, lip, an1 secondary motifs}. Does this suggest that

these potters ha<l a 'Wi·jer variety of SO·~i81 influences as reflected in the differences 811d

elabot'ateness of ,;:;erami.;:: motifs? E~liden·:-e of wider :r~in and tra,jing alliances. might be

expected within a chief's house. Simi181'lT. more elabot'ate decoration may ret1ect the

high status of the (~hief8.n,j his f8.fllily.

Pipes often haye been used as indi(~tors of male a(~tivity and status. There is a

greater v3l'iew of pipes in the H12 colle.:.tion, but my Z tests show this is merely a

fUll(·:tion of the differing s8.mple sizes of the t"W'O houses.

The special or 1'81'et' type.s of piI-es found in H12 may sugg~"'t that a person of

higher status lived here, but may be merely the result of the m,-.,~h larger sample of

pir/es from Hl2.. prot,aNy bec8.U;:~of a longer o-:cur..ation. I ""u'Oul<l suggest that the pipe

colle.;:;tion does not tell us much at·out the activities or special function of the houses.

Chipped Lithics:

There is e"'Iidence that there vtaS a shortage of good ra1'1 resources available for

matlufa·~tut'1ngchipped lithics (Poulton, 1965). Because good chert ..-cIS pt'otat1~y a

valua1>1e t'esour,~e, means vet'e employed to conser-';le and possibly to control ac(~ess to

this resour·~e.

H12 has 8.ran·jomdistribution of chipped lithk:s, 1'rith the greatest (:on;~entration

along the north (;0-01'dinate 185 line, and a high density th1'ough the centt'a1 cort'idor.

This is probably t>e(~aure chet't -jebris, smaller end heavier th811 other artifacts, may

not t,e move·j 8$ easilyt,vr8ndom s\ireeping. Within this hot~e there is a great deal of

evidelKe of conservation of chipped lithic artifacts. Many artifa(~ts have evidence of

secondary uses and re-use; and four of the five (;01'eS shov evi1ence of bipolar



technique in tf1apping. The e-o;lidence of eonsen;o-ation in Hl2 sugge;,\:ts that the

o(:(:upants did not have dit'ect control over the supply of this resow'ce and hence did

not g:8.in any sped8.1 st8.t1.~ from e. monopoly of this reSOU.1'ce.

In HJ3 the ffi8.jorit;T of (hippe,j !ithies are lo(~ated in the south half of the house,

assodate·j "1l1th the richer of the t'W'D acthity areas in the central corridor. This

suggests the impoi't81Ke of this industt'y in tet'IDS of the acti'Yities of the house.. and the

iact of eviden(~eof ~~onser-O;i"ationsuggests that these O{~I~u:p8nts had an adequate supply

or ellert.

Ground and Rough Stone:

Generally, groun·j anJ rough stone is asslxiated "f/ith domestic a.cti 9fit 9f, exc.ept for

the possibiEty of celt;,\: 8S s1",ecial Yalued trade items ( Kar,che-s. 1979 and Latta l"e!'S.

(:Offim. in Hayden, 19(7). I believe that the manufacture and po~"itle traJe of celts from

H12 !'efle(~ts 8. high soda! status of the headman vho u1timatel'y controlled this kind of

tra-::le. H"38's (ol1e(~tion of ground and rough stone is substantially smaller and has

signific8.A<'ltly les$ internal variability. The l~ontrast in the tvo collections helps to

furthet' t'einf'ot'ce the significiu1(:e of the c1ustet'ing - the manufacture 8!'ea - found in

H12.
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Bone Artifa(;ts:

Status is uS1J,...'\lly ~sociate"j 'Trith t,one artifact jewellery. Bl2 has a large number

of decot'ative bone artifacts - predominant1:.,. beads, but also modified deer phalanges, a

deco!'8.ted arm band and a human sku1l gorget. All of there Yere possibl9f 8SSO'.::iated

with spe,::ia1.~~~nt~and '?fith a perron of high status. I ~"O\.l.1d suggest that the tone

artifact colle·~tion from Hl2 might tl8 indicative of Sf,edal ceremonial dressing and,

fUt'thet', might t,e associated vith a perron of high statw "ho wu1d have worn special

8.p1"81'e1 in a feasting situation.
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This 81"tif;3.o:~t group is useful in detet"mining "'frhethe:r special feasting a-:~tivit:.r "'fl'as

a:so·:::i.3.te-:j with one of the houses. The spe-:::;ies ~ w-ell cc the part of t·od~:r foun·j may

mO:Jkate that ahou;;~ ha-:j a sr,edal function. House 12 has a 24.6'1,) freqlJency of stull

ft";~:mentsin its mammalian bone assemblage. Even ,.,;thout calculating the Minimum

Number of In-jiyidU81~in the faunal ~~emt>1age.. I ,-/Ou1<1 $1Jgg~t that thi~ propot"hon i~

fairly high. This might t,e asso(:iated "flith rituals an·j ceremonies.. hide-tanning (

practices that mate use of the animals' brains, or simply may t·e a N~ in the

identification pro<:ess.. as these items are easier to identify, fi1'st as c1'ania1. and second

to a p81"tkuleor ~pedes. HO"i'ever .. ethnohistork~ date. :::ugge~t that during fe8.Sts

"Strangers.. 31l.j those 1;rho h~.'j -:~ome from other Villages, were given the test portions

of T:lhat w~as available, w'hile the heads of animals vere reser'ved for the highest

nU1king headmen"(irigger.1976:SS). I believe that this indicates that H12 was

lnha.bited by a person of high status. The human skuil fragment and leg are abo

in.ji(;~tiveof some ;::pe-:::ia1 event. Of interest is the presence of "lIfhite-t8ile·:j ·:jeer, Na·:.t

bear, and dog in t.he north end of the hOllie asso(iate-j with the 's:pecial purpose

hearth. These species also are !;1"edominantly found along the cent1'al <:orrido1"

(e-s!'ed811y 810ng the 185 north Go-D!'dinate line). Dog is the most frequent spedes in

fea.tures. Bear an·j .jog are known to have had a special pl~::e in rituals and ceremonies.

The Z scores of Mammalian Faunal Remains indicate that B12 has significantly

more Jiffe1"ent species -;;ithin its larger collection. 'WYith the evidence of p~"'ible ritual

fe8Sting refle(ted in the ma!:eup of the assemblage, it seems rea...~nab1e that H12 ha·j a

spe·:::i031 fun·:::t1on as;;oci3.ted with spe.:.ial feasting acti~lities. Hovever, there may also be

;~nother eX1J1anation. H]8 does have occurrences of skull fragments and does have

evidence of those species thought to be asso(:iated with ritual feasting. Perhaps then..

the differences 1>et7leen the t"'lllD houses lies in the 1'a-:::t that H"38 had not been occuf,ied

for ;31 long '3. time as HIZ - perhaps given a longer occlJf·ation period and a larger

numt·er of O(:(:upants. InS's faunal assemt,lage would have closely resembled that of

H12.

The abun·:jance and variaNlity otseroo;;ed in the Hl2 artifact ·:ollection, a,} "'llrell as

the cOf!o:::entr3.t1ons associated "With the spedal purpose hearth and the central hearth.

indicate that spe(:ial activities wet'e taking place in this house, that this house ha<.1 a



~pe·-.::i81 fundion. I t,eie--;,re that this sf,edal function refle.:::ts the high status of the

house leaJer. The assemblage variation anJ at'tif&<:t Jistdbutiotl analyses proviJe

independent eviden(~ that H12 is 8. (~hief's house.

The chief of a --;li1lage woul1 hold a position of high status. Status among the

Iroquois is. in good part a matter of the strength of one's sur'f,ort netwrt. It follow'S.

then.. that a chief vould have a l81'get' household size, since his status is in P81't a

fun(~tion of the size of his tin/ support group. A lat'ger household population vould

8.{>:~ount for a larger artifa.-;:t 8;i:semNage. That is, the house 1Jiith more people "If;.-crul·j

yield evidence of more intensive occupation. The chief's house ~'Ould ne·:essarily be

longer in ot'det' to accomodate the gt'eatet' household population. FUfther, if part of the

role of the (~hief "lJi'8$ to hold feasts and festivities for the (':ommunity, then a

GOmp3Iati--;.rely higtler ·jensity of internal features an,j pons should be eXfJ8·-.::ted.

This model intt'o·jUi~es some interesting insights into the issue of Iro-1uoian status

diffet'enHation. Iroquoian houses do not come in only two custom-ordered :rizes of lat'ge

and smell.. but rather portt'a.ya. flde range of house lengths. In general, the length of

the houses '7rithin a 9 Yillage, t·oth before an-1 after house expansions.. can no,t t,e vie"Tred

in terms of gradations of status as a fUnction of e-~timated household population sizes

(figure 41). For this study. the implications are that H12 vas the hou..~ of someone with

"',ret'.., high status enod H"38 vas not.

The occupants of H12 built their home in the initial f,hase of the vi11age's lifetime.

They may have intentionallyallowW room for house expansi01,ls. such that in tvo or

tht'ee generations (the life of the village) their household - ie. kin/suppot't group

would be larger and require more space vithin the house. This assumes that this cot'e

grouf' T/ou.ld initially liye in "i"hat 'li'Ou1d finally t,e the longitudinal mi·j.:j1e of the house

corri·jor. and that as the group grev larger, vould eXI:·and spatially to either en"j of the

house, and when requit'ed, would physica1l~., exp811d the house to accomodate the "ne'fl"

people". Similarly, if a group entered an established village, they vould not build theit'

house -:;;;,ith the expe'-'::tation of expansion, since they would not ha9?e time to increase

their household population enough to ~ta1Tant expansion.

