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Executive Summary

In thefall of 2020 Ground Truth Archaeologlimited conducted a Stagearchaeological
excavatiorof the Wagner Cabin site (Ba&d1) located on theast half of Lot 65, Concession
Bayside, Township of brth Marysburgh in the Municipality of the County of Prince Edward,
Ontario. The site is within 50 metres of the shore of Adolphus Reashction of the Bay of
Quinte.

The Stage Aarchaeologicahssessment had determined thathiilseoric occupation athe site
prechted 1830 and that a small Middle Woodland component was also present.

The Stage 4ieldwork consisted othe excavation 0803 1m x 1m units278in block excavation
and anotheR5in periphery unitsApproximatelyl2,000artifacts were reavered during the

Stage 4 excavations. Abo8i256 artifacts have so far begmocessed (washed and catalogued);
this includesall the artifacts from the features andthk precontact artifact$he field

photographs have been catalogued and the sitpingajs largely completell profiles and plan
views have been digitize@urrent work on the project includes processind analyzinghe
remainingartifacts, artifact photography and in depth analysis of stratigraphy and artifacts from
the siteOnce # the artifacts have been processedfthanal and florahssemblages will be sent
out for specialisanalysis

Preliminary analysis of the site indicates that the historic occupation relates to a log cabin that
was inhabited from c. 18051827.The arifact assemblage also indicates that occupation of the
Wagner Cabin may have started in the 1790s.There is good evidence that the cabin burnt down.
There is also evidence that the cabin may have operated as a tavern for at least a portion of its
existenceFeatures relating to the walls of a log cabin and a stone hearth were identified along
with a privy and a firewood processing/storage area.

The precontact finds indicate that the site was utilized on a number of occasions during the
Middle Woodland pead as an activity area and campsitee site may have been occupied at
othertimesin the precontact peridout no diagnostic artifacts from other periods were
identified.

Based on the results of the Stagarchaeologicaéxcavatiorof theBaGg31 siteand in
concordance with the 208tandards and Guidelines for Consultant ArchaeologGtsund
Truth Archaeology Limited makes the following recommendations:

1 Thearchaeologicasite BaGg31 should be considered completely excavated and no
further archaelogical work is required.



Project Context
Development Context

In the fall 0f2020 Ground Truth Archaeology Limited was contracted by Peter Morkis of Cressy
Bayside Estates Inc. to conduct a Stdgechaeologicagxcavation of the BaG81 sitelocaied

on the east half of Lot 65, Concession Bayside, Township of North Marysburgh in the
Municipality of the County of Prince Edward, Ontario.

The current archaeological assessment was conducted as part of the preparation for an
application for subdivisionThe legislation triggering the assessment is the Planning Act. The
Municipality of the County of Prince Edward is the approval authority for this application.

Permission to access the property and conduct archaeological fieldwork was given by Peter
Morkis prior to the start of archaeological fieldwork.

Historical Context

Marysburgh Township originally encompassed the entire southern third of Prince Edward

County and was the first township on the Prince Edward peninsula to be surveyed and settled.

Orn ginally known as AFifth Towno, Marysburgh w
first United Empire Loyalist settlers arriving in 1784. The large size of the township soon proved
impractical and in 1797 part of Marysburgh was severed to formethhidawnship of Hallowell,

followed by Athol in 1848 and finally the splitting of Marysburgh into north and south in 1871
(Cruickshank and Stokes 1984). Marysburgh was named after Mary, the eleventh child of King
George lll and Queen Charlotte.

Lot 65 of he Bayside Concession in North Marysburgh was patented on February 27, 1804 to
Willett Casey (OLR). Willett Casey was a Quaker, born in Rhode Island in 1762 (OL3). Casey
and his American wife Jane Niles immigrated to Adolphustown Township around 178&. Will
Casey was a significant figure in the development of Adolphustown, establishing the first
foundry in the area, serving as a local official and running a successful farm (Lamont 1984). The
1800 census of Adolphustown lists him as head of an eleven gemssahold (OL3). In 1811 he

was elected to the provincial legislature where he served till 1820 (OL1). Two of his sons were
Colonel Samuel Casey, who was also elected to parliament and Thomas Casey (OL2) both of
whom appear in land registry transactiooarels for the study area. There is no indication that
Willet Casey every lived on Lot 65 as he is consistently associated with Adolphustown
Township where his farm was located. More likely he rented his land to a tenant probably shortly
after he acquiredche land in 1804.

Willett Casey sold Lot 65 to B.P. Wagner in 1809 and then bought it back again in 1827 (OLR).

It i s Wagner 6s occupation t h-&1site. Wagmeongy hadei kel y
leased the land from Casey as early as 1804rraps was squatting on it even earlier. There are

no transactions related to Lot 65 until 1849. Willet Casey died in 1848 and is buried in

Adolphustown with his wife who died in 1856. The east half of Lot 65, was willed by Willet

Casey to Elizabeth Weeks 1847 along with the west half of Lot 64 that had previously been



sold to Hiram Weeks in 1834 (OLR). Dr. Hiram Weeks was a fellow Quaker married to

Eli zabeth Casey, Willetbés daughter born in 17
However, ElizabetiWeeks (Casey) died in 1847 (OL2). The 1849 transaction appears to be
meant | egitimize the ownership of the east ha

In 1852 William Sweetman and his wife Martha Jane (Weeks) took out a mortgage of £150 on
the east &alf of Lot 65. Martha Jane was the daughter of Hiram and Elizabeth Weeks and

thereforethegrand aught er of Wil l et Casey. I n 1853 the
further legitimized with the sale of the west half by Thomas Casey et al (the exetahet
Caseybs estate) to Martha Jane Weeks. The Swe

days later to Henry Grooms. In 1855 William and Martha Jane Sweetman sold the 100 acres of
the centre of Lot 65 to Patrick McAulay and took back thetgage the same day for £175. In

1857 the Sweetmans are listed as selling 100 acres of the east half of Lot 65 to John Sheady
along with the west half of Lot 64.

It is however, Patrick McAulay who is shown as occupying the east half of Lot 65 on both the
1863 Tremaine (Figure 5) and 1878 Belden (Figure 6) maps and John Sheady is shown on the
west half of Lot 64. On the Tremaine map the house associated with the land is located on the
south side of County Road 7 and not within the study area. One butligppears to be

fenced, is shown on the eastern lot line below the escarpment. On the Belden the McAulay house
is still on the south side of County Road 7 and the building with the fence is not shown.

In the 1861 census Patrick McAulay is listed &lgear old Irish catholic farmer, living alone

in a new one and a half story frame house. The agricultural census of 1861 lists Patrick McAulay
as farming 100 acres of Lot 65 with 50 acres cultivated (40 in crops and 10 in pasture) and 50
acres wood or id. In the 1871 census Patrick McAulay (45) now had a wife Susan (27) of
German origin with children Phebe (6), Isabelle (4) and David (1). Stephen McKinney (10) was
also living in the house. A John Sheady is not enumerated in 1861 in Prince Edwardi@ounty
does appear in 1871 in the location of Lot 64.

Transaction| Inst. Date Grantor Grantee Notes

Patent Feb. 27, 1804 Crown Willett Casey 212 acres
B&S June 21,1809 Willett Casey B.P. Wagner 212

B&S Oct. 18, 1827 B.P. Wagner Willett Casey 212

Will Feh 25, 1849| Willett Casey Elizabeth Weeks E Y

Mortgage | Jan 29, 1853| William Sweetman & wife| Trust and Loan 100 E »2£150
B&S Feb. 19, 1853 Thomas Casey et al. Martha Jane Weeks | W %

B&S Feb. 25, 1853 Martha Sweetman & hush Henry Grooms part W %>

B&S Mar.7, 1855 | Wm L. Sweetman & wife | Patrick McAulay 100 centre pari
Mortgage | Mar. 7, 1855 | Patrick McAulay Wm Sweetman & wife| 100 centre part
B&S Mar.16, 1857| Wm. Sweetman & wife | John Sheady 100 E 2

B&S Nov.18, 1871| John Sheady & wife John Sheady Jr. part EY4for life

Table 1. Summary of land transactions for Lot 65, Bayside (Ontario Land Registry)

It should be noted that the occupation of Beé&3gcompletely predates the census records.



Local First Nations Oral History

This histortal context was prepared by Gitiga Migizi, a respected Elder and Knowledge Keeper
of the Michi Saagiig Nation.