It seems reasonatle to suggest that a chief and his kin/support gt'oup vet'e among

the initial core group of the village. fU1'ther, because of, and as 8. result of, his high

St8.tuS, the chief had the longest house in order to a!~comodate his followrs. In the

Huron society, chieftainship is a partially inherited status r,osition - from maternal

ut1{;le to nephew'. It follo~ logically because of the rules of inheritance.. and the
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necessity of hBving: a very long: 11ou;::e to shelter the (:hief"s kin /support grouI\ that the

intii:ti 'chiefs' h01..1Se would alw';:;'Ys remain the 'chief's' howe, tht'oughout the life of the

vil1age. This ,;toul(j SlJggest that the existing underst8.tlding of the

IDatrilineallmatrilo·:::al so·:::iety of the Huron peoples is not entirel·;t ,:::orre·:::t. Perhaps

SUd1 rules did not apply to 'chie11y' families - ie. in S1..Kh ;':8.$8:' a chief wTluld not leave

his ni:tta1longhowe but t'3.thet' his .,..,1.fe w'IJu1d leave hers. Trigger (1978:)3) observes

that .....Though it is no~;thet'e stated that Iroquoiat1 '~hiefs pr8.(~tked aV1..ln'.:u10'~a1

residen·:::e, it !ll8.Y be th8.t men belonging to lineages from whi,:::h dan segment chiefs

V"lere selected (:ontinue·j to live in their lineage's longhol1Se after ID;3l'riage. ;;0 that

they might be among the people theY" t·ept·e:rented. To accomplish this some w'omen

lirouid have had to leave theit' nat81 d"Wei1ing in order to merry Slv~h men".

At'(:haeologists have med the concept of a '.;::hief's· howe as a demonstrable

reality. It h8~ been an assumption that '~ertain dlcu'i\(:te:ristks of the settle:memt

patterns are enough to determine a chief's house. I t-e1ieve that the a,:.;:.emNage

Y81'iation arld artifa(~t distribution ana1·~es prOVide inde.Jendent eYiden·~e that suggests

that BiZ is a chief's howe. I feel that these analyses are es-3ential in evaluating the

diffet'ences and the (~8.USes for the differetKes 1>etveen houses. ~lithout these 8!la1yses,

duration of o{~cupation alone ·:::oul·j explain the <JiIleren(:es observed in the ;:.ettlement

data. Despite the differen(:e in occur,ation duration. I t,e1ie·'1"e that there ana1",st>".$ ha·Y"e

pt"ov-en that B12 of the Drar,er site w"8S the house of a chief.
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Ca.talogue of SpeciJic At ifa.::t Types 81'1-1 their Pro'zenien.ces

Rim Sherds

1. House 12

Specifk Artifact Type P:roYl"enien'~e Unit Numt-er of

Items

Plain 165-230 ~.8 1

170-2"30 ssJ 1

175-220 ~.12

180-225 ss.22 1

185-215 ss.8 1

185-220 ss.2 1

19:,-21~1 ss.9 1

19S-~?(l ~s.13 1

200-215 ss.1 1

200-215 P.M.10 1

205-210 ss.1 1

Plain vith Neck I

SecondarYf Motif 170-220 ss.14 2

185-220 ss.14 1

185-225 ss.5 1

185-225 ss.10 1

190-220 ss.14 1

200-210 ssJ 1

200-210 ss.8 1

200-210 ss.19 1

200-220 ss.11 1

205-215 ss.5 1

Simple general house provenience "to
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165-220 ~~20 1

165-225 ss.16 1

165-2"30 ss.21 1

170-220 ~.9 1

170-220 ss.13 1

170-220 ss.20 1

170-225 ss.1 1

170-230 ss.2 1

170-230 :-sJ 1

170-230 ss.12 1

175-220 ss.5 2

17~1-22O 55.9 1

175-220 ~.}.10 1

175-220 ss.12 1

175-225 ss.2 1

175-225 ~$.16 1

180-215 ss.10 1

180-215 S$.2J 2

180-215 ss24 1

180-220 ss.11 1

180-220 SS23 1

180-225 S$.4 1

185-215 ss.4 2

185-215 ss.7 1

185-215 ss.8 2

185-220 ss.2 1

185-220 ss.7 1

185-220 ss.8 2

185-220 ss.14 1

185-220 ss20 1

185-225 ss.1 2

1l1~,-225 ss2 1

185-225 ss.3 1

185-225 ss.4 1

1·-, '(
.:. I



18~1-225 ss.5 1

185-225 sS.9 ?
.J

185-225 ss.10 1

185-22) ss.H .~

~

185-225 ss.21 1

190-215 ss.2 1

190-215 ss.14 2

190-22(1 P.M.2'3 3
195-210 ss.18

195-210 ss.19 2

195-210 ss.20 1

195-210 ss24 1

195-215 ss2 1

195-215 ss.19 1

195-215 ss22 1

195-215 ss.2"3 2

195-215 ;}~2~, 2

195-220 ss.'3 1
195-220 ss.4 1

195-220 ss.7 1

195-220 ss.11 4

195-220 ss.17 1

200-210 ss24 1

200-215 ss.1 1

200-215 ss.2 1

200-215 ss.25 2

200-215 PJA.7 1

200-220 ss.1 1

200-220 ss.6 1

205-205 ss.2S 1

205-21088.1 1

205-210 ss.17 1

205-210 ss24

205-215 ss.1
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205-21 ~, ~s':' <
1

210-205 ss.1 1

210-205 ss.17 1

210-2~, ss.19 1

210-205 ss.24 1

210-210 ss.1 1

210-210 ss.21 1

210-210 ss.2"3 1

215-205 ss.4 1

215-205 P.M.5 1

215-215 ss.1 1

Simple O~ler Simple/Hor i

Opp/Cross/Hatch 160-230 ss.22 1

165-2"30 ss.1 1

170-220 ss.1 J 1

175-220 55.10 1

180-215 ss.19 1

180-220 ss.8 1

180-220 ss.16 2

180-220 ss.16 1

180-220 ss20 1

180-220 ss22 1

180-220 ss.2"3 1

180-220 F.14 1

185-21588.1 1

185-215 s8.9 1

185-215 ss.12 1

185-220 ss.l 1

185-220 ss.9 2

185-2"20 ss.14 1

185-220 ss.19 1

185-225 ss.l 2
185-225 ss.5 1
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185-~"5 ss.6 ~

.J

185-225 ss.10 1

185-225 ss.13 1

185-225 ss.1j 1

185-225 ss.16 1

190-215 ss.15 1

190-215 ss.16 1

190-220 ss.j 1

190-220 ss.6 2

190-220 ss.10 2

190-220 ss.19 1

195-210 ss.18 1

19-;.r210 ss23 1

195-220 ssJ 1

195-220 ss.11 1

19j-220 ss.1 '3 1

195-220 ss23 1

195-220 I2 1

200-210ss2 1

2m-210ss.8 1

2llJ-215 ss.12 1

200-215 ss20 1

2llJ-220 ss.1 1

2llJ-22O ss.11 2

205-210 =.10 1

205-215 ss.9 1

205-215 ss.14 1

205-215 ss.17 1

205-215 ss21 1

21G-205 ss.1 1

210-205 $320 1

210-210 ss.17 1

21G-210 =.22 1

21G-215 =20 1
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21;,-205 ss.4 1

215-205 P .M.7 1

Simple over Imerrur·te·j/

Complex 180-220 ss.20 1

195-220 £.1 1

195-220 £.2 2

200-220 ss.11 1

20S-21~t ss.5 1

Simple vith Lipl

Secondary Motif 160-2)0 ss230 1

165-225 ss.16 1

170-2)0 ss.17 1

170-2)0 ss.18 1

175-220 £.6 1

175-225 £.5 1

180-215 ss24 1

180-220 ss21 1

180-220 ss.22 1

180-220 ss2J 1

180-u."5 ss.1 1

185-220 ss.6 1

185-220 £.16 1

185-225 ss.17 1

19"'.r210 ss2J 2

195-215 ss.3 1

195-215 ss.16 1

195-220 ss.6

195-220 £.2 1

200-210 ss.4 1
I

200-210 ss.12 1

200-215 ss20 1

200-220 ss.2 1
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200-220 ;>s.16 1

205-210 sS.4 1

205-210 ss.12 1

2OS-21~1 ss.1 1

210-205 $$20 1

Simple over Simp1e/Hor I

OpplCross/Hatch Vith

Interior flip iSeconl.1ary

Motif 165-220 ss.25 1

165-225 ss.5 1

170-220 sS.4 1

170-220 ss.18 1

175-220 ss.12 1

180-220 ss.16 2

180-220 ss.21 1

180-220 ss24 1

180-225 ss.4 1

100-225 ss.22 1

185-215 ss.8 1

185-220 ss.1 1

185-220 ss.'3 1

185-220 ss.8 1

185-220 ss.22 4

185-225 ss2 1

185-225 ss.4 1

185-225 ss.5 1

185-225 sS.9 1
190-215 ;>s.10 1
190-220 ss.4 1

195-21588.9 1

195-215 ss.15 "3
195-215 FJ

195-215 F.12
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195-220 ssJ

195-220 ss.11 '3
195-220 s8.17 1

19~1-22O F.2 1

200-210 ss.1 1

200-210 ss.8 1

200-21588.9 1

200-215 F.2 2

200-220 ss.1 ....
t.