The traditional homelands of the Michi Saagiig (Mississauga Anishinaabeg) encompass a vast

area of what is now known as southern Ontario. The Mii Saagiig are known a
the big river mouthso and were also known as
north shore of Lake Ontario where the various tributaries emptied into the lake. Their territories
extended north into arlskyond the Kawarthas as winter hunting grounds on which they would

break off into smaller social groups for the season, hunting and trapping on these lands, then
returning to the lakeshore in spring for the summer months.

The Michi Saagiig were a hightyobile people, travelling vast distances to procure subsistence

for their people. They were also known as the
Michi Saagiig homelands were located directly between two very powerful Confederacies: The

Three Fire Confederacy to the north and the Haudenosaunee Confederacy to the south. The

Michi Saagiig were the negotiators, the messengers, the diplomats, and they successfully

mediated peace throughout this area of Ontario for countless generations.

Michi Saagig oral histories speak to their people being in this area of Ontario for thousands of
years. These stories recount the A0l d Oneso w
histories explain that the current Ojibwa phonology is the 5th transformatibis ¢dnguage,
demonstrating a linguistic connection that spans back into deep time. The Michi Saagiig of today

are the descendants of the ancient peoples who lived in Ontario during the Archaic and Paleo

Indian periods. They are the original inhabitarftsauthern Ontario, and they are still here

today.

The traditional territories of the Michi Saagiig span from Gananoque in the east, all along the
north shore of Lake Ontario, west to the north shore of Lake Erie at Long Point. The territory
spreads asaf north as the tributaries that flow into these lakes, from Bancroft and north of the
Haliburton highlands. This also includes all the tributaries that flow from the height of land north
of Toronto like the Oak Ridges Moraine, and all of the rivers that into Lake Ontario (the

Rideau, the Salmon, the Ganaraska, the Moira, the Trent, the Don, the Rouge, the Etobicoke, the
Humber, and the Credit, as well as Wilmot and 16 Mile Creeks) through Burlington Bay and the
Niagara region including the Welland aNdtgara Rivers, and beyond. The western side of the
Michi Saagiig Nation was located around the Grand River which was used as a portage route as
the Niagara portage was too dangerous. The Michi Saagiig would portage from-gegsent
Burlington to the Graah River and travel south to the open water on Lake Erie.

Michi Saagiig oral histories also speak to the occurrence of people coming into their territories
sometime between 501000 A.D. seeking to establish villages and a corn growing economy
these newomers included peoples that would later be known as the HMemdat, Neutral,
Petun/Tobacco Nations. The Michi Saagiig made Treaties with these newcomers and granted
them permission to stay with the understanding that they were visitors in these langsuwy



was made to record these contracts, ceremonies would have bound each nation to their respective
responsibilities within the political relationship, and these contracts would have been renewed
annually (see Gitiga Migizi and Kapyrka 2015). These eisitvere extremely successful as their

corn economy grew as well as their populations. However, it was understood by all nations
involved that this area of Ontario were the homeland territories of the Michi Saagiig.

The Odawa Nation worked with the MicBaagiig to meet with the HuréWendat, the Petun,
and Neutral Nations to continue the amicable political and economic relationship thatiesisted
symbiotic relationship that was mainly policed and enforced by the Odawa people.

Problems arose for theibhi Saagiig in the 1600s when the European way of life was introduced
into southern Ontario. Also, around the same time, the Haudenosaunee were given firearms by
the colonial governments in New York and Albany which ultimately made an expansion possible
for them into Michi Saagiig territories. There began skirmishes with the various nations living in
Ontario at the time. The Haudenosaunee engaged in fighting with the-Wleodat and

between that and the onslaught of European diseases, the Iroquoiangpeakies in Ontario

were decimated.

The onset of colonial settlement and missionary involvement severely disrupted the original
relationships between these Indigenous nations. Disease and warfare had a devastating impact
upon the Indigenous peoples@itario, especially the large sedentary villages, which mostly
included Iroquoian speaking peoples. The Michi Saagiig were largely able to avoid the
devastation caused by these processes by retreating to their wintering grounds to the north,
essentially waing for the smoke to clear.