200-220 sS.6 1

200-220 F.1 1

205-210 ss.1 1

205-210 ss.6 1

205-210 sS.7 1

205-21588.7 1

205-215 ss.21 1

210-210 sS.6 1

210-210 ss.10 1

210-210 ss.17 1

210-21088.18 ..,
~

210-210 ss.22

210-210 ss.25

210-215 ss2

21~"'~1 P.M.5

Opposed 180-215 ss.14 1

180-215 ss.24 1

1~1-225 ss.10 ..,
"

185-225 ss.1 ~I 1

190-220 ss.9 1

190-220 ss.14 1

195-215 F.9 1

205-210 ss.16 1
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Opposed over SimpleI

Opr/HOf' 170-225 ss.1 1

170-225 sS.9 1

180-215 ss.17 1
185-220 ss.1 1

185-220 ss25 1

1~-225 ss.14 1

185-225 ss.19 .,
.:.

185-225 ss.20 1

195-210 ss.13 1

195-215 ss.15 1

195-220 ss.B 1

195-220 ss.11 1

195-220£2 1

200-220 ss.1 2

200-220 ss.6 1

200-220 £.1 1

205-205 ss.25 1

2Or210 ss.10 1

205-215 ss21 1

210-205 ss.20 1

210-205 ss. 24 1

215-215 ss.1 1

Opposed vith Lipl

~"'OfldarfMotif 170-225 ss.8 1

170-225 ssZ3 1

185-215 ss.12 1

185-225 ss.4 1

185-225 ss..17 1

185-225 ss.19 1

195-215 ss22

200-220 ss.6 1
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210-205 ss.1 1

210-205 ss.25 1

0rJ po5ed over Hor ,-/ith

Lip/Secondary Motif 180-21~1 ss2~1 1

195-215 ss.7 1

200-210 ss.16 1

210-210 ss.10 1

Hot'izotltal 200-210 ss.! 1

Horizontal o"'.Jer Simple/

Hor/Hatch 170-2305;;.16 1

170-230 ss.18 1

175-220 ss.) 1

18~,-220 ss.) 1

190-220 ss.9 1

195-215 ss.25 1

205-210 sst 2

~1-210 £.1 1

Horizontal over Complex 195-220 ss.11 1

Horizontal with Lip Motif 19)-220 ss.11 1

Horizontal ovet· Hor vith

Lip Motif 185-215 ss21 1

190-215 ~.8 1

195-220 ss.3 1

195-220 ss.11 1

205-210 ss.1 1

205-210 ss.19 1

Crossed 17)-225 F.2 1
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180-220 ss.12 1

185-220 ss.25 1

1285-225 ss.10 1

18~1-22j ss.20 1

195-220 ssJ 1

200-215 ss.15 1

205-205 ss.25 1

Crossed oyer Simp1eiOr'1';/ .
HoI' lHatch lCross 170-225 ss.4 1

180-220 ss.19 1

180-220 ss.2O 1

18~,-220 ss:3 1

185-225 ss.4 1

185-225 sS,6 1

190-21 ~I r.9 1

1~,-215ss.2 1

205-215 ss.6 1

210-205 ss.10 1

Crossed 'With Lipl

secondary Motif lrr225 ss.17 1

185-215 ss.5 1

185-225 ss.) 1

200-210 ss.23 1

200-220 ss.6 2

Crosse·j over Complex 205-215 ss.14 1

Crossed ovet' Simp1e/Opp

Hot'/Comp1ex 'TIith Lipl

Secon·j8.ry Motif 175-220 ss.12 1

1~,-225 ss.17 1

190-220 ss.4 1



190-220 ss.10 1

195-220 ss.11 <
J.

195-220 ss.17 1

2l1O-210 ss24 1

200-210 F.2

200-215 P.M.10 1

Hatche<j 165-220 SS.~1 1

165-230 ss.17 1

170-220 ss.9 1

170-22(1 ss.18 1

170-210 ss.1 1

175-220 s5.4 ..,
€.

185-2205S.18 1

185-220 ss.25 1

185-225 ss.4 1

185-225 ss.7 1

185-225 ss.9 1

190-220 ss.7 1

195-215 ss.1 1

195-215 ss.8 1

195-215 ss.15 1

195-220 ss.11 1

200-220 ss.1 1

205-210 ss.17 2
210-210 SS.b 1

Hat·~he1 oo;ret' Simp1eIHor

OppiHatch 170-220 ss.18 1

175-225 ssJ 1

180-215 ss.) 1

180-220 ss.17 1

180-225 ss21 1

185-220 ssJ 1
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185-220 ss.22 1

185-225 sS.20 1

190-215 ss.s 1

190-220 sS.7 1

190-220 ss.13 1

195-215 ss.15 1

195-215 ss.2S 1

195-220 ss.} 1

195-220 s5.4 1

200-220 ss.1l 1

205-215 ss.5 2

215-210 sS.2 1

Hat<:h o'Y-er Complex 185-220 8s.9 1

19)-215 ss.1 1

Hatch with Lipl

Secondary Motif 160-225 88.24 1

160-2"30 ss22 1

165-225 sS.4 2

170-230 ss.3 1

170-230 ss.13 1

175-220 ss.7 1

175-220 sS.20 1

180-215 ss24 4

185-225 ss.n 1

1845-22588.19 1

195-215 ss.12 1

200-210 ss.12 1

200-220 ss.7 1

200-220 ss.11 1

Nr215ss.5 1

210-210 ss22 1
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Hatched over Simp1e/Hor i

0H> with Lip/Secondary

Motif 170-220 ~s.15 1

170-2)0 ssJ 1

175-220 ~.20 1
.

180-220 ss.16 2

180-220 ss.2) 1

185-220 ss.10 1

185-225 ss20 1

190-220 ss.24 1

195-220 ss.6 1

195-2"20 £.2 1

200-210 ~~.2 1

200-215 ss.9 1

200-215 ss.20 1

210-~1 ss.20 1

Hatched over Complexl

Interrur.ted 1i"ith Lipl

secondary Motif 18j-~1 ~.s.9 "3

Interrupted 185-225 ss.16 1

Interrupted over Simplel

Hor 165-~"5 $s.18 1

180-220 ss.3 1

180-220 F.4 1

185-220 ss.4 1

190-215 ;>s.18 1

200-215 ss.14 1

200-215 ss.25 1

2l7.:.-215 ss.10 1

210-210 ss.4 1
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Interrul',ted Oye1' Hor IOH'

with Lipiseconda1'y

Motif 180-225 ass.18 1

180-2~1 sS.22 1

200-220 ss.17 1

21D-210 ss23 1

Complex 180-215 ss,~, 1

185-215 ss.S I

185-225 ss.1 1

195-220 $S.? 1

COIDl',lex over Opp 180-220 ss21 1

185-220 ss.24 1

Complex with Lip/

Secondary Motif 17".r220 ss.12 1

180-220 ss20 1

180-220 ss21 '3
180-225 ss.9 I

195-215 ss.1 2

195-220 ss2 1

19j-22O $S.? 1

195-220 ss.11 1

1g<:.r220 P.M. 1

Rim Sherds

1. House'38

140

Specific Artifact Type Provenience Unit Number of
!temg



Plain with Lip/Secondary

Motif 285-215 ss.17 1

295-215 ss.17 1

29"'r220 ss20 1

))5-215 S8.19 1

Simple 285-210 ss2 1

290-205 ss.9 1

290-210 88.) 1

290-215882 1

290-21~ ss.J "3
290-215 ss.4 '3
290-21588.8 1

295-210 ssJ 1

zgoir21O ss.11 1

295-210 ss.14 1

295-215 ss.6 1

N r 215ss.11 1

295-215 ss.18 1

295-220 ss.10 1

295-220 ss.15 1

~210ss.5 1

~215ss24 1

305-215 ss.7 1

305-220 88.6 1

Simple o"lrer Simp1e/Har 290-205 ss.4 1

290-210 ss.8 1

290-21588.8 1

295-210 ss2 1

295-210 ss.19 1

295-210 ss24 1

295-215 ss.8 1
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29~,-220 SS .2~, 1

Simple with Lipl

Secondary Motif 285-210 ss.8 I

290-215 ss.6 1

295-210 ss.24 1

300-215 ss.14 I

Simple over Simple/Hor l

Opp!Interrupted vith

Lip/Secondary Motif 285-205 3:::.10 1

290:-21..15 ss.9 2

290-210 ss.8

290-210 ss.13 1

295-210 ss.2 1

~1-215 ss.20 1

Opposed 295-210 ss.2 1

Crossed ~F215ssZ3 1

Crossed over Hor lOpp 285-210 ss.14 1

290-215 ss.8 1

295-210 ss.19 1

Crossed vith Lip Motif 285-215 ss.18 1

Crossed over Simple ,,;ith

Lip Motif 285-205 ss20 1

Ha.tched 290-215 ss.8 1

29)-220 ss.10 1

295-220 ss.15 I
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Hatched w'ith Secondary

Motif 295-220 ss.10 1

Horizontal "With Se(~on(jar1

Motif 295-215 ss.1"3 --.
'"

Complex with Interior I

Lip/Secondary Motif 2·~.-Z15 ss.9 2

295-215 ss.10 2

295-220 ~.15 1

Pipes

1. H01..lSe 12

Specific Artifact Type Provenience Unit lolumoot' ot

I ems

Iroquois Ring 180-225 f2 1

190-220 ss.10 1

190-220 ss-S 1

1~,-220 ~s.10 1

190-220 ss.19 2

170-220 ss.4 1

210-Z05 ss20 1

1~.-225 SS.1"3 1

185-225 ss.19 1

1gc.r215 ss.10 1

180-215 ss.10 1

190-220 ss.15 1

180-225 ss.4 1

190-220 ss.10 1
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210-210 ~~.17 1

210-210 ss.19 1

18).-225 ss.13 1

general howe pro~,~nience 1

205-215 ~s.21 1

Plain Outf1aring 195-210 ss.15 1

185-225 sS.20
.,
)

Hard Rock: Tt'umpet 185-225 ss.17 1

185-220 no ss. information 1

1~.-220 ss.' 1

Conical Punctate 180-220 F.13 1

175-220 ss24 1

180-220 F.1 '3 1

Apple Bov1 Ring 18).-215 ss.12 1

190-220 ss.10 1

Undecorated Trumpet general house provenience 1

200-210 ss.5 1

Conical Ring 180-220 F.14 1

185-225 ss21 1

Conical Ring Variation 190-210 ss25 1.

Vertical Outflaring general house r,rovenien·::e 1

Iroquois Ring Variation 180-225 ss.9 1

Collared Ring 21).-210 ss.1 1
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2. House)8

general house t"/rovenience

145

Specific At'tifact Type Provenience Unit Numbet' of

Items

Conkal Ring 290-21~, s$.7 2

290-215 no ~~. information ........

Iroquois Ring 310-21~! ~s.20 1

315-215 ss.5 1

285-205 sS.21 1

Plain Collared )lS-21~1 ss.S 1

Collared Ring 28".r215 ss.17 1

Cy1indrical Ring 285-205 ~.1'3 1

Indetet'minate )J5-220ss.6 1

Chipped lithic-s

1. Hous 12

Spe(:ifio:.:: Artifact Type Provenience Unit Number of

Items

Scraper 170-230 sS.7 1

170-2)0 ss.12 1

170-230 F.1 1



18o-21~, ss24 2

200-21) ss.2O 1

165-225 s.s.19 1

1~r-225 ~sZ3 1

180-215 ;}$22 1

185-215 ss.4 1
.

185-215 ss.16 1

185-220 ss.8 1

115-220 ss.7 1

180-220 ss.4 1

195-220 ss.16 1

205-210 no ss. information

185-220 ss25 2

185-225 ss.1 1

185-225 ss.5 1

190-~ss.8 1

195-210 ss.13 1

195-220 ss23 1

205-210 ss:3 1

210-210 ss.? 1

170-225 ss23 1

175-220 ss.1"3 1

185-220 ssJ 1

185-220 ss23 1

190-215 ss.14 1

200-215 ss.14 1

205-205 no ss. information 1

205-205 ss24 1

205-215 ssJ 1

215-210 ss.3 1

Proje·~ti1e Points 1~1-215 ss.3 1

1~.-225 ss.8 1
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Y,ledges 160-225 ss.20 1

160-230 ss.Z2 1

175-220 F.7 1

180-220 ss.19 1

165-220 ss .25 1

165-225 ss.s 1

185-2L,""'5 ss.16 1

190-220 ss2 1

190-220 no ss. information 1

195-210 ss.14 1

200-210 FJ 1

205-210 ss.16 1

210-215 f.55 1

190-215 ss.7 1

190-220 ss.10 1

200-210 ssJ 1

205-210 ss.1 1

205-210 ss.20 1

170-230 F.1 1

180-220 ss22 1

180-225 ss.16 1

180-21588.10 1

185-225 ss.7 1

195-215 ss22 1

195-220 ss.1 1

Utilized Flakes 165-225 ss.19 1

170-225 ss.14 1

180-215 ss.14 1

180-225 88.9 1

185-220 ss.1 1

185-225 ss2 1

185-225 ss.9 1

190-2158825 1

147



- ---- - -------------

195-215 ss.19 1

2O~,-210 no 55. information 1

170-225 £.2 1

170-2~1 55.) 1

Biface 195-220 5s22 1

Strike-a-Light 1'~1-225 s5.2O 1

Pe-rforatol' 195-210 55.! 1

Chipping Detrit1J~ 165-225 ss.14 1

165-225 ss20 1

165-225 no ss. information "3
170-220 ss.14 1

170-225 sS.? 1

170-225 ss22 1

170-230 ss.2 1

175-225 ss.8 1

175-220 ss2 1

175-220 5s.12
..,
"

175-220 ss.15

175-220 ss.18 2

175-225 5S.1? 1

180-21S ss.19 1

180-2155s.2) 1

180-2208s.15 1

180-220 ss.16 1

180-220 no 55. information 1

185-215 ss.12 1

185-2155s.13 1

185-215 ss.14 1

185-215 ss.18 1

185-215 ss.25 1



185-215 no ss. information "~

185-220 ss.2 3
185-220 55.4 2

1l3~1-2.:.-">(l ss.5 1

185-220 s5.7 1

185-220 ss.12 1

185-220 5s.13 5
1ac=....-220 ss.19 1

185-220 ss24 1

185-220 no ss. information "G

185-225 s5.4 1

1~-Z-Z5 5s.5 1

185-225 55.10 '3
185-225 ss .1·3 1

185-225 ss.14 1

185-225 s5.15 '3
185-225 55.17 2

185-225 ss.18 1

185-225 55.19 4

185-225 55.20 '3
1B"'....-225 ss22 2

185-225 ss24 ,.,
~

185-225 £.23 1

190-2155s2 1

190-21555.14 1

190-215 ss.15 1

190-215 ss.18 1

190-215 ss25 1

190-220 55J 1

190-220 ss.12 1

190-220 ss.15 1

190-220 £.19 1

19"'....-210 ss.19 2

195-215 ssJ 1
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19~,-215 ss.9 1

195-220 :>s.2 1

200-210 ss.S 1

200-210 sS.2j 1

200-210 F.1 1

200-215 ss.17 1

200-215 gs.2S 1

200-220 sS.2 1

205-210 ss.12 1

205-215 ss.9 1

205-215 ss.16 1

2Oj-215 sS.22 1

210-205 u24 1

210-210 ss.1

215-210 ssJ 1

201)-210 ss.17 1

185-220 F.7 1

Non-Flint Detritus 17)-220 ss.) 1

180-215 ss.22 1

180-215 ss25 1

180-220 ss.17 1

185-215 ss.5 1

185-215 ss.6 4

185-215 ss.12 1

lSS-215 ss.17 1

185-215 gs.20 1

185-220 ss.4 1

185-220 ss.22 1

18S-225 ss.6 2

185-225 ss.13 1

18S-22S ss.17 1

185-225 ss20 2

185-225 F2) 1
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190-215 ss.10 1

190-215 ss.15 1

190-215 ~.21 2

1~1-21~ ~s.9 1

195-215 ss.10

200-210 ss23 1

20)-205 no ss. information )

205-210 ssJ 1

210-2~, ss25 1

210-210 ss.6 1

210-215 ss.3 1

Cores lSS-215 f.7 1

185-220 ss.25 ~..
205-210 no ss. information 1

200-215 ss.1 1

2. House 38

Specific Artifact Type Provenien~ Unit Number of

Items

S<:rapers 285-210 ss.6 1

285-215 ss23 1

285-220 ss25 1

290-20) ss20

285-210 ss.1 1

28)-210 ss.8 1

290-215 ss.4 1

Projectile Point 285-210 ss.18 1
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I 'WTedges 300-210 ss.1 ~I 1

290-215 ss.16 1

'300-215 sS.6 1

'JOS-21~, ~~.14 1

Utilized Flake 280-215 sS.6 1

Bifaces 290-210 ~~.12 1

300-210 ss.11 1

285-210 sS.22 1

290-215 sS.6 1

Chir,ping Detritw 285-205 ss.17 1

285-205 ss20 1

285-210 ss.2 1

28"'..r210 ss.11 1

285-210 ss20 1

285-210 ss.22 1

285-210 sS.Z3 1

290-205 sS.9 1

290-20) ss.10 1

290-210 ss.? 1

295-210 ss.24 1

305-220 ss.15 1.
290-210 ss.12 1

295-215 ss.16 1

290-215 ss.5 1

295-215 ss.13 1

305-215 ss.2S 1

Ground and Rough Stone
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1. House 12

Specific Artif&~tType

celts

Provenience Unit

200-215 ss20

200-215 ss.l3

180-~. ss.2

205-215 no ss-. information

205-215 ss.19

160-230 ss.17

18T~ ss.l:;.
190-220 ss.lO

19".r21588.2O

195-220 ss.8

1~.r225 ss2
185-225 sS.8

1ac:.r220 88.J

180-225 88.6

195-220 ss.18

200-220 ss.6

185-225 88.5

180-21588.25

205-215 no ss. informatjon

180-215 ss.25

210-210 ss.12

165-220 ss.19

190-220 ss.1j

180-21588.14

185-220 88.14

1~220ss.14

170-220 ss.22

200-215 ssJ

185-220 88.3

Number' of

I ems

1

1

2

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1



210-210 u.4

17~,-220 ss.5 1

2Ol1-21O F.2 1

205-21~, ~s.12 1

210-210 ss.20 1
185-215 ~s.12 1

170-225 F.2 1

180-225 ss.6 1

Hamme stOll':> 200-215 ss.2) 1

210-210 ss.25 1

200-220 ss.1 1

185-220 no ss. infonnation 1

170-220 ss.10 1

210-205 ss20 1

205-210 f.9 1

205-205 ss.25 1

general howe provenience 1

175-220 ssz) 1

175-225 ss.17 1

190-220 P.M23 1

195-220 nO;):8. information 1

170-220 ss.10 1

205-215 ss.19 1

190-225 sS.8 1
195-215 ;):8.1 1

Abr-ader~ 205-215 no ss. infonnation 1

165-220 ss.1 1
205-210 ;):823 1

185-215 ss.S 1

z00-210 F.2 1

170-220 ss.15 1

190-220 ;):8.10 1

154



200-21~, ss.14 1

205-215 ss.5 1

200-215 ss.1"3 1

195-220 ss.2) 1

180-220 no 50S.. information 1

180-225 ss.12 1

185-225 ss .24 1

190-220 sS.) 1

general howe provenience 1

.Anvi1-Hammerstones 185-225 ss.24 1

18)-220 ss. .2"3 1

185-225 ss.14 1

185-220 F.12 1

175-220 sS.24 1

18)-225 s.s.1) 1

185-220 ss.19 1

175-220 F.6 1

Groun.j Stone Fragment 175-220 ss.10 1

180-225 ss.4 1
185-220 SS., 1

185-225 ss.? 1

200-220 no SS. information 1

210-205 sS.9 1

210-210 SS., 1

Mise. Modified Stone 180-220 ~.s.7 1

185-225 ss.7 1

190-220 P.MZ3 1

2())-210 ss.4 1

215-205 P.M.) 1

Cobble Spa11s 210-210~Z3 1
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18;.-22~, ss.1 j 1

general house pt'ovenience 1

general house provenien(~e 1

Game Balli (?) 170-220 ss.22 1

general home pro·.;enience 1

Manos 1~1-225 ss.14 1

175-225 f5 1

Pestles 170-2"30 ss.6 1

1~t-220 ss.7 1

Stone Pendant 185-225 ss.8 1

200-215 ss.16 1

Stone Bead 205-215 ss.6 1

205-215 ss.10 1

Anvil 180-220 ss21 1

185-225 ss20 1

Stone Pipe general house provenience 1

Metate 195-220 ss21 1

2. House 38

Specific Artifact Type ProYenience Unit Number of

I elm

celts 290-215 ss.16 2
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300-210 SS.~I