Mi c hi Saagiig El der GiWei gvarMingitziaf(f2&1 &)d raec an
villages because we learned to paddle away for several years until everything settled down. And

we came back and tried to bury thenes of the Huron but it was overwhelming, it was all over,

there were bones all ovérthat is our story.

There is a misnomer here, that this area of Ontario is not our traditional territory and that we
came in here after the HureWendat left or werdefeated, but that is not true. That is a big
misconception of our history that needs to be corrected. We are the traditional people, we are
the ones that signed treaties with the Crown. We are recognized as the ones who signed these
treaties and we aréne ones to be dealt with officially in any matters concerning territory in
southern Ontario.

We had peacemakers go to the Haudenosaunee and live amongst them in order to change their
ways. We had also diplomatically dealt with some of the strong cbitéfe horth and tried to

make peace as much as possible. So we are very important in terms of keeping the balance of
relationships in harmony.

Some of the old leaders recognized that it became increasingly difficult to keep the peace after
the Europeanstroduced guns. But we still continued to meet, and we still continued to have
some wampum, which doesndt mean we imweddted ou



not do that. We still consider ourselves a sovereign nation despite legal chabejagest that.
We still view ourselves as a nation and the government must negotiate from that basis.

Often times, southern Ontario is descfribed as
Wendat peoples in 1649 (who fled east to Quebec and sotith United States). This is
misleading as these territories remained the homelands of the Michi Saagiig Nation.

The Michi Saagiig participated in eighteen treaties from 1781 to 1923 to allow the growing
number of European settlers to establish in @mt&ressures from increased settlement forced
the Michi Saagiig to slowly move into small family groups around the present day communities:
Curve Lake First Nation, Hiawatha First Nation, Alderville First Nation, Scugog Island First
Nation, New Credit Fst Nation, and Mississauga First Nation.

The Michi Saagiig have been in Ontario for thousands of years, and they remain here to this day.

(Gitiga Migizi and Kapyrka 2015)

Archaeological Context

The subject property fronts on the south shot@Adolphus Reach section of the Bay of
Quinte.The property rises to the south to an exposed limestone escarpment where the historic
transportation route, County Road 15 runs. The field where BdQg located is the only

farmed portion of the property agdntains sandy loam and sandy clay loam soils. A sand and
gravel pit operated on thelgect propertyor many years and consequerttig centraportion is
completely disturbed.

Consultation with the Ministry oondthathdreisur eds A
one site located within the subject property and no other registered sites within one kilometre of

the property (MTCS 2019). The site within the property is B&8Gknown as Sand Pits,

registered by Ken Swayze in 1976. The site was ialbafrundiagnosed cultural affiliation

reported to the Ministry but not visited by Ministry staff and is presumed to be disturbed or

destroyed by sand and gravel extraction (MTCS 2019; Swayze 1976). As far as can be

determined by MTCS the site probably lzear the shore within the 79 to 85 metre contours in

the area of gravel extraction located east of B&GgRob von Bitter, personal communication

2019).

A known historic cemetery exists in the northeast corner of the subject property. This cemetery
(Turner-Hill) was subject to an Investigation Order issued by the Bereavement Authority of
Ontario (BAO) and its limits were determined by fieldwork undertdke@round Truth in 2019
under PIF P20®©151-2020 (Sheldon and Gromoff 2021).

It should be notechtat a local resident indicated that ¢.1973, a human burial was exposed during
sand extraction in the northeast corner of the property where therHill Cemetery is located.
Wannamaker 6 s s u mHilacemeteny &lso indicatesThatburialsreexposed



during sand extraction in the 1950s and 60s. Quite likely B&@&gs one of these finds of
human remains, most likely the most recent and therefore a historic burial.

Borden # Site Name | Time Period Affinity Site Type
BaGg9 Sand Pits Unknown Unknown burial
Table 2: Sites within 1 km of study area (from MTCS archaeological sites database)

A Stage 12 archaeological assessment was conducted of the property in 2018 under PIF P191
01602018 by Ground Truth Archaeology Litad that resulted in the discovery of Ba@h an

early 19" century domestic site near the shore in the northwest corner of the prabistty

appears to have been abandoned prior to {886ldon 2019)Due to the early nineteenth

century date of the afacts discovered during the Stage 2 assessment, a Stage 3 assessment was
recommended.