285-210 ssJ 1

29~1-215 ss.15 1

Ground Stone Fragments 28~1-210 ss.3 1

285-210 ss.10 1

285-210 ss.20 1

295-210 s~.24 1

Bone Artifa~s

1. House 12

Sr~cliicArtifactT~'Pe Provenience Unit Num.1>et' of

Items

Bone Bead 180-220 F.21 1

185-215 ss.3 1

185-215 ss.18 1

185-220 ss2 1

185-220 no ss. information 1

185-220 ss.15 1

185-225 ss.13 1

185-225 ss.17 2

185-225 ssJ
,.,
{.

185-225 ss.4 19

1~1-22j ss.5 1

185-225 P.M..23 1

190-215 ss.5 6

190-215F.9 1

190-220 ss.11 1

195-210 ss.9 1

195-215 ss.10 1
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I
19~,-2l:, f.1~1 1

195-220 ssJ 1

200-210 ss.15 1

20:,-210 r.5 1

16~1-22~1 ~~.2 1

-
Modified Deer Pha1ang:e~ 175-225 ss.17 1

17:,-225 ss.20 1

185-220 f.1 i..
185-225 ss.5 1

185-225 ss.16 1
I 1~1-225 ss.10 1!

190-215 s;;.17 ,..,
<:.

190-215 f.9 •1

190-220 ss.6 1

190-220 ss.10 "?
.)

190-220 ss.11 1

195-215 ss.22 1

195-220 sS.8 t
.1

200-210 ss.10 1

210-215 ss.2 ~
.)

Modifie<.1 Bone frag. 175-215 ss.25 1

175-22~, ss.17 2

185-225 ss.14 1

185-225 ss.5 1

185-225 ssJ 1

190-215 ss.) 1

190-220 ss.24 !

200-210 ss.1 1

210-210 ss.1 1

BoneAw1 185-220 ss.18 1

185-225 ss.15 1
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190-21~, ss.s "l.:.

19~1-220 ss.1 1

20)-210 £.5 1

2~1-21~, ss.9 1

210-210 ss.1 1

Modified Beaver

Incisors 180-220 ss.19 1

18S-21~, ss.21 1

185-Z;;--S ss.5 1

185-2:.:."'5 ss.24 1

190-21~, ss.1 1

COt'l1 Husking Pins 180-21~)F.1 1

185-225 ss.14 I 1

Corn Scraper 180-~~f.2 1

18~)-Z:.'"'5 ss.25 1

Antler flaker 190-220 ss.) 1

185-220 ssJ 1

Antler Handle 180-220 ss.21 1

Modified Tooth 190-215 ss.~, 1

De'~orated Arm Band 210-210 ss.1 1

Human Skull Gorget 18S-~,ss.4 1

Mo'.1ifie'.1 Antler frag. 185-·~25ss2 1
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2. House 38

Spedfi-::; .Artif8!~t Type Provenietlt~e Unit Number of

Items

Modified Deer Phalanges 285-205 ss.17 1

290-210 ss.19 1

290-21~! ss'-3 1

295-215 s-~.12 1

'305-215 ss.8 1

305-220 SS.-l 1

Bone Awl 285-210 ss.5 1

290-215 ss.11 1

)00-215 ss25 1

Modified Beaver

Incisor )00-215 ss24 1

305-215 ss'-3 1

Bone Bead 295-215 ss.11 1

)00-215 ss.4 1

MOOified Bone frag. 285-215 ss25 1

Mammalian faurla1 Remains

160



1. House 12

Spedes Provenience Unit Numt>erof

Items

Indeterminate general house p:rov"euience 4

160-2"25 ss.15 1

160-2"..'555.22 10

160-230 ss.16 1
160-230 ss.22 1

165-220 ss.20 1

16~1-22~1 55.16 1

165-225 ~;}.21 4

165-225 ss.25 1

170-215 ss.20 '3
170-220 55.5 1

170-220 55.9 1

170-220 ss.14 1

170-220 55.18 1

170-225 55.9 1

170-225 ss.21 9

170-2)0 55.3 4

170-230 ss.13 1

170-2'30 s5Z3 2
175-215 ss25 3
175-220 ss.2 1

175-220 55.8 1

175-220 55.10 2

l';~r-220 55.12 .,
t.

175-220 ss.22 1

175-225 ss.16 3
1r:,-~~ 55.17 2
175-225 5520 ....

(.

180-215 ss.4 1
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180-21555':' 1

180-215 sS.7 1

180-215 sS.9 4

180-21~1 s5.14 6

1BO-21S SS.l~1 1

180-215 ss.l7 1

180-215 ss.l8 1

180-215 ss.19 1

180-215 ss.22 1

180-2155s.24 5
18D-215 ss.25 1

180-220 sS.6 1

1e.o-220 ss.l2 1

180-220 ss.17 1

180-220 55.20 1

180-220 sS.21 9

180-220 ss.22 1

180-220 ss.23 14

180-220 »24 1

180-220 ss.25 1

180-220 F.l 1
180-220 F.17 3
180-220 F.20 2

180-220 F.21 2

180-22555.4 1

180-225 ss.6 1

180-225 sS.8 1

180-225 sS.9 3
180-225 ss.l2 1

180-225 ss.18 6

180-2255s.21 1

180-225 sS.22 2

1e.o-225 F.2 1

180-225 F.3 1
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185-215 no S~. information 3
185-215 ss.1 .,..
185-215 ss.2 1

1~1-215 sS.4 J
185-21~, ss.5 '3
185-21588.6 10

185-215 sS.7 1

185-215 sS.8 n
185-215 ss.11 1

185-21588.12 9

185-215 ss.13 't

1~.-215 ss.16 2

185-215 ss.17 1

185--215 sS.20 1

185-215 ss21 2

185-215 ss.?;. ..,
~

185-215 FJP.M.:.O(?) 1
!

185-215 FJP.M.("?)82 1

185-220 no ss. information 2

185--220 ss2 2

185-220 ssJ 11

185-220 ss.4 2

185-220 ss.s 6

185--2"20 ss.6 J
185-220 ss.12 2

185-220 ss.13 1

185-220 ss.15 2

185-220 ss.16 1

1~.r220 ss.19 1

185-220 ss20 5
185-220 ss.22 2

185-220 ss.24 2

185-220 ss..25 31
185-225 ss.1 2S
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185-22~, ss.2 12

185-225 ss.5 18

165-2"255S.6 1"3
185-225 ss.7 9

185-225 ss.8 25
165-225 ss.10 48

185-22553.13 34
185-225 s3.14 18

185-225 88.15 40

185-225 ss.16 8

185-225 ss.17 18

1~-225 ss.18 2)

1~.r2253s.19 16

185-22533.20 29

185-225 33.21 7

185-225 ss.22 10

185-2258824 23
185-225 F.1 1

190-21083.20 '3
190-215 no ss. information 1

190-215 ss2 4

190-21588.4 1

190-215 ss.8 2

190-215 ss.10 2

190-21588.12 1

190-21583.13 3
190-215 ss.19 1

190-215 f.1 2

190-220 no ss. information 2

190-220 ss2 1

190-220 88.3 "3
190-220 88.5 ?..
190-220 88.9 6

190-220 88.10 3
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190-220 ss.11 4

190-220 ss.13 1

190-220 ss.14 6

190-220 ss.1j 1

190-220 ss.16 1

190-220 ss.18 1

191..1-220 ~s.19 4

190-220 ss.20 2

190-220 ss.24 ":'
J'

190-220 F.lP.M. 22 2

190-220 F./P.M.2"3 4

190-220 f./P.M.25 ..,
w

1g::.r210 sS.20 1

195-210 ss23 '3
195-210 f.lPJl. 2S 1

19j-21~1 ss2 1

195-215 ssJ ?..
195-215 ss.5 1

195-215 ss.8 1

195-215 ss.15 J
195-2155s21 1

195-215 f.9 1

195-220 ss.2 '3
195-220 ss.3 2

195-220 ss.4 4

195-220 ss.6 1

195-220 ss.8 '3
195-220 ss.13 1

195-220 ss.17 2

195-220 s8.18 1

195-2"20 88.22 1

195-220 ssZ3 1

195-220 f.2 7

200-210 ss.2 ....c:.
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200-210 ssJ 1

200-210 ss.4 1

200-210 ss.5 2

200-210 ss.6 5
200-210 ss.9 1

200-2108s.12 1

200-21088.15 1

200-2108s.16 1

200-210 ss.18 1

200-210 F.2 4

200-215 ss.1 2

200-215 ss.J 1

200-215 sS.4 1

200-215 ss.6 1

200-215 ss.9 1

2OO-2158s.14 1

200-215 ss.15 2

200-215 ss20 1

200-215 ss.23 2

200-215 ss25 "3
200-220 ss.1 ..

J

200-220 ss2 4

200-220 $S.7 1

200-220 ss.11 4

200-220 s.}.17 7

200-220 F.1 1

205-205 no $So information 2

205-205 ss25 1

ZOC:.r210 no ss. information 3
205-210 ss2 1

205-210 $8.6 1

205-210 ss.7 2

205-210 ss.8 1

205-210 $$.10 1
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205-210 ss.11 1

205-210 ss.1) 1

205-210 ss.16 1

205-210 ss21 1

205-210 sS.2"3 ?..
205-210 8s.24 ?...
205-210 £.11 "3
205-210 f.lP.M. (?) 2J9 1

205-215 no SS. information ?..
205-215 ss.3 1

205-2155$.) "}

205-215 sS.7 .-:;...
205-215 ss.10 -::-

.}

205-215 ss.11 1

205-2155s.12 "3
205-21~1 ss.19 4

21D-205 no s5-information 2

210-205 ss.19 12

21D-2055s24 2

21D-21O no SS. information "3
21D-21O ss.1 2

21D-210 5s.2 1

21D-210 $$.6 2

210-210 $s.12 3
21D- 210 s5.13 2

21G-210 5s.14 1

210-210 $5.15 ....
"-

210-210 ss.17 6

21D-21O ss.18 1

210-210 5s.21 1

210-210 $$.22 4

210-210 ss25 1

21D-215 ss2 13
210-215 £.IP.M.(?)2 6
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215-205 ss.4

215-205 f.lP.M.(?)5

215-210 ss.1

215-210 ss.2

215-210 55.4

2

1

4

2

1

White-tailed Deer general house pfoyenience "3
160-225 55.14 1

160-225 ss.15

160-225 ss.21 1

160-2~, ss.22 •1

160-230 ss22

165-220 ss20 1

165-220 ss.25 1

165-225 ss.16 1

165-22~, s5.21 2

165-225 ss23 1

170-220 ss.4 1

170-220 ss.9 1

170-220 ss.1J 1

170-220 ss.18 1

170-225 ss21 '3
170-2JO ss.1 '3
170-230 ss.16 1

175-220 ss.2 2

17)-220 ss.12 1

175-220 r.6 1

175-225 ss.17 '3
175-225 ss20 1

17)-225 ss.24 '3
180-215 ss.5 1

180-21588.9 2

100-215 ss.12 2



180-215 ;}sJ3 1

180-215 ssJ4 6

180-215 ss.15 2

180-215 ssJ 7 1

180-215 ssJ9 2

180-215 ss.23 1

180-215 sS.24 "

180-215 ss.25 4

180-215 fJ 1

180-220 sS.8 1

180-220 ss.l2 1

180-220 ssJ6 1

160-220 ssJ9 ?...
180-220 ss.20 4

180-220 sS.21 1

180-220 ss.2'3 1

180-220 f.21 2
180-225 ss.4 1

180-225 ss.6 1
180-225 55.8 2

180-2255s.9 2

180-225 ss.12 1

180-225 ssJ6 1

100-225 5s.18 1

180-225 ss21 7

180-225 ss.22 1

180-225 58.2"3 2

180-2"25 f.2 1
1~,-21S S5.1 1

185-215 ss.4 1

185-215 ss.5 '3
185-21555.6 1

185-21555.7 2
185-2155s.8 5



18~,-215 ss.12 3
185-215 ss.13 1

165-215 ss.14 1

185-215 ~s.17 2

185-215 ss.19 1

185-215 ss.21 2

185-215 ss.2) 1

1~,-215 F.8 1

185-220 no ss. information 1

185-220 ss.3 3
165-220 88.4 1

185-220 ~s.6 1

18~,-220 sS.8 1

185-220 ss.14 1

185-2"20 ss.15 1

165-2"20 ss.20 1

185-220 ssZ3 1

185-220 ss.2j 5
185-220 F.1 1

185-220 F.2 1

185-225 ss.1 10

185-225 ss2 2

185-225 ss.5 7

165-225 ss.6 2

185-225 ss.7 3

185-225 ss.8 7

185-225 ss.10 14

185-225 88.13 4

165-225 s8.14 14

185-225 ss.1S 10

185-225 s8.16 3
185-225 ss.17 9

185-225 ss.18 7

185-225 $$.19 4
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185-225 5520 <i

185-225 ss.22 '""
165-225 ss .24 4

185-225 F.1 1

190-210 s5.19 1

190-210 ss.20 1

190-210 s~.24 1

190-215 no ss.information 2

190-215 ss2 '"~

190-215 ss.10 4

190-215 s8.19 1

190-215 F.~I 1

190-215 f.9 1

190-220 no ss.information 1

190-220 88.4 2

190-220 ss.) 8

190-220 sS.6 1

190-220 ss.10
.,
I

190-220 ss.12 1

190-220 ss.14 5

190-220 ss.19 3
190-220 ss20 1

190-220 ss24 1

190-220 F./P.M.(?)2') 1

190-220 f.11 1

195-210 ss.5 1

195-210 ss.10 1

195-210 ss.14 1

195-210 ss.18 1

195-210 ss.20 3
195-210 ssZ3 1

195-210 f./P.M.(?)2~1 2

195-215 ss.s 1

195-215 ~.21 '""
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19~1-215 ss.22 1

195-215 £.7 1

19'"'.r215 f.14 1

195-215 F.9 1

195-220 ss.1 1

195-220 sS.2 J
195-220 ss.3 6

195-220 5s.4 "3
195-220 sS.6 1
195-220 ssB )

195-220 ss.11 '3
19T2"20 ss.l1 2

195-220 ss.17 2

195-220 88.18 )

195-220 8822 2

200-210 SS.~I 1

200-210 sS.6 2

200-210 ss.10 1

200-210 ss.14 1

200-210 ss.15 2

200-21088.16 1

200-2108823 2

200-210 £.1 1

200-210 f.2 3
200-215 no SS. information 1

200-215 ss3 1

200-21588.6 1

200-21~ sS.8 1

200-215 s8.14 1

200-215 ss.15 2

200-215 ss.19 1

200-215 ss20 1

200-215 ss.25 6

200-220 8S.1 1

1'"" .-,
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200-220 ss2

200-220 ss.11

200-220 ss.16 1

200-220 ss.17 £.

200-220 ss21 ...
t.

205-205 no ss. informatiof"l ?
~

205-210 no 'S'S. information 1

205-210 ~s.6 1

205-210 ss.12 '3
205-210 ss.14 1

205-210 sg.16 1

205-210 ss21 1

205-210 ss24 1

205-210 F.11 1

205-210 F.5 1

205-215 no st. information 1

205-215 $s.4 1

205-215 ss.5
...,
/

205-215 ss.10 -:;
)

205-215 ss.11 1

205-215 ss.12 1

205-215 ss.19 2

205-215 ss.22 1

210-205 SI.9 2

210-205 ss.10

210-205 ss.19 1

210-210 no ss. information '3
21D-210 ss.1 1

21D-210 sS.6 2

210-210 ss.7 2

210-210 a.12 1

21D-210 ss.18 1

210-210 ss25 ?
IJ

210-215$$2 2
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I
210-215 f./P .M.(?)2

J.....:.

215-205 sS.4

'fJlDo.j;~h uck 180-220 no ss.information -
185-215 ss2

185-215 ss.7

185-215 sS.9 1

185-215 s5.12 1

185-220 sS.25 1

1
1~)-22S ss.15

I
190-215 ss.) -

19O-2155S.4 't

190-21~. s5.12

190-215 ss.16 1

190-215 £.9 ~-
190-2205S.7 1

205-210 55.13

210-210 ss.15 1
.

Dog 180-215 ss.12 1

180-220 £.17 1

100-220 £.20 1

185-215 ss.12 1

185-2155S.18

185-220 no SS. informatio;n

185-220 ss.) 1

185-220 ss.12 1

185-220 s5.14

185-220 5s.1;. 1

185-225 $S.5 ..
185-225 sS.6 1

185-225 5s.16

185-225 ss.18

190-220 sS.7
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190-220 ss.14 1

190-220 ss.15 1

190-220 F.lP.U.U)25 1

1~!-210 r./p.M.(?)~! 1

195-215 ss.5 1

195-215 ss.15 1

195-220 sS.2 1

200-215 SS.'l 1

I
200-215 f.7 1

205-210 ss.10 1

Black Be.ar 170-220 ss.n 1

180-215 sS.9 1

180-220 no ss. information 1

180-220 ss24 1

185-220 sS.7 1

18"r225 sS.) 2

185-225 ss.13 2

185-225 ss.15 1

185-220 ss20 1

190-220 ss.5 1

195-220 ss2 1

200-215 ss2 1

210-210 ss.1 1

210-210 ss.12 1

Beaver 180-215 ss.17 1

180-220 ss.19 1

180-220 F.20 1

180-225 ss.18 1

185-215 s8.12 1

185-215 u.13 1

185-225 sS.7 1

185-225 ss.16 1
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I H::~,-225 ss:.19 1

I 190-220 ss.19 1

1~1-220 s:s.8 1

200-210 ssJ 1

Muskt'at 185-220 F.6 1

185-22533.7 1

185-225 ss.1"3 1

18~,-2~1 ss.17 1

165-225 S"~.20 1

River Oner

I
185-215 SS.~1 1

185-225 ss.6 1

185-225 ss.18 1

190-220 ss.11 1

Hum;31l 180-215 ss.15 1

200-210 F.2 1

Grey Squirrel l~220ss.n 1

205-210 £.11 1

Grey-Foy. 180-215 ss20 1

200-215 £.2 1

SnoW'~hoe Hare 165-215 ss.17 1

Eaztern Cottontail l~I-2~, ss.16 1

Ra(:coon 185-225 ss.19 1

Red SqUirrel 185-225 ss.6 1

llapiti 185-215~.8 1
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~'olf

2. Ho~"'e 36

190-220 ss.4

177

Species Provenience Unit Number of

Items

In.jeterminate ~.-21~1 s~.10 2

285-210 ss.1

265-210 ss.12 2

290-210 ss.J 1

290-21j sS.6

290-215 ~.13 1

290-215 ss.17 2

290-215 ssZ3 1

295-215 ss.1 1

29)-2155$.6

295-215 ss.6 2

29".r215 ss.9 1

295-215 ss.17 1

295-215 ss.16 1

I 295-215 ss20 1

295-215 ss.24 1

295-215 F.3 '1
I

295-215 r.lp.M_(?)lI)~.