In 2019a Stage 3 archaeological assessment of the BdGite was completedhis

assessment consisted of a CSP and 28 1m x 1m units excavated on a 10 m irdeWallgri
only historic artifacts had been found when the site was discovered during the Stage 2, four
sherds of coil made native pottery were recovered during the Stage 3

As far as can be determined no other archaeological work has taken place wittgtrégof the
study area and no historical plagues or monuments are associated with the property.

In the region pre&ontact sites are often found within 50 metres of the shore of the Bay of Quinte.
It is common in Eastern Ontario including Prince Edw@odinty to find small amounts of
precontact artifacts from native campsites within the limits of earty19th century domestic

sites. Examples include the Lane Creek Cabin (AlGia mid19th c. cabin on the outskirts of

the village of Wellington, whicimcludes a small chert scatter within its limits, discovered during
its Stage 3 assessment (P2U632020, Sheldon and Gromaofifn production).

It is also common in the same area to find pot bursts either alone or with other precontact
artifacts. Examies of isolated Woodland pots from Prince Edward County include:-B&G
Middleport substage pot burst excavated from a location 40 m from the Bay of Quinte shore near
Rossmore (P20&€13-2014, Sheldon 2014). There is also the Sand Pot site (Ba&geamic

vessel excavated by Pendergast in 1951 after it was found eroding out of a bank in Picton
Harbour (Swayze 1976).

The soil of the site area consists of Ameliasburgh loam (Al), a stony alkaline soil with good
natural drainage (Figure 7). The topggrg is slightly sloping to the north and the shores of
Aldolphus Reach. Currently the site area consists partially of active agricultural field and on its
northern edge a forested strip of land along the shore of Adolphus Reach.

The Stagel assessment wasnducted oDctober8, 9, 13, 14, 1&0, 22, 23, 27, 28, 29, 30,
November 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 9, 10, 11, 12,16, 17, 19, 20, 26, 229 & December. 35,9, 10, 11
13,21, 22, 232020
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Figure 5: Approximate location of BaGg31 on the 1863 Tremaine map
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Figure 6: Approximate area of BaGg31 on the 1878 Belden map
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Figure 8: BaGg-31 block excavation and features
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Figure 9: BaGg-31 historic artifact count by unit (excluding features)
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Field Methods

Thepermanent daturaestablished for the Stagea8sessmenmrid was used for the Stage 4
excavationsThe entire site was excavdtby hand in 1 m x 1 m unit¥he units were referred to
by the coordinates of tirenorthwest corneon the grid.The datum was locateat N60E0

within the 10 m environmental setback from the top of the shore

Thestratigraphy in the units and featureas recorded using the lot system employe&énks
Canadd where a lot designation is given to each natural or artificial streature, cut or

cluster of artifactsvithin a unit(Parks Canada 2018} the discretion of the field archaeologist.

For the units the plough zone was consistently designated, while the underlying
undisturbedccupation layer which graded into subsoil was designated Lot 2 over the entire site.
Excavation extendeti0 cm irio subsoil.

Where features were encountered thveyedelineated in their entirety, shot in with a total
station photographed and drawn in plan vidwatures were then sectioned and recorded in
profile before being fully excavated.

Each unit wagxamined for evidence of fill, stratigraphy and cudtdeatures. Soil profiles were
photographed and drawn to scaledorariety of units in order to track the stratigraphic sequence
over the siteAll soils in the Stage! units were screened throughmin steel mesh screer&oils

from features were screeh through 3.175 mm steel mesh scre€hs. artifactavere bagged by

lot or feature andre listed in the artifact catalogue at the end of this report.

Following the recommendations from the Stage 3 report the limits &tdge dblock

excavation werestablished as units with <10 historic artifacts/unit and <5 precontact artifacts/
unit. Once this was achieved further units were placed at 5 m intervals within a 5 m buffer
around the block excavatidperiphery units)n order to identify outlying areasith higher

artifact concentrations$n total 331 units were excavated at the Be&83gpite, 28 during the Stage
3 and 303 during the Stage 4. Of these 41 werpheryunits.