300-215 ss.4 1

300-215 ss.19 1

·300-215 ss21 J
300-215 ss23 1

300-215 ss24 )



300-215 sS.25 1

)05-215 ss.1 1

305-215 sS.2 12

'305-215 ssJ 9

30~1-215 sS.4 ?..
~.r215s8.5 2

305-21588.8 1·...
~

~1-215 ~.11 1

305-215 ;>;.13 1

305-2"20 ss.17 ....
to

310-215 ss.5 ....
)

310-215 ss.11 2

JI0-2155s.12 ...
"

310-21588.25 16

"315-215 88.4 19

315-215 ss.5 10

315-215 ss.6 2

315-21588.7 7

Vhite-taile<l Deer 285-~ 88.10 1

285-21055.15 1
290-215 ss.l6 1

290-215 ssZ3 1

295-210 ssJ 1

295-210 ss.18 1

295-215 ss.15 1

295-2158822 1

'3O"'.r215 ss2 1

'305-215 ss.4 1

305-215 ss.8 1

305-215 ss.10 1

305-21585.11 1

305-215 ss.14 1

310-215 ss25 4
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I 315-215 sS.4 3

315-21588.5 1

315-2158$.6 1

315-215 sS.7 4

Black Bear 305-220 ss.12 1

Voo<'lchock 295-215 ss20 1

Dog 305-220 s8.4 1

Beaver 315-215 ss.5 1

Snovshoe Hare 290-215 ~.11 1

Fisher J15-215 ss.5 1
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fall-Off Studv ( see figu1'e 42)

As 8. genenti rule, I have <~onsideredartifa·:.ts 'Within 1-2 metres outsi·1e t.he hOlJ~:~

v{f,l1s 8;; part of the house (ol1ection. If the arUfact yieMs of these sq:uares ~'8;; ~30

items in total.. then I exten,jed the boundat'ies b'"{ 1-2 metn~s 1'1..1rthe1' away from the

house ''If.''811s until I reached a tota181'tifa(:t (~ount that vas less th8.n 30 pieces. This

;:tve:rages out to less than ~'items for an:! of the six 8rtifact ·:.las-ses.

Under this nl1e. 4 subNu...~'es vrhk:h I have include,j as {~'U't of the H12 a1'tif&.:t

(:ount are somewhat suspect. rOt' the following t'easotu I haTYe kept them in the

8!l~Jysis.

Sut,squ81'e ~l of square 1~,-22:,may be assodate,j 'f.rHh House 29. This sq1J._.~e h:3$ a

tot"l of 24 items. As I ha-;Te suggested. this is less than the cut-off point of yield

quantities for H12 and H29. But as subsquare 24 has sixty-items, I Sugge-3t that

sut,sq1Jare 25 represents the fall-off of the rich tand of '.::oncentrated artif8<~t yields

along the 185 north co-ordinate Hne of H12.

Subsquares lO,l~" and 20 ofsqu...~e 185-225 may also be associated with H29. The

lat'ge number of items from these tht'ee subsquares.. suggests that this material is again

a>;:;o(:iated "'Ilith the l'kh band of concentrated artifact ~.,ields along the 185 north co

ordinate line of Hl2. I suggest this for t"WO reasons. first thi::: area is not in line Trith

H29's ·:::entral hearth - the are-a that one wu1d expect to find the greatest ·~on<:etltration

of artifacts, as vas found in H12 along the 185 north co-ordinate line. Secon.-j. this area

is not close to any (joor of H29 and therefore (~annotbe (:onsidet'ed a dump-spot of H29

:31'tif8:~tS. These three su.bsquares are eqtk.~ <listance t,etw'een H12 and H29._ t·ut for the

t'eClSons just presented, I believe that this material should toe in'.::1twed in H12's artifact

8~semt>1age.
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APPEllDII 3: HOUSE 12 POISSOll CBARIS
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K INumber of Rimsl Obserlled Rondom IPoisson)

t 0: .~ 4.26000£-5

2 t 2 S.8300E -4
3 2 1 .0040
4 3 5 .0 J81

5 41 1 .0621

6 5 0 .1700
7 6 4 .3870
8 7 0 .7560

9 8 t 1.2930
10 9 2 1.9650
11 10 0 2.6870

12 11 2 3.3400

13 12 1 3.8070
14 13 0 4.0050
15 14 1 3.9120
16 15 0 3.5670
11 16 1 .3.0490
18 17 1 2.4530
19 18 0 1.8630
20 19 3 1.3410
21 20 2 .9110
22 21 0 .5910

23 22 0 .3710
24 23 0 .2210
25 24 0 .1260
26 25 0 .0690
21 26 0 .0360
28 27 2 .0180
29 28 0 .0090
30 29 0 .0040
31 30 0 .0020
32 31 0 .0010
3.3 32 3 4.0000[-4

34 33 0 2.0000[-4
35 34 0 6.1000[-5
36 35 0 2.40000£-5
31 36 0 9.00000£-6
38 37 0 3.00000£-6
39 38 0 1.00000[-6
40 39 0 4.00000[-7
41 40 0 1.00000[-7
42 41 0 4.77900[-8
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! K fNumber of Rims) Obsemed Random (Poisson)

·.7 42 0 1.55600[-8'1.J

44 43 0 4.94900[-9
.·t II:" 44 0 1.53800E-9'1.J

46 451 0 4.61500E-10

47 46 1- 1.39000[-10

48 47 0 4.04400[-11

49 48 0 1. lS200[-11

50 49 0 3.21600[-12
51 50 0 8.79600[-1.j
r:;:~ 51 0 2.35900£-13JLj

S3 52 0 6.20300E-14
54 53 0 1.60100[-14
55 54 0 4.05400[-15
56 S5 0 1.00000E-1 S
57 56 0 2.46200[-16
58 57 0 5.90700[-17
59 58 0 1.39300E-17
60 59 1 3.22800E-18
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K ':Number of Pipes) Obsen'ed Roni:lum .:Puisson)

1 0 20 12.195
2 1 9 13.537
3 2 2 7.513
4 3 3

I
2.780

5 4 1 .771
6 5 0 .171
7 6 0 .037
8 7 1 5.000[-3
9 8 1 1.000[-3
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K I~umber of (h. lithic s) Obserued Random l:Poisson)
I

1 0 7 .105
,..., 1 4 .613L

3 2 5 1.801
~ 3 1 3.523
5 4 1 5.170
6 5 6 6.070
7 6 1 3 5.9.38
8 7 3 4.980
9 8 0 3.654

10 9 2 . 2.383
11 10 0 1.399
12 11 I .746
13 12 1 .365
14 13 0 .165
15 141 0 .069
16 15 0 .027
17 16 0 .010
18 11 1 3.000[-3
19 18 0 1.000E-3
20 19 0 3.4500E-4-
21 20 0 I.Ol00E-4
22 21 0 2.8300E-5
23 22 0 7.6000[-6

24 23 0 1.9000[-6

25 24 0 5.0000[-1
26 25 0 1.0000[-1
27 26 0 2.5010E-8
28 27 0 5.4380[-9
29 28 0 1.1400E-9
30 29 1 2.3070E-10
31 30 0 4.5150E-ll
32 31 0 8.5490E-12
33 32 0 1.5680E-12
34 33 0 2.7900~-13
35 34 0 4.8160E-14
36 35 0 8.0770E-15
37 36 0 1.3170E-15
38 37 0 2.0890E-16
39 38 0 3.2280[-17
40 39 0 4.8580[-18
41 40 I 7.1290[-19
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K f:Number of G/R Stone) ObserLled Random f:Poisson)

1 0 11 1.931
2 1 6 5.115
3 2 5 8.429
4 3 4 8.289
5 4 0 6.113
6 5 2 3.607
7 6 4 1.173
8 1 2 .141
9 8 0 .216

10 9 1 .090
11 10 1 .021
12 11 0 7.000[-3
13 12 0 2.000E-3
14 13 0 3.9100E-4
15 14 1 8.4000£-5
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K f"iumber of Bone Artif.) ObserLled I Random (Poisson)

I
1 0 18/ 2.414

2 1 6 6.590
3 2 I 8.895
~ 3 1 8.185
5 4 1 5.587
6 5 0 3.050
7 6 1 1.388
8 7 0 .541
9 8 1 .18S

10 9 0 .056
11 10 0 .015
12 11 0 4.000[-3

13 12 0 8.640£-4
14 13 0 1.8100£-4
15 14 0 3.5400[-5

16 15 I 6.4000[-6

11 16 0 1. I000[-6

18 17 0 2.0000[-7
19 18 0 2.6750£-8
LO 19 0 3.8430£-9
21 20 0 5.2460[-10

22 21 0 6.8190[-11

23 22 0 8.4630[-12

24 23 0 1.0050[-12
25 24 0 1.1430£-13
26 25 0 1.2480£-14
27 26 0 1.3100[-15
28 27 0 1.3250[- I6
29 28 0 1.2920[-17
30 29 0 1.2160[-18
31 30 0 1.1060[-19
32 31 0 9.7440£-21
33 32 0 8.3130£-22
34 33 0 6.8770£-23
35 34 0 5.5220[-24
36 35 0 4.3070[-25
37 36 0 3.2660£-26
38 37 0 2.41 OO[-27
39 38 0 1.7310[-28
40 39 1 1.2120E-29
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K I:Number of Mam. faun all Obsen'ed j Random IPoissonlI

I
• 0 c l 1.5600E-5; Jj

2 1 1 ! 2.2900E -4
"7 2 .3 ! 1.6BOE- 3J

4 3 3 B.230£- 3
5 4 6 .030
6 5 1 .089
7 6 0 .217
8 7 1 .455
9 8 0 .835

10 9 1 1.362
11 10 0 2.000
12 11 1 2.668
13 12 0 3.264
14 13 0 3.686
15 14 0 3.865
16 15 3 3.183
17 16 1 3.411
1B 17 1 2.980
19 18 0 2.168
20 19 1 1.889
21 20 1 1.386
22 21 1 .969
23 22 0 .647
24 23 0 .413
25 24 0 .307
26 25 0 .148
27 26 0 .084
28 27 1 .046
29 28 0 .024
30 29 0 .012
31 30 0 6.000E-3
32 31 I 3.000E-3
.33 32 1 1.000E-3
34 33 0 5.710E-4
35 34 0 2.4100E-4
36 35 1 1.0300E-4
37 36 1 4.2200E-5
38 37 0 1.6700E-5
39 38 0 6.5000E-6
40 39 0 2.4000E-6
41 40 0 9.0000E-7
42 41 1 3.0000E-1
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K I:Number of Mam. faunal) Obserued Random (Poisson)

4.3 131 , 0
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APPEHDII 4: HOUSE 38 POISSOH CHARTS
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K !Number of Rims) Obserued Random 'Poisson)

1 0 6 .6540
2 1 2 2.2030
3 " 2 2 3.7120
4 3 3 4.1690
5 4 2 .3.5130
6 5 0 2.3680
7 6 0 1.3300
8 7 0 .6400
9 8 1 .2700

10 9 0 .1010
11 10! 1 .0340
12 , 11 1 .0100
13 12 1 .0030

K I:Number of Pipes) Observed Random (Poisson)

1 0 13 10.649

2 1 3 6.166

3 2 2 1.785

4 3 0 .345

5 4 1 .050

6 • • •
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K (Number of Ch. Lithirs) ObserLIed Random I:Poisson:I

1 0 I) 3.11.3
2 1 6 5.619
:3 21 4 5.083

4 3 . 2 3.033

5 4 1 1.351

6 5 0 .486

1 6 0 .145

8 1 0 .037
9 8 0 a.OOOE -3

10 9 0 2.000E -3
11 10 1 2.9530[-4

K I:Number of G/R Stone) Obserued Random I:Poisson)

1 0 14 11.229
2 1 2 5.906
3 2 2 1.553
4 3 0 .212
5 4 1 .036
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K fNumber of Bone Artit.) Obsemed Random IPoisson:1

!

1 0 10 9.093
") 1 5 6.702L.

"7 2 31 2.470.J

4 3 1 .607

K I:Number of Mam. Faunol) Obserlled Rondom IPoisson:l

1 0 10 3.335
2 1 2 5.804
3 2 2 5.049
4 3 2 2.929
5 4 1 1.274
6 5 0 .443
7 6 1 .129
8 "1 0 .032
9 8 0 7.000£-3

10 9 0 1.000E- 3

11 10 0 2.3400E -4
12 11 1 3.7000£-5
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APPEliDII;: LOBGHOUSE DEVELOPMElfT IN OlfTARIO
IROQUOIS CULTURE HISTORY
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Till LONGED lSI IVELDPMINT TIl ONTARIO IROOU01S CULTURE HISTORY

JV. ,},lrighL; (1966) exp;:mded and revi~ed version of Me-eNeish's in situ

tl1eory(19;,Z:t ,:jefine<j the Ontario Iroquois Tradition. In this wi·jely accer!ted s·~heme..

7....'rig:ht divides and outlines the ijevelopmental sequence of IrO',JULlian culture in three

stages: Eafly(A.D.1000-000), MidJle(A.D.1300-1400) and Late(A.D.1400-1650)

(~,lrighU966:10l). ReGent excavations have (:alled into question the validity of these

o::}ates. Notle's eXGav8Jion of the Porteous site proposes th::1t Early Ontario Iroq:uois

should more a(.(:u:ratelyt,e ,jated at A.D.700-1300 (Not,leJ9?Y38). Simi181'ly, the ,jate for

the emen~:etl(;eof gxoups ancestral to the histot'1c Huron and N"eutt'a1 has teen pushed

fOr~"8:fd to A.D.14~,O (see Finlayson and Byrne,1975; Jamieson.. 1979.: Smith..1977).

Therefore.. the loIid,ne Ontario Iroquois stage ·jates 8.\ A.D.nOO-11~.o .. and the Late Ontario

IroquoiJ stage ·jates at A.D.1450-l650.

Although excavations at Middle lloodland sites, soch as the Donaldson site (llright

8nd Anderson,1%3) and Summer Island (Brose,1970).. have indicated evidence of small

reclangular d~rellings "'flith hearths and fe"'ff other rea.tures, the dear requen·~e of the

longhouse develor,ment begins in the Early Ontario Iroquois stage vith the Glen Meyer

and Pickering cultures (A.D.?oo-nOO). These two contemporaneous and geographically

distitlC:t cu.ltures possessed similar' settlement pattern char'a<:teristics. Longhouses were

.;:omp81'8.tively small with ~.entrally aligned hearths and large scattered refu::e pits.

Bench lines are not ar,parent, although there are feature-free s~ces, one to t"H'O metres

in from both house vall;=; which Rozet at the Gunby site.. sugge.sts ma·, indicate sleeping

aret',s (1979:126-127). Kenyon offered similiar findings at the Miller site.. stating that

each house wa:. .....·:;hara'~terized by a door at one end only, an irregUlar line of poorly

defined hearths do-wn its centre and an at,sen(:e of other internal stroctural features"

(Kenyoti .. 1969:18). Other examples of L.~ly Ont8!'io Iroquois houses '~8!1 be seen in

Hoble's !'eports on the Porteous site(l975l» and the Van Be-~ian site (197580).. ~ "tell as

M. 'lllrigllt's report on the Reid site (1978).

The l'llHjle Ontario Iroquois stage (A.D.1300-l450), is mar1<:ed by the Uren and

Middlepot't suhstages. Dudng this period thet'e is evidence of remarkable gro'W'th in
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longhou:e si:e. In fa·;::t, Dod;j's resear-:::fi (1984) suggesu that (:h81'a-:::terlstks su.~h as

hOllie length.. T!l·jth.. tapet' length, "rall post density, he81'th spa·:::ing 811d feature

density t'e8(:h their ffi8ximuffi du.ring thb-: stage 0984:297-298). The Nod~'ell site

('1i,rrighU974) illusrr;3.te;; 12 hc,uses with ve.ry imensio;re.ly (jistrit·uted fe;3.mres, hearrhs

and post moulds through the (~entra.1 ,~orridor, under the t·en(:h lines 811d in the end

(:utides of the houses. ru,:'thee the house lengths 811d wridths 3i'e relatively larg:e (see

'Hoot' pl8.n of the 1971 eX(:8.v8tions· fot' the ove1'8.11 lengths 8.nd ~'idths of the houses,

pSl. Cra.w'!'ord L:cl:e (finlao;rson :311<J Byrne.. !'?:::,) provides similar evi,jen·~e of unusual1;r

la.rg:e ;~n<1 intensively O(:(:ul,ied houses.

The Late Ontario Ii'oquoi;;o stage (:an te divi·jeJ into tht'ee pet'iods: Late Pt'ehistot'1c.

Proto-l1i~t01"i(: ;~.!}d Histl):ri(: Th.e 1)!90t·lem lltiderl;ritlg: t11e il1-..jefi11ed b()lJtid:3:l''ies of

these tl1ree ;.·erio,:j~ revolves 8roun<l the dating: of Europeall goods on Iroquoi81l sites

(:ee TriggerJ976:449) DUi'ing this st;jge there is a marked trend of decreasing house

size_ '/Arithin an inc1'easingly large village 'W'ith :o1Ot'e delibet'ate ·y~i11age planning

('I'i!tu'ridU984:131). During the Hi-stork period thet'e M'e distinct cultural diffe1'en'~es

in the longho1Jse ·~h8r8!~teristics of the Huron a.11·j Nemral groups. This can toe

ot)ser~red 81'cheologj(:a11y by (:omparmg Huron sites, nKh as Draper (finlay,;~onJ9S~,),

Benson (RamsdenJ977).. Ball (KnighU978), LeCarotl (Johnston 811d Jackson,1980t with

Neutral sites.. sl~h as SCIlJ.tlnrold (SmithJ977).. LallSon (PearceJ980;r,. and Christianson

(Fitzgeral·ll982). Tow"O fea.tures are sr,edfical1y diagnostic of historic Neutral

longhouses: interior house end stairu: and ·slash pits" associate.j with sleeping ben·~hes

(No1>leJ 984:7).
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