The weather was appropriate foraghaeological assessment with precipitaion and hgh
temperaturesangng from 1 - 27°C. The field records and associated documentation are stored at
the offices of Ground Truth Archaeologymited in Quinte West, Ontario until a suitable

repository is established.
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Record of Finds

The excavations revealed that down slope erosion of the site had resulted in substantial
differences in the depth of the plough zone and the thickness of the buried occupation layer.
Areas where the topsoil had eroded away at the breaks in bgtitcthandthe strike of the

slope had shallow plough zones and occupation layers. Down slope areathe/lesoeled soils
were depositetiad deepr plough zones and occupation depositsnsequently, some of the
features were well preserved and relatively intaatensthers in the eroded areas had been
partially ploughed away.

Historic Occupation

Nine historic features were sliovered during the excavations: F02 F6, F8, F11, F12, F16,
F19 andF020. Another four possible featur&€<l, F5, F7 and F@urned outo be animal burrows,
likely from chipmunks andjround hogs.

Another featuré Feature 10 could not be identified as precontact or historic.
A number of the features were associated with structure of a log cabFOZE6 and F11.

The most signifiant was Feature 1, a partily laid stone featurimterpreted as a collapsed
hearth An artifact assemblage of 903 artifacts was recovieréd from six lots.

Feature 2 was lineartrench withburnt wood charcoaland ashnclusiorsinterpreted as ¢
location of the front wall of the northwest corner of the cab@Ris oriented northwest
southeast. An assemblage of 586 artifacts was recovered-@armhe interpretation of02as
wall of the cabin was further supported by recovery of 26 piece®dhr chinking/parging. The
pieces of chinking wergiangular in prolife with a flat white washed surface and two curved
sides from logs.

Feature 6 was a linear stain of charcoal and black organic soil marking where the southeast wall
of the cabin was.

Feature 11vas a linear trench that abutté®2 at right angles forming the northwest corner of
the cabin. F11 was patrtially disturbed at its southern end by ploughstaess oriented
southwesnortheast and contained 234 artifatike FO2mortarchinking(n=21) was recovered
in F11.

Feature 19 was a large amorphous deposit of dark daoammysand outside the southeast corner

of the cabinThis feature does not appear to be excavated into the subsolil, rather a concentration
of organic material leadarkened the soil. F19 is interpreted as an activityraosa likely where
firewood was split and stacked resulting in a concentration of wood chips. This interpretation is
supported by the recovery of an iron splitting wedge in F19 among the 95tauttiiaie.
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Feature 20 was the only refuse pit of any consequencevei®ed during the excavations and is
likely a privy pit. It is located directly opposite the front door of the cabin about seven metres
away. An assemblage of 449 artifacts was recovieoed FO20

Other small pit features were F8, F12 and wité only F12 containing artifacts (n=3).

Precontact Occupation

Four Middle Woodland cemic sherdsvere recovered during the Stage 3 fieldwork in 2019.
Three of these sherds were found in uNiB® E40 and N31 E40. The other sherd came from
N40 E50.

A total of 204 coil made pottery sherds, six chert pieces and two groundstone portions were
recovered during the Stage 4.

Feature 14 & 15

The largest cluster of precontact artifacts was recoviered Features 14 and 15 and the
surrounding arewhere 173 coil made pottery sherds were recovered from a single. vessel
Feature 14 was a 10 cm deep elongate trough 40 cm wide, runningaowtith A circular
depression 22 cm deep was present at the padlof the feature and in the center was Feature
15 a 76 cm diameter concentration of sherds from a single pot burst. In total 139 sherds were
recovered from F15 and 19 from F14, with another 14 from unit N35 E55. All the sherds were
cord roughened and swihhed.Charcoal and wood ash concentrations were present in F14
deeper with a deeper portion at the north &dd. is interpreted as a food preparation and
cooking spot.

Two and a half metres southwest of F14 the blade portion of a greenstone schias celt
recoveredSix metres to the wesf F14two flake tools both on Onondaga chewerefound in
N33 E48 and N34 E48. Oneas a thumbnail scraper bifacially worked on a tertiary flake. The
other was a retouched flake with sharpened sections on senaeahs Eight metres north of
F14 a portion of a banded argillite gorget was foumid41 E55. The piece recovered had
broken at both drilled holes. The easternmost precontact artifact was a utilized flake of
Onondaga chert from N41 E61.

Feature 10

Fedure 10 was mamorphouslepressiomesembling two adjacent circular pits about 50 cm in
diameter connectdaly a narrow section. The feature extended 18 cm into subsaibatained
one fragment of mammal ban& sample of six charcoal fragments was regdifrom the
feature.

Feature 10 is just west of F14/15 and may be precontact in origin as nothing diagnostic of the

historic period was recovered. In fact it is possible that F10 is part of the same activity area
represented by F14/15, namely a foodcpssing/cooking event.
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Western Locus

Further west small numbeceramic sherds (n=18nd one chert piecgere found in the units
around N30 E4@vhere three sherds were recovered during the Stagedighest yielding unit
was N33 E38 where six shendsre recoveredhree of which were microsherdso rims were
recovered and most of the sherds were small bodiegibitéd paddle ocord
roughened/smoothed surface treatment. Smoothed over pseaithpshell decoration was
recorded on two sherds. Atoeiched flake of Onondaga chert wasovered along with three
highly weathered sherds. The flake had been modified into a denticulate on one margin.

Further to the west one of the outlying units (N35 E33) produced five coil made ceramic sherds.
Expanson around this unit produced another eight sherds in four units. In unit N35 E32 a pit
(Feature 21) filled withargewaterworn igneous/metamorplaobbleswas discovered. Many of
thecobbles had shattered from thermal shock although no sign of burnifgumasamong the
stones. The feature isterpreted as a sweat lodge pit. No artifacts were recovered from within
Feature 21.
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Images

Field Photos
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Plate 3: View of site north down the Ipe to té)ay (206016D06)

Plate 4: Cabin site from northwest (2060169D1Y
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Plate 6: Cabin hearth, Feature 1, surrounded by animal burrowg2060169D27)
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Plate 8: Hearth partially excavated with collapsed stones remove(2060169D124)
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Plate 10: Plough scars(2060169D42)
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Plate 11; Feature 27 Northwest corner of the cabini Feature 2 and Feature 11 disturbed
by plough scars(2060169D47)
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Plate 12: East wall/sotheast corner of cabin Feature 6(2060169D58)
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Plate 14: Section through Feature 19 showing trench portion on the [ef2060169D60)
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Plate 18: Section through F14/15 with deeper portion of F14 oteft (2060169D104)
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Plate 20: Core of site from southeast(060169D108)
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Artifact Images

T

Plate 21: Whitewashed chinking from hearth ahd WaII features

A) FO1 LO4 AROG6, B) FO1 LO6 ARO2, C) F11 LO1 ARD1

Plate 22: Wrought coulter from a smgle furrow plough (FO1LO1 AR24)
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Plate 23 Wrought splitting wedge from Feature 19(AR11)
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Plate 24: Rococovariety of shell edged ware

A) green curved impression on pearlware (FO4 X4, B) blue bud motif on pearlwafE01
LO4 AR-25)
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Plate 25: rieties of shell edgeal {;Vare from site

A) blue shell edge on pearlware, octagonal shape (FO1 LG24ARB) impressed curved blue on
creamware (FO2 LO2 ARS8), C) impressed straight blue on pearw@&@l LO5 AR24), D)
greenrococoon pearlware (FO2 LO2 AR8)
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Plate 26: Transfer printed ceramics

A) blue transfer print onwe (FO1 LO4 AR30), B) Chinoiserie blue transfer print B®WE (FO1
L04 AR-29), C) black transfer prirdn pearlware (FO1 LO5 AR4), D)blacktransfer prinion
pearlware with caramel hand painting (FO2 L02-B%)

36



Plate 27 verglazed paintin and bat prining

A) overglazed red hand painting on a stone china teacup (FO1 LAMLAM) red stencilling on
moulded pearlware (FO2 LO2 A66), C) bat printing on creamware (F11 LO1-2B)

Plate 28 Early altte hand painted '7

A) hand painteghearlwargeacup(FO20 L02 AR-21), B) brown lined creamware (FO22BR-
60), C) early palette hand painting on pearlware (FO2 LOS2R
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Plate 29: Blue hand painted pearlware

A) pearlware (FO1 LO5 AR5), B) Chinese motif on pearlwarieQ20 LO1 AR-20)

Plate 30: Early palette hand painted with greenspongel foliage

A) early palette hand painting on moulded pearlware (FO1 LORARB) early palette hand
painting on pearlwaré=020 L01 AR-23)
